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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 I will be your point of 

contact during the review process.  Moving forward, I will have a better understanding of timing after I 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. [I 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 I 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 I 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 I have reattached them, plus the .pdf of 
1983.10.07-0974 Short Plat #481035 Hess did in 1983 which I 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 I 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. 

1. Copy of my deeded beach rights 

2. Copy of the easement legal description 

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

4. Copy of the section map for the area 

5. Copy of the Tamarack subdivision covenants and plot map 

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. [I 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 I 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 I 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 I have reattached them, plus the .pdf of 
1983.10.07-0974 Short Plat #481035 Hess did in 1983 which I 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 I 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. 

1. Copy of my deeded beach rights 

2. Copy of the easement legal description 

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

4. Copy of the section map for the area 

5. Copy of the Tamarack subdivision covenants and plot map 

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: 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, I can be available at 9:00 a.m. on Tuesday January 31st 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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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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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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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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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 I 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: Peggy Reddy <reddy@benefits-consulting.com>

Sent: Thursday, January 19, 2017 11:39 AM

To: ELST Master Plan

Cc: Lindsey Ozbolt

Subject: 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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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, I have received the correspondence between you and King County on January 19th and 20th, 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 I sent to King County 

informing them that I 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 I have heard nothing further. This seems a very simple fix. King County has public records showing that I 

purchased that portion of the Burlington Northern ROW from the Land Conservancy in 1997 prior to the 

County’s purchase of the trail ROW. I bought the entire length of the ROW from the Conservancy abutting my 

property – I believe approximately 250 feet by 25 feet.  Attached also is documentation that I sent along with 

this email. Note the portion I purchased is referred to as “Parcel B”. Should I 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 I need to take action since there has been no additional information from the 

County. Note too that I 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 I received King County surveyed and staked the 

“public right-of-way” (ROW) within the South Sammamish B portion of the trail from 33rd 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. I think both stakes are misplaced by 25 feet.  
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In August 1997 I 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. I 

purchased said ROW at N69⁰49’12”W for a distance of 25 feet toward the center of the trail. I purchased the 

ROW at N72⁰19’01”W for a distance of 25 feet toward the center of the trail. In total I purchased 25 feet of 

the ROW by 250 feet approximately paralleling the trail between these two points at N17⁰40’59”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! 

  

I 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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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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Lindsey Ozbolt

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

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

To: b.greve@comcast.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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RE: Please Approve the Permit for Segment 2B of the ELST

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

-----Original Message-----
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

Lindsey Ozbolt

Fri 1/27/2017 4:25 PM

To:cedarforest7@gmail.com <cedarforest7@gmail.com>;
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Marna Marteeny
12143 NE 141st Street
Kirkland, WA 98034
425.681.6132
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RE: City of Sammamish

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

Lindsey Ozbolt

Fri 1/27/2017 4:36 PM

To:Tom Rodgers <trod62857@aol.com>;
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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.  It is 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. I 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. I 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

I'm changing from my Yahoo mail to using my new one.  I 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

Sean Ardussi <sardussi@yahoo.com>

Fri 1/27/2017 10:32 AM

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

 

 

-----Original Message----- 

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.  

 

I 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

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

-----Original Message-----
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,

I am writing to show my support for completing the East Lake Sammamish Trail and approving permit SSDP2016-00415. 

I 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

Lindsey Ozbolt

Fri 2/3/2017 3:34 PM

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

SB-13

Exhibit 29
SSDP2016-00415

002350

mailto:markdainseattle@gmail.com


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

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 wife, 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

Lindsey Ozbolt

Fri 2/3/2017 3:58 PM

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

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

-----Original Message-----
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. 

I 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 I particularly love city of Sammamish is I 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 I have to ride on the shoulder. Even though I am
comfortable to ride on the shoulder along with East Lake Sammamish Parkway, I am not comfortable to let my kids to ride on it
because of safety concern. I am eager to see a fully paved ELST so I could ride along with my kids and enjoy the beautiful view
with them. 

I 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,

Lindsey Ozbolt

Fri 2/3/2017 3:59 PM

To:jijian.zhang@gmail.com <jijian.zhang@gmail.com>;
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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

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

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

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 Trail
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".

-----Original Message-----
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

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>;
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Peggy,

I 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, I 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

-----Original Message-----
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.

-----Original Message-----
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 I have relayed to Mike Schmidt, Wetland 23 C is
not currently part of our review scope. I 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

-----Original Message-----
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+20ORGANIZATION_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 I am a resident in Sammamish along the
Sammamish Trail Segment 2B near station 380.  This week I 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 I
could contact you regarding the disposition of the habitat in the trail ROW
in our neighborhood.  I have also included the feedback I 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.  I was very pleased to hear this, and I 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 I 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)      It is 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.

I 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 I 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

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

-----Original Message-----
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. 

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

My in-laws live in Sammamish and having a trail like this where I 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. 

Lindsey Ozbolt

Fri 2/3/2017 4:17 PM

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

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. I 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.

Lindsey Ozbolt

Mon 2/6/2017 9:54 AM

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

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

I 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, I marked this issue with comments on
their map, but they never contacted me about it.  I was unable to get an appointment with the County at this month's City Hall
meetings to discuss this.

I support the trail as an avid cyclist, and think it's a treasure for our community.  I 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.  I ask the City to
put SSDP approval on hold until then.

Thank you for your support and advocacy,
Keith Galpin
425.894.0502

Lindsey Ozbolt

Mon 2/6/2017 10:08 AM

To:Keith Galpin <kerg2@comcast.net>;
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Re: Comments to 60% design review for ELST section B @ ~347.00 to
347.5

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 24th 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.

Lindsey Ozbolt

Mon 2/6/2017 10:09 AM

To:Chamberlin, Martin J <martin.j.chamberlin@boeing.com>;
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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, I 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 “building” 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?
 
 
 
     
 
 

SB-21

Exhibit 29
SSDP2016-00415

002368



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

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 I 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.

I 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.

Lindsey Ozbolt

Mon 2/6/2017 10:10 AM

To:jchou2003@yahoo.com <jchou2003@yahoo.com>;
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When I ride I 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.

I know that some homeowners in the area are opposed to completion of the ELST. I 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

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.

Lindsey Ozbolt

Mon 2/6/2017 10:12 AM

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

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?

Lindsey Ozbolt

Mon 2/6/2017 10:16 AM

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

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.
I have cycled and run in our region for the past several years, I 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 I 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. I remember a couple of years ago when
preparing for the Seattle to Portland bicycle ride I 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 I-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 I got through it okay I 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

Lindsey Ozbolt

Mon 2/6/2017 10:17 AM

To:Chris Fratini <chris.fratini@gmail.com>;
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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
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Re: Please Approve the Permit for Segment 2B of the ELST

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,

I 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.

Lindsey Ozbolt

Mon 2/6/2017 10:18 AM

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

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

Lindsey Ozbolt

Mon 2/6/2017 10:45 AM

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

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.

Lindsey Ozbolt

Mon 2/6/2017 10:45 AM

To:jason.strong@gmail.com <jason.strong@gmail.com>;
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Sincerely,

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

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.
I can only assume that this removal is being done in the interest of safety, which I 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:
 

Lindsey Ozbolt

Mon 2/6/2017 10:46 AM

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

SB-29

Exhibit 29
SSDP2016-00415

002383



SB-29

Exhibit 29
SSDP2016-00415

002384



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

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),

I have reviewed the 60% design plans for the Segment B of the Eastlake Sammamish Trail.  I have a
few questions that I 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, I want to state that I am in complete favor of the trail designed to meets industry standards
(AASHTO):   A 12ft trail with 2ft shoulders. Thank you! Well done!

I 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 trail in
other segments.  I am adamantly opposed to private encroachment of private use for any reason
on our valuable public lands for any reason.   While I do understand that there are 5 areas where
allegedly private home owner have somehow acquired the property along the trail, I am
dumbfounded by this.   I 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, I 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 track would ever encroach on public property with strong fences,
garages, gardens and more.  Further, I cannot imagine why any home owner would not be wildly
in support of the Trail vs having a train 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

Lindsey Ozbolt

Mon 2/6/2017 10:47 AM

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

2. When will these items be removed?
3. 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”?
4. How will you design the public 100ft lands between the five 25 foot segments widths due to

the alleged private owner?
5. Can you please provide the titles that demonstrate clear private ownership of these five

encroachments of private ownership onto the Train Lands?
6. Who signed these?
7. Why were these sold when clearly the SHO Attorney states that he believes a train could

return to running the lines at any time?
8. If a train were to start running at any time, I imagine it would be unsafe for the five areas

where private ownership narrows the train track to only 25 feet, how would this be dealt with?
9. I love peek a boo views of our public lake, and find that I 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? I understand “some” may
have been given “temporary use” of the public lands (key word temporary).  Are they being
fined daily?  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 trail, I 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
to?

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 trail user?

15. Where will there be clear signs marking Road Access for cafes, restrooms or water purchase?
16. I 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 tree
root eventually rip up the trail will be removed?

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?
 

As a citizen of our great state of Washington, I 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 time and effort to
complete. 

I 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

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 I use the trail often both walking and biking, and I
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.

I have seen substantial use of the portion of the trail that is completed in Redmond. I 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

Lindsey Ozbolt

Mon 2/6/2017 10:47 AM

To:sknygaard@comcast.net <sknygaard@comcast.net>;
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Re: Public Comment (7): K.C. ELSTrail Segment 2B--SSDP2016-00415 ~
ROW & Access

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

I see in the 60% design plans Construction Access driveways. I 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 I 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. I 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

Lindsey Ozbolt

Mon 2/6/2017 10:18 AM

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

I 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?

[I 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

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+50?

Lindsey Ozbolt

Mon 2/6/2017 10:47 AM

To:marywictor@comcast.net <marywictor@comcast.net>;
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6) I 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. I 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

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.

I have been biking around Lake Sammamish for years -- it is a beautiful and healthy ride. However, every time I have to get off
the trail in Sammamish and continue on the road, I am nervous due to the many cars in the area. It is not a ride I feel
comfortable allowing my children to do, so what is often a family experience for us has to be cut short.

I 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. I 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

Lindsey Ozbolt

Mon 2/6/2017 10:48 AM

To:jenhl@luanava.com <jenhl@luanava.com>;
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Re: Please Approve the Permit for Segment 2B of the ELST

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

Lindsey Ozbolt

Mon 2/6/2017 10:48 AM

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

21739 NE 18th  Way

Sammamish, WA 98074

206-459-7306
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Re: ElLST

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: ElLST

Liz I 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. I 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

Lindsey Ozbolt

Mon 2/6/2017 10:49 AM

To:Calvin White <seasquirl@comcast.net>;
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Re: Public Comment: King County ELST SSDP2016-414 Inglewood
Parking Lot

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

Lindsey Ozbolt

Mon 2/6/2017 10:49 AM

To:marywictor@comcast.net <marywictor@comcast.net>;
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Re: East Lake Sammamish Trail - South Sammamish segment B

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,

 

Brian Horman <hormanbw@gmail.com>

Fri 2/3/2017 4:02 PM

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

Thank you for your confirmation email.
 
Have a nice weekend!
 
Kathy Koback, Legal Assistant
ROMERO PARK P.S.                           
 
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

Kathy Koback <kkoback@romeropark.com>

Fri 2/3/2017 4:02 PM

To:Lindsey Ozbolt <LOzbolt@sammamish.us>;
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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 P.S.                           
 
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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  Via Electronic Mail 

January 27, 2017 

 

Ms. Lindsey Ozbolt 

Associate Planner 

City of Sammamish  

Department of Community Development 

City of Sammamish City Hall 

801 – 228th 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. 

NORTHWEST OFFICE    CALIFORNIA OFFICE 

COLUMBIA WEST BLDG.    RANCHO BERNARDO CRTYD. 

155-108th Ave NE, Ste. 202    16935 West Bernardo Dr., Ste. 260 

Bellevue, Washington 98004    San Diego, California  92127 

Telephone (425) 450-5000    Telephone (858) 592-0065 

Facsimile (425) 450-0728    tromero@romeropark.com 
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Ms. Lindsey Ozbolt 

City of Sammamish  

Department of Community Development 

January 27, 2017 

Page 2 

 

 

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 9th 

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”1, 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: 

 

                                                 
1 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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 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. 

 On the Schumacher Property, they will lose their fence and staircase. 

 On the Brown Property, they will lose their fence, retaining wall and staircase. 

 On the Davis Property, they will lose their fence, parking, accessibility for the fire department 

and have restricted accessibility for other emergency vehicles.  

 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.2 

 

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 I 

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)

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)

Lindsey Ozbolt

Mon 2/6/2017 10:46 AM

To:Upinder Dhinsa <upinder@gmail.com>;
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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

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
> 
> 
> -----Original Message-----
> 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 I 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
a lot.
> 
> 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:

Upinder Dhinsa <upinder@gmail.com>

Fri 2/3/2017 4:08 PM

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

SB-42

Exhibit 29
SSDP2016-00415

002468



> 
> 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

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

Juana Cundari <cundarijuana@gmail.com>

Fri 2/3/2017 4:23 PM

To:Lindsey Ozbolt <LOzbolt@sammamish.us>;
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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 I was informed "we do not consent to being
recorded", however the persons I 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.  
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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 Pl.SE.
Sammamish. WA.98075
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