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



King County

Parks and Recreation Division
Department of Natural Resources and Parks

January 26, 2017

Dear Ms. Reddy,

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

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

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

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

Rezpectfully, A very distressed Sammamizsh Homeowner! Pepgy Reddy

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




King County

Parks and Recreation Division
Department of Natural Resources and Parks

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

Lindsey can be reached at:

425.295.0527
LOzbolt@sammarmish.us

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

Sincerely,

Kelly Donahue
Community Engagement

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

Seattle, WA 95104-3854

Project Hotline; 1-888-668-4886




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



King County

Parks and Recreation Division
Department of Natural Rescurces and Parks

January 26, 2017

Dear Mr. Menezes,

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

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

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

Lindsey Ozbolt, Associate Planner

P: 425-255-0527

E: lozbolt@ sammamish.us.

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

Sammamish, Washington 98075

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

Sinecerely,

Kelly Donzhue
Community Engagement

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

Seattle, WA 98104-3854

Project Hotline: 1-888-668-4886




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



€
King County

Parks and Recreation Division
Department of Natural Resources and Parks

January 26, 2017

Dear Mr. Sampson,

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

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

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

425,295 0527
LOzbolt@sammamish.us

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

Sincerely,

kelly Donahue
Community Engagement

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

Seattle, WA 38104-3854

Project Hotline: 1-888-668-4886




Auto Response: RE: Please Approve the Permit for Segment 2B of the
ELST

Sean Ardussi <sardussi@yahoo.com>

Fri 1/27/2017 10:32 AM

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

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



Lindsey Ozbolt

From: Lindsey Ozbolt

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

To: ‘sardussi@yahoo.com’

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

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

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

Regards,

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

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

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

To: Lindsey Ozbolt <LOzbolt@sammamish.us>

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

Dear

Dear city of Sammamish,

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

Please approve the permit, as submitted.

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

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

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

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



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



Lindsey Ozbolt

From: Jenny Devlin <jenadevlin@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 1:45 PM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt

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

Of course my letter includes autocorrect typos from my phone. :/

Bummmmer. Since I've never typed Sammamish on my phone, evidently:
Adam Amish = Sammamish

Poop de doop.

>0nlJan 27,2017, at 10:12 AM, Lindsey Ozbolt <LOzbolt@sammamish.us> wrote:

>

> Dear Jennifer,

>

> 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 Devlin [mailto:jenadevlin@gmail.com]

> Sent: Thursday, January 26, 2017 6:39 AM

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

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

>

>

> Dear

>

> Dear city of Sammamish,

>

> | am writing to express my support for completing the ELST and approving permit SSDP2016-00415.
>

> Please approve the permit, as submitted.

>

> Request 1: Approve the permit: Complete this regional trail and local amenity Request 2: Follow AASHTO national
standards: Allow for all users (people on bikes, people walking) of all ages and abilities.

1



> Request 3: Give crossing priority to the trail at roads and driveways: Ensure safety and predictability
>

> The Adam Amish property owners do NOT own the railroad ROW and have encroached on it long enough to feel
entitled to it. It's not theirs! It belongs to The People.

>

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

>

> Sincerely,

> Jennifer Devlin

>

> Jennifer Devlin

> 4200 NE 105 st

> Seattle, WA 98135

> 3605099536



Lindsey Ozbolt

From: Patricia Harrell <Pat_Harrell@msn.com>

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 11:42 AM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt

Subject: Re: East Lake Sammamish Trail-South Sammamish Segment B section-60% Design Plan
comments

Thanks Lindsey! Have a great weekend.
Pat

From: Lindsey Ozbolt <LOzbolt@sammamish.us>

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 11:18 AM

To: Patricia Harrell

Subject: RE: East Lake Sammamish Trail-South Sammamish Segment B section-60% Design Plan comments

Dear Pat,

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: Patricia Harrell [mailto:Pat_Harrell@msn.com]

Sent: Thursday, January 26, 2017 6:58 PM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt <LOzbolt@sammamish.us>

Subject: East Lake Sammamish Trail-South Sammamish Segment B section-60% Design Plan comments

Hello Lindsey,

Attached are my comments. If you have a minute please confirm your receipt and no issue opening the
document.

Best Regards,

Pat Harrell



Lindsey Ozbolt

From: Lindsey Ozbolt

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 11:18 AM

To: ‘Patricia Harrell'

Subject: RE: East Lake Sammamish Trail-South Sammamish Segment B section-60% Design Plan
comments

Dear Pat,

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: Patricia Harrell [mailto:Pat_Harrell@msn.com]

Sent: Thursday, January 26, 2017 6:58 PM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt <LOzbolt@sammamish.us>

Subject: East Lake Sammamish Trail-South Sammamish Segment B section-60% Design Plan comments

Hello Lindsey,

Attached are my comments. If you have a minute please confirm your receipt and no issue opening the
document.

Best Regards,

Pat Harrell



Emailed 1/26/2017 lozbolt@sammamish.us
Hand Delivered 1/27/2017

Lindsey Ozbolt, Associate Planner
City of Sammamish City Hall

801 228th Avenue SE
Sammamish, Washington 98075

RE: King County 55DP Permit-- South Sammamish Segment B
Homeowner comments regarding 60% Design Plan
Survey Station 332+00
2221 East Lake Sammamish PL SE

Dear Lindsey,

I am a Sammamish lakeside property owner with two properiies located within the South Sammamish
Segment B. | have reviewed the 60% Master Plan Designs in detail that relate to my property and the
properties in the near vicinity and met with the County representative on January 17. | have identified
several issues regarding safety, property access and landscaping which must be addressed, as discussed
below.

The improved trail is a significant asset to our community and the issues | have identified can be easily
resolved. | would greatly appreciate the opportunity to discuss them with the appropriate person(s).
These issues may simply not have been addressed in the 60% plan, but prudence dictates that |
document my concerns with King County, and reach mutual resolution before the SSDP Permit is issued
and the design finalized. Thank you for your review and support with this matter.

My primary residence is located between Survey Station 331+00 and 333+00, primarily at 332+00. In
this area, the current trail is very close to the lake-edge. The current trail divides homeowners'
properties, such that our lakefront property is separated from our residences. This area is challenging to
improve, due to this division and the walls that must be built in order to support the width of the
improved trail. A long straight wall must be built to support the eastern side of the improved trail,
because the natural land is significantly below the trail elevation.

SAFETY: The first issue pertains to the safety of the trail users. As noted above, in this area, the trail is
very close to the lakeshore. From approximately Survey 327+00 to 334+00, the trail has a steep drop-off
to the lake. My shoreline currently has huge boulders that reinforce the shoreline bank. Consequently,
my dock is my only true use of the waterfront. Currently, my property and all properties in the area,
have fencing with gates that protect the current trail users, as well as the private property.

The plan noted at AL 11 appears to remove the fence, because it is located within the CG lines.

However, the plan does not provide a replacement of the fence with access gates for the homeowners,
as evident in the LA7 plan. The improved trail will increase the traffic on the trail, particularly bicyclists.

1}|‘



Safety mandates for trail-users, that the fence be replaced with a fence adequate to withstand an
accident. My property currently has a split-rail fence, which is not adequate for the improved trail. |
have been involved in two bicycle accidents on the unimproved trail at low speeds. Without a proper
fence in this area, and due to the increased use with the improved trail, inadequate fencing can result in
serious injury. Access for emergency vehicles is limited, because neither public, nor private roads, exist
in the area to allow access to the trail and to the lakefront. The gates will be required for emergency
access, and enable the homeowners’ access to their docks and lakefront property.

1) Does the County agree that a fence is necessary for the safety of the trail users?

2) Does the City agree that a fence is necessary for the safety of trail users?

3) Will the County retain the existing fencing along the iakeshore or actually replace with new
fencing?

ACCESS: My property has a 70-foot long wooden bridge that leads across a gully in the Railroad Right of
Way, to the eastside of the existing trail. Nearby is one other similar bridge. The plan at AL11 indicates
removal of the bridge to the R/W line (70 feet) during construction, but does not indicate it will be
replaced. The bridge need not be removed completely, given less than 10 feet of it interferes with trail
construction. The bridge has been in place for over 40 years and is built on telephone poles. Removing
it will disrupt the entire area {including a steep hillside) and likely destroy the bridge. | have engaged a
Geotechnical Engineering firm to perform periodic studies to ensure the stability of the hillside and
existing terraces which would also be compromised with removal of the bridge. | understand the need
to remove a small part of the bridge permanently due to the improved trail, but removing the entire
bridge seems unreasonable and unnecessary. Furthermore, without the bridge, my property has no
access to the trail or to my lakefront property—an unacceptable result. This issue is further magnified
by no designated gate in the fence to access the trail and my lakefront. As the plans are currently
drafted, residents and trail-users appear to have access to my lakefront and dock, but | do not have such
access which is not an acceptable situation. Several other nearby properties have a similar situation.

4) Why is the County removing such a significant private property structure but not providing for
its replacement?

5) What does the County plan to do to ensure the stability of the hiliside of my property if the
bridge is removed?

6) Is the County going to adjust the plan to provide my access to the trail as well as my lakefront
property as it currently exists? This requires a gate in the proposed fencing as well as the bridge
or other means to reach the elevated trail.

Currently, electrical service runs along the bridge, and proceeds under the existing trail to my dock. This
electrical service must be retained under the improved trail for safety as well as for dock use and
maintenance. Unfortunately, this service was installed before my ownership of the property, so | am

not aware of the depth of the electrical lines under the existing trail bed.

7} Will the County provide for retention of the existing utilities under the improved Trail?
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LANDSCAPE: The Landscape Plans (LA 6 and LA 7) indicate the property located at 331400, owned by
Theresa East, has been identified as Wetland 18C. This designation is likely based on prior weather
patterns. This designation should be reassessed to determine whether or not this area is actually
currently a wetland. The plans should correctly reflect the true size of any wetland, assuming wetland
still exists. The plans further provide for a significant portion of my property, and the adjacent two
properties to the south, to be stripped of their current plants and grass and replanted as a wetland
buffer area. This is beyond the needs of the improved trail and appears to be an unreasonable
infringement on property rights to restrict the use of property in this regard. In addition, these areas are
actually very dry and it is questionable as to whether or not any plants would flourish without irrigation.
I have installed artificial turf, rather than grass, in this area due to the absence of irrigation.
Furthermore, the designation appears to include the steep hillside on my property, which have been
terraced, planted and maintained to prevent erosion and to ensure stability. Prudence requires
reassessment of the wetland designation and mapping, to ensure any remaining wetlands are
protected, and any non-wetland areas are not negatively impacted. In addition, the plans should be
corrected to reflect the true wetlands, and reduce the wetland buffer area currently indicated in the
plans. | believe if we address this together we can resolve the wetland buffer area to the satisfaction of
all parties.

8) Has the existence of a wetland been confirmed and documented?

9) Why has the County chosen this area to establish a large wetland buffer and why is it so

expansive?
10) Will the County provide ongoing maintenance for the wetland buffer or will | as the property
owner be required to maintain the wetland buffer?

PROPERTY RIGHTS:

| understand that the County owns the former railroad right of way through a quit claim it received.
Various portions of the right of way have different legal origins. Some portions are based on a specific
grant by the Federal Government; including my property. While the scope of what the County acquired
may be somewhat uncertain, the United States Supreme Court has recently held in Marvin M. Brandt
Revocable Trust v. United States, 134 S.Ct. 1257 (2014), that federal grants of property to railroads were
grants easements, and not fee ownership. Additionally, the federal Surface Transportation Board is only
allowing King County to use the railroad corridor for trail purposes and for an interim period of time.
These too are indicative of an easement.

Because the County only has an easement in this section of the right of way, | am entitled to use my
property in any way that does not interfere with the County's trail easement. It seems like | have the
right to retain my bridge, my yard and other landscaping provided they do not interfere with trail use.
Nevertheless, as noted above, | am supportive of the trail as a community asset and may be willing to
give up some of these rights if the County recognizes my concerns. The City should not allow the County
to exceed its property rights in this particular area where the most it acquired was an easement without
addressing my concerns.

Attached are two pictures of the shoreline and one of the bridge and terraces. Please let me know if

you have any questions, or | can clarify any of the above issues or provide additional facts. | can be
contacted at {425) 765-2267 or at pat_harrell@msn.com. It would be very helpful for the County and

BIF'E.



City to arrange to walk the Trail in our area as well as meet with the homeowners to resolve the issues
and concerns presented by us individually as well as in the joint community letter sent this week.

Thank you very much for your assistance with the above matters, and for working with the County to
make the necessary changes in the plans. Our community sincerely appreciates your time and support
in making the trail enjoyable to everyone.

Very Truly Yours, w

Patricia Harrell
2221 East Lake Sammamish Place SE
Sammamish, WA 98075

17|
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Lindsey Ozbolt

From: Dayne Sampson <daynesampson@hotmail.com>
Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 11:40 AM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt

Subject: RE: Lake Sammamish Trail Concerns

Thank you Lindsey. Have a great day.

Best Regards,

Dayne

From: Lindsey Ozbolt [mailto:LOzbolt@sammamish.us]
Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 10:51 AM

To: Dayne Sampson <daynesampson@hotmail.com>
Subject: RE: Lake Sammamish Trail Concerns

Dear Dayne,

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: Dayne Sampson [mailto:daynesampson@hotmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, January 26, 2017 2:36 PM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt <LOzbolt@sammamish.us>

Cc: Dayne Sampson <daynesampson@hotmail.com>; Julie Sampson <julieasampson@hotmail.com>
Subject: Lake Sammamish Trail Concerns

From:
Dayne Sampson
1809 Eastlake Sammamish Place SE



Sammamish WA 98075

To:

City of Sammamish
Lindsey Ozbolt

425 295-0527
lozbolt@sammamish.us

Re: Concerns about the East Lake Sammamish Trail Project construction, South Segment 2B

Hello Ms. Ozbolt,

Our home is located on Station 348. The trail runs through our backyard. It bisects our lot, as it does many of our
neighbors. Please find below my list of concerns regarding the construction project.

1)

2)
3)

4)
5)

6)
7)

8)

9)

Security — we need lockable gates as part of the lakeside fence. The current plan doesn’t include gates, but
rather only openings in the fence. Our kids play on our lower lot. They need protection. Imagine random
strangers wandering through your backyard when your kids are outside playing. How safe would you feel? We
also have boats and many personal items on our lower lots which need to be protected.

Privacy — we need the right to plant vegetation along the lakeside fence. There are numerous areas along the
lake (e.g. Marymoor, Sammamish Landing, etc.) which provides access to the general public.

The lots should not have shared gates. Each lot should have a dedicated gate, as they do now.

The lots should not have shared stairs. Each lot should have dedicated stairs, as they do now.

The replacement stairs to our lots should not be parallel to the trail. They should follow the path of the stairs
removed for construction, which in most cases are perpendicular. It’s more difficult, in some cases impossible
(e.g. carrying a kayak), to navigate stairs with 90 degree turns.

Homeowners should be given the option to install our own replacement stairs, at our expense.

Access — we need access to our lower lots during construction. Nothing in the plans indicate access to our
property during construction.

Wetland Mitigation — the construction plans do not indicate any intention of mitigating the impact to the
wetland on my property. As part of a code enforcement issue with the City and County, I'm being required to
mitigate the impact to the wetland on my property, and to maintain such mitigation for a period of 5 years. This
will be impossible due to the construction and its impact on my property.

Wetland Impact — due to the construction of an impermeable surface and the required draining. The new trail
will eliminate the wetland on my property. This needs to be addressed. Either the wetland designation needs to
be entirely removed, or it should be appropriately maintained.

The City should place the SSDP on-hold until the 90% plans are completed/released and all the homeowner concerns are
addressed.

Best Regards,

Dayne Sampson



Lindsey Ozbolt

From: Tyson Goodwin <tysongoodwin@hotmail.com>

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 11:01 AM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt

Subject: RE: subject: South lake Sammamish trail section 2b, markers 470-473 comments

Thanks Lindsey!

Tyson Goodwin

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

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 10:52 AM

To: Tyson Goodwin <tysongoodwin@hotmail.com>

Subject: RE: subject: South lake Sammamish trail section 2b, markers 470-473 comments

Dear Tyson,

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: Tyson Goodwin [mailto:tysongoodwin@hotmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, January 26, 2017 2:39 PM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt <LOzbolt@sammamish.us>

Subject: subject: South lake Sammamish trail section 2b, markers 470-473 comments

Please review the attached letter regarding South lake Sammamish trail section 2b, markers 470-473 comments.

Thank you!

Tyson Goodwin



Lindsey Ozbolt

From: Lindsey Ozbolt

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 10:52 AM

To: ‘Tyson Goodwin'

Subject: RE: subject: South lake Sammamish trail section 2b, markers 470-473 comments
Dear Tyson,

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: Tyson Goodwin [mailto:tysongoodwin@hotmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, January 26, 2017 2:39 PM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt <LOzbolt@sammamish.us>

Subject: subject: South lake Sammamish trail section 2b, markers 470-473 comments

Please review the attached letter regarding South lake Sammamish trail section 2b, markers 470-473 comments.

Thank you!

Tyson Goodwin



To who it may concern,

I am writing to you regarding your proposed changes to the trail from marker 470 to 473. | do
not live on the properties that are being affected by the changes but | am regular visitor of the
properties. | am a good friend of the owners and | enjoy property with my son. The property in
it’s as is condition is a great place for kids to play. My son learned how to ride his bike on the
large paved area between 1533 and 1537. It’s also an easy area for me and my son to access
the lake.

I would like to point out that the trail is not a safe place for kids to learn to ride bikes and play.
The bikers on the trail are usually going very fast and are rude if you or your children get in their
way. I've been verbally accosted on several occasions by bikers speeding by without regard for
anyone but their own heart rates and timed races.

By removing the driveway, you are putting another busy street right next to the safe area that
me and my son enjoy regularly during the summer. | hope that you can find some empathy for

the property owners and meet with them to come up with a plan that satisfies your desire to
improve the trail for the public and accommodate the existing properties nuance and safety.

Sincerely

Tyson Goodwin



Lindsey Ozbolt

From: Lindsey Ozbolt

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 1:00 PM

To: ‘Jeff and Julie Gelfuso'

Subject: RE: East Lake Sammamish Trail Questions and Comments - Gelfuso, Jeff and Julie

Dear Jeff and Julie,

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: Jeff and Julie Gelfuso [mailto:jeffandjulie@live.com]

Sent: Thursday, January 26, 2017 11:28 PM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt <LOzbolt@sammamish.us>

Cc: Hettich, Christi <hettich7@comcast.net>; Lindquist, Vern <vernlindquist@msn.com>; Tsilas, Nick
<ntsilas@microsoft.com>; Jane Tsilas <janetsi@microsoft.com>; Doug & Lori Birrell <dgb18@comcast.net>; George
<gbreuel@msn.com>; Jeff and Julie Gelfuso <jeffandjulie@live.com>

Subject: East Lake Sammamish Trail Questions and Comments - Gelfuso, Jeff and Julie

Dear Ms Osbolt

As instructed following the the Sammamish City Council public meeting on January 10th 2017, Julie and | are submitting the
following attached PDF documenting our questions, concerns, and requests regarding the proposed 60% East Lake
Sammamish Trail Improvement Plan. Thank you for taking the time to review it, provide detailed responses to each of our
questions, and include it in the city public record filing for the King County of trail permit application.

If you have any issues opening or reading the attached pdf, please let us know. We want to ensure that you've received it
from us successfully in time to be reviewed and submitted.

Thank you.

Jeff and Julie Gelfuso

1423 E Lake Sammamish Shore Lane SE
Sammamish, WA 98075
jeffandjulie@live.com

(425)736-5682




To: Ms. Lindsey Osbolt, City of Sammamish.

Subject: East Lake Sammamish Trail Expansion and Impact Questions regarding the proposed
60% plan for South Sammamish B Segment. To be included in the public record as
documented concerns against the King County trial permit application.

Date: January 26, 2017

From: Jeff and Julie Gelfuso

1423 E Lake Sammamish Shore Lane SE
Sammamish, WA 98075
jeffandjulie@live.com

(425) 736-5682

Background information: Per the King County plans, our property and residence is located
on, page 49 of 135 (still listed incorrectly under Ittes, Robert and Marylyn), Plan ID 362+00,
Driveway #9.

Dear Ms. Osbolt,

This letter is a request for response to each of the questions regarding King County’s 60% plan
to expand the East Lake Sammamish Trail in the South Sammamish B Segment.

We attended the Sammamish City Counsel public meeting on Tuesday Jan 10", 2017 to voice
our concerns with the proposed plan and express our frustration with the overall process, the
lack of transparency and communication, and disregard for the serious concerns of the
residents of Mint Grove that this plan imposes. As a result, we are submitting this letter to
officially document our concerns and the impacts of the proposed plan with regards to safety,
access, environment, and property.

We respectfully request formal written acknowledgement of receipt from King County as well
as written responses to each of the questions and concerns contained in this letter. We believe
that there are alternative solutions that should be considered and implemented that will be
acceptable comprises that will both improve the trail for all citizens, maintain minimum safety
access for residents, and lower the impact on the environment and community. After careful
consideration, we’d ask that you provide a written response for each item.

1) Trail Usage Statistics, Analysis, and Plan

Construction of a trail this size comes at considerable expense to King County tax payers.
Because the process has been completely opaque, it’s unclear to residents what are the
desired objectives (for both homeowners and trail users) the County is working to achieve,
what analysis has been done to inform the best solution to meet the desired objectives, and
how/when those results are communicated to residents and the public. Simply stated, without
knowing what objectives you’re trying to achieve, how can you ensure you’ve done the right
analysis to create a proposed plan to achieve them? Improving the trial, making it more safe,
providing better views are not specific enough.



1.1 What studies have been conducted and where are the results of the studies
showing trail usage, benefits to the community, etc.? Please provide access to any/all
studies.
1.2 What is the rationale or justification for widening the trail versus paving the
existing trail?
1.3 Are there safety concerns, incidents, or other records that show there are hazards to
residents and trail users? If so, please share this data.
1.4 Has there been studies or data quantitative data showing an increase in trail usage
due to the increased width? If so, please share this data.
1.5 What is the total cost of the trail? Is there federal funding being applied to the trial
improvement project? If so, in what amount?
1.6 Without federal money, thus removing the requirement for the proposed width, would
King County make the trail narrower?
What costs are being being paid by King County/Sammamish city residents?
Is there additional funding being obtained by making the trail a minimum width?
What is the cost of trail maintenance on an annual basis and how is this funded?
0 When will a plan be published that describes in detail the phases, milestones,
timelines, approvals, etc for each portion of the proposed plan?
1.11 How and when will this plan be shared with residents and the public?
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2) Legal Disputes

Several residents raised concerns at the public city council meeting on Tuesday Jan 10", 2017
that there are still legal litigation underway regarding clear ownership of property, easement,
right of use, etc.

2.1 How can planning begin when these legal disputes are still outstanding and ongoing?

2.2 What record has been provided that each of these outstanding legal disputes have
been resolved? Including outstanding appeals?

2.3 If not, what cases still exist and when are these planned to be resolved?

2.4 Without resolution of the legal/ownership disputes, under what authority is
King County proceeding with construction?

2.5 If the decisions from these legal disputes are resolved post construction and overrule
King County claims, will the proposed plans be altered, or resulting construction be
redone based on the outcome of these plans?

3) Access, Ingress and Egress

The proposed plans move the trail westward toward the lake (current centerline not adopted,
and moved to the western edge of current trail), thus reducing residential driveway, parking,
and ingress/egress capabilities if this plan is executed. The proposed 60% plans move the trail
roughly eleven feet closer to the resident’s houses and lake thereby reducing the width of the
existing access. The current shared private drive is already very narrow whereby large vehicles
cannot access our properties including recycling and yard waste collection and large
emergency vehicles such as full fire trucks. In addition, delivery vehicles such as FedEX or
UPS, as well as ambulance emergency vehicles are already challenged to navigate the current
narrow lane. Mint Grove is unique as it is one of the few neighborhoods with only one entry/exit
for 20 residents. Therefore, there is no “pass- through” capabilities and all vehicles must back



up/down the private drive or perform a multi-point U-Turn to exit.

3.1

3.2
3.3

3.4

3.5
3.6

What are the King County, Eastside Fire and Rescue, and City of Sammamish
minimum requirements for safe ingress/egress?

Do the proposed plans meet these requirements?

What analysis has been done to ensure the appropriate safety access will be met post
construction?

When will Eastside Fire/Rescue and the City of Sammamish have the opportunity test
the proposal and provide a review of the proposed reduction to the Mint Grove
neighborhood access?

When will this independent review be published to the residents of Mint Grove?

Will King County comply with Eastside Fire/Rescue and/or the City of Sammamish
recommendations regarding this topic and as a result revise the proposed plan?

4) Entry/Exit to Mint Grove

As mentioned above, the Mint Grove neighborhood has only one entry/exit location for 20
residents. The existing location is narrow, steep, and close to East Lake Sammamish Parkway
(referenced as Driveway #9 in the proposed plan). To allow for proper safe entry and exit from
East Lake Sammamish Parkway into the neighborhood and to provide for safety for trail-users,
the trail has stop signs requiring trail-users to stop for vehicles.

4.1

4.2
4.3

4.4

What is King County’s plan or modifying the entry/exit to Mint Grove? The plan is
unclear in the existing plans.

Will the same standard be maintained post construction?

Will King County repost appropriate safety signs (including stop sings, trail usage,
speed limits, private drive no access, etc) on the trail for trail to ensure the safety of
both residents/drivers in vehicles and trail users?

The entrance to Mint Grove is a private driveway owned by the Mint Grove residents
(paperwork can be provided if necessary). The Mint Grove driveway is currently
marked as a Construction Access. King County does not have resident permission to
use this private lane and therefore should not be used as for construction access. It
poses a safety risk to residents and trial users based on the limited narrow access
Mint Grove owners already have. Will you revise the plan to eliminate the Mint Grove
entrance as a Construction Access and provide the residents with updated plans?

5) Wetland Definition and Mitigation (Trail Location)

On the east side of the existing trail near our property is a section that is marked as a Wetland
that also contains a manmade ditch. It is our understanding that designated Wetlands have
various classifications including ones that are movable as an example. The property
approximately 100’ south of our location has drain pipe installed in place of a ditch and
periodically cleaned with a backhoe. This drain pipe acts as a culvert instead of a ditch and the
drain pipe is covered with dirt, trees, and vegetation. The water flow comes from the drain pipe
into the manmade ditch flowing northward.

5.1

What is the exact classification of the wetland (ditch) at our property location?

5.2 Has King County considered a wetland mitigation plan that would continue the

drain pipe north past our property thus allowing the trail to be moved eastward? If so,



what factors were considered and what is the justification for moving the center line
of the trail westward, widening the trail in that directions, and narrowing driveway
access to resident’s homes?

5.3 Can a wetland mitigation plan be implemented at this location, keeping the current
center line or moving the trail east if a wider trail is approved to lessen the safety
impact to our neighborhood (as described above)?

5.4 What criteria was used to establish the proposed centerline of the Trail? The
proposed new centerline does not follow a specific path but instead wanders back
and forth along the existing trail, mostly moving randomly westward toward the lake
and eastward towards the highway. What criteria was used to determine the
proposed centerline? Why wasn’t this analysis shared with residents and the public?
Please provide such analysis.

5.5 It appears that a large amount of the wetland area east of our neighborhood is being
graded and redone as a native growth or planting area (i.e. new and expanded
wetland). What is the justification for this wetland improvement?

5.6 If this large area is going to be graded and disturbed, why isn’t the ditch just being
relocated five to ten feet to the east and avoid impacting our neighborhood’s
ingress/egress?

6) Clearing and Grubbing Line/Fence

On the King County plans, a Clearing and Grubbing (CG) line is shown. We were informed by
King County employees that this is where temporary fencing will be placed for the entire two
year duration of our Segment’s project. This will make access to our neighborhood
unacceptable, impossible for us to enter and exit our neighborhood and garage, and pose a
safety risk to residents (especially access to emergency vehicles). It will also impede any type
of regular delivery vehicles from providing regular grocery, package, and large item deliveries.
In addition, the Mint Grove neighborhood has no reasonable or walkable off-site parking, so
additional safety risk is posed to the residents that will be forced to park on East Lake
Sammamish Parkway in the morning/evening or during adverse weather including bus pick up
and drop off for children in the neighborhood. Real safety concerns exist due to creating a
hazardous condition.

6.1 What alternate plans have been considered for accommodating residents in this
location during the construction phase?

6.2 What are the proposed access and parking accommodations during all phases of the
proposed 2 year construction?

6.3 When will this info be shared with residents and the public so that appropriate plans
can be made for homeowners, services agencies, nannies, etc?

7) Environmental Impact

According to the proposed plan, King County is moving the trail westward toward the lake. The
benefit of moving the trail west is not clear, not understood, and to our knowledge not based
on data as the analysis has not been provided. In addition, this decision will directly result in
the removal of thousands of long living trees. Specifically, in our neighborhood the current
plans call out for the removal of approximately 300 trees that are all over 20 feet and have been
in place for 20+ years.



7.1 The only justification that has been provided is that trail improvements will increase
safety and views for trail users. How is that proven? At what cost to the environment?

7.2 Has an environmental impact study been completed showing that moving the trail
westward and removing hundreds of trees has a positive impact on the environment?
If so, where are these results? If not, when will King County perform such a study and
provide results?

7.3 What is the positive benefit and/or justification for removing hundreds and hundreds
of trees?

7.4 Has the Core of Engineers review the plans? Have both parties approved moving the
trail closer to the lake? If not, are there plans to have them review it?

8) Construction Timeline

The proposed timeline for construction of Section 2B is two years. Large sections of the North
and South segments were fenced and closed during the entire construction phase while
smaller sub-segments were under construction. As noted above, with regards to access and
and safety, large-scale closing and installation of the Clearing and Grubbing and construction
phases will cause major impact to many residents in Section 2B.

8.1 Will the construction zone be segmented into smaller subsections to minimize large-
scale impacts to the residents? If not, why?

8.2 As previously noted, how will safety concerns be addressed with regard to access for
emergency, delivery, and resident vehicles during this long period?

Requests prior to proceeding:

1) We request that all information regarding the planning of the proposed plan including
detailed analysis and assessment, fire and safety tests, environmental studies and
impacts, access during construction, etc be provided to residents and the public prior
to continuation of any further execution of the proposed plan.

2) We request that the City of Sammamish stop construction until all legal disputes are
resolved. Authorizing King County to proceed adds risk to the City of Sammamish and
wasted tax payer’s dollars in additional litigation.

3) We request that the City of Sammamish does not grant the requested permit to King
County until all residents questions have been responded to and adequately
incorporated into the 90% design review.

Thank you for taking the time to review our concerns and questions. We look forward to your
detailed responses.
Regards,

Jeff and Julie Gelfuso



Lindsey Ozbolt

From: Lindsey Ozbolt

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 12:59 PM

To: ‘marywictor@comcast.net’

Subject: RE: Public Comment (2): K.C. ELSTrail Segment 2B--SSDP2016-00415 ~ Stormwater
Issues

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 [mailto:marywictor@comcast.net]

Sent: Thursday, January 26, 2017 11:16 PM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt <LOzbolt@sammamish.us>

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

To: Lindsey Ozbolt / Associate Planner, City of Sammamish
re: Stormwater Issues + design for future built-out capacities

1) Please ensure the Capacity for all culverts, ditches, and passages for storm/surface water runoff
and drainage are designed for FULL BUILT-OUT of uphill areas of the Sammamish Plateau so that
water will pass as naturally as possible, but with the needed constructed stormwater facilities for
control/management, especially to work even under 100-year flood conditions.

In addition the the KCSWDM, Sammamish Addendum, and SMC, the Public Works Standards of the
City also relate to Stormwater management.
{See attached .jpg capture from City of Sammamish P.W.S on conveyance and sizing.}

On 60% design cover page by King County/Parametrix dated Sept 2016, it says 9.8AC Disturbed,
5.3AC existing impervious with 8.4AC proposed impervous areas. This means K.C. for the Trail
needs to handle Stormwater Quantity and hopefully deal with the Water Quality too (asphalt
pollutants, etc.)

2) There are past/present areas with drainage-related issues due to stormwater, surface water,
runoff, etc. Some are known, others maybe not?



a) Problem areas should be addressed/solved... it does NOT make sense to do the Trail and not
acknowledge or ignore problems/issues! [I strongly suggest that King County and the City of
Sammamish both make field visits this spring 2017, summer?, and fall 2017 to watch the water and
determine any soggy, saturated, eroding areas etc. that need and deserve timely and effective
stormwater management as part of the Trail development.]

-Sammamish public/private lands... are above

-City roads/infrastructure E. Lk. Samm. Parkway... are above

-King County Trail surface and varying R.O.W... are above

-Private lands and homes... which are above

-Lake Sammamish where stormwater will run from natural water courses (lakes, streams),
constructed ditches and facilities, and by gravity.

The whole sequence and "water story" system must be considered, with "watershed context" being
analyzed for existing plus future cumulative effects. {King County Trail is NOT a standalone project,
and water does and will need to run downhill to and through it.}

b) King County design and implementation must ensure additional impervious surface impacts are
handled, but also take upgradient flows. For example, | see at Station 436+30 and Station 448+40
where are "new" proposed drainage easements and storm drain pipes. | believe they are intended to
be only 12" diameter. To handle existing as well as future requirements from King County, City
Parkway, and existing plus development/re-development uphill...are these big enough (or 18", 24"
etc.)? For Station 436+30, for example, there is water that flows or infiltrates from Tlingit and many
unplatted homes upgrade, plus outflow from Tamarack likely too. Plus, some parcels (large and
small) are not developed yet.

c) Open-up the thinking/design to avoid future "unintended consequences” ... What are all the
locations where current drainage goes, or could go, and are there other places pipes, culverts,
ditches etc should be added? [The City has a no-cuts on roads/asphalt ordinance for something like
5-7 years.] Planning and putting pathways for future stormwater needs is critical to do now with the
Trail!

3) WALKWAY at Station 432+00 thru +80 is located on, above, or near where important
storm/surface water passage flows. It would be extremely important and prudent to do any needed
stormwater work in that area which flows out to Lake Sammamish... BEFORE building the Walkway
there. [The location of the walkway is really nice and needed... but under/adjacent work for
stormwater... so drainage must be done before or with it.]

a) Landslide Hazard and Erosion Hazard critical areas are intersected by the K.C. ELST from about
Louis Thompson Rd NE to north of George Davis Creek crossing. These are Environmentally Critical
Areas and deserve protection and mitigation for which there are County/City codes.

b) Presently, EdenView ADD stormpond outflow and Tlingit ADD detention pipe outflow send
stormwater directly down to the lake.

c) Tamarack ADD needs drainage improvements to handle past, existing, and future development for
stormwater needs. This old, historic neighborhood was recorded by King County as, "Assessor's Plat
of Tamarack" in 1964 for all Divisions 1-2-3 (a total of about 210 lots.) King County had not developed
nor required drainage provisions for this subdivision which has had significant growth lot-by-lot via in-
fill development of vacant lots. Stormwater must be controlled and managed. The City has been

2



studying this and there is a "Tamarack Downstream Analysis" from 2016 which should be used to
ensure adequate and sufficient stormwater facilities and capacity all the way to Lake Sammamish.

Bottom Line: Don't let King County's Trail permit and work "choke" stormwater runoff or capacity by
not being big enough for existing and future needs.

City of Sammamish must ensure that all drainage systems are sized to be able to handle fully
developed and built-out conditions, for existing and new impervious surfaces, hopefully to all
regulations and code standards and requirements, including pertinent things from newest adoptions
as is either required or prudent. King County must do their part as owners of the Trail and full right-of-
way.

5 Attachments (.jpg screen captures... PWS, AL32 & AL32, Figure 3 & 1 of Tamarack analyses)

Sincerely, Mary Wictor, Tamarack resident since 6/2000.
425-283-7253 mobile
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V. Inspection of the storm drainage system must be called for before any backfill is placed for the storm
drain system.

4/19/00 Ordinance 02000-60

92

PWS.20.050 Conveyance.

A. Pipe. Storm drain pipe within a public right- of-way or easement shall be sized to carry the maximum
anticipated runoff from the possible contributing area.

The minimum main size shall be 12 inches in diameter. Lateral lines may be six inches in diameter. Nothing
shall preclude the City from requiring the installation of a larger sized main if the City determines a larger size
is needed to serve adjacent areas or for future service.

All pipe for storm mains shall comply with one of the following types:
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Lindsey Ozbolt

From: Lindsey Ozbolt

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 12:55 PM

To: ‘Rogalski, Mark E'

Subject: RE: East Lake Sammamish Master Trail Plan 60% review comments
Dear Mark,

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

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

Regards,

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

From: Rogalski, Mark E [mailto:mark.e.rogalski@boeing.com]

Sent: Thursday, January 26, 2017 10:11 PM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt <LOzbolt@sammamish.us>

Cc: Tom Hornish <THornish@sammamish.us>; Carol Rogalski <carol@zebrapartners.net>
Subject: East Lake Sammamish Master Trail Plan 60% review comments

Dear Lindsey,

Please find attached a PDF file of a PowerPoint presentation with text comments and reference documentation as
submittal of comments regarding East Lake Sammamish Master Plan Trail, South Sammamish Segment B. If you have
any questions or cannot open the file please let me know at this E-mail address or call me at the number below or 425-
890-4748. | included City Council member Tom Hornish as CC since he is familiar with our property and rights.

Thank you,

Mark E. Rogalski

ATF - Composites

Materials Development

Boeing Commercial Airplanes, Product Development
Office/Mobile: 425-941-8298




Lindsey Ozbolt, Associate Planner

Phone: 425-295-0527

Email: lozbolt@sammamish.us

Mail: City of Sammamish City Hall, 801 228th Avenue SE, Sammamish, Washington 98075.

Dear Lindsey,

Included in this PowerPoint are comments, issues and corrections regarding East Lake Sammamish Master Plan trail South Sammamish Segment B regarding Plan and
Profile AL7 (Mark and Carol Rogalski Tax parcel #4065100005.) (see Slide 3)

For background, reference settlement agreement King County Cause No. 97-2-23731-9 SEA that clarifies it is a 20 ft easement as indicated on the 60% plan ( Slide 4
and 5) with the centerline not at the centerline of the old tracks but per the Quit Claim Deed settlement. For clarification there is also a right for an overpass bridge
(Item 3.3 on slide 6) and access to load and unload large items or emergency vehicles or wheel chairs. | met with the King County personnel on Thursday January 26,
2017 at the City of Sammamish site and shared our concerns identified in this PowerPoint. One key item discussed is that relative to the wall there is a required
special meeting for collaboration with the engineering design team for the 60% plan that needs to happen in person to coordinate needs and requirements for future
construction of an overpass, a single entry and elevations. Specifically, this will change the plan to achieve requirements in the text and comments of this Power Point
and allow discussion of options such that when an overpass is constructed (after the Trial is complete) there is minimal trail interruption when it is installed. The King
County people at this meeting could not commit for the design team but thought is would be beneficial. So your support in making this happen is appreciated. This
Power Point also contains information and comments that may not be covered in the text on some of the pages.

Key points to be addressed before the City of Sammamish approves the 60% plan.

1) Current plan (see slide 7) shows a single entry point for both the Rogalski and Reinhardsen properties. These are separate properties and Easements requiring
separate stair cases at entry for top and at bottom for security and retention of land value. The proposed plan ignores the fact that the elevations do not work as
indicated in Slide 8 and 9 of this PowerPoint. (Photo and elevations indicate a 8 — 10 ft difference at the point where cars are parked (entry point height). The
Reinhardsen lot starts at an elevation of ~64’ and the Rogalski lot entrance starts at 74’ in the proposed area on slide #9 ) (Point 9 identifies a height discrepancy
for planning)

2)  Mid level Stair #23 Platform and Wall #6 must be at a height and build to support future 4-6 foot bridge and its attachment. Current plan (13) shows it at 60’
only 10 feet above the trail. Hanging support structure will not meet the 10 requirement. Platform should probably be at 12 feet with stairs running down either
direction. See slides 18, 19 and 20 for bridge concepts. Coordination on this point with Engineering/planning is required to minimize any future trail
interruptions since there are many options to address these issues that can change Plans for the Wall and Stair location and construction and provide cost
efficiencies.


mailto:lozbolt@sammamish.us

Lindsey Ozbolt, Associate Planner

Phone: 425-295-0527

Email: lozbolt@sammamish.us

Mail: City of Sammamish City Hall, 801 228th Avenue SE, Sammamish, Washington 98075.

Continuation of comments:

3) Entrance is not aligned with garage exit for stair case down or future bridge. (slide #11 and 16) We need to work on how to accommodate a single access
point to reach a platform for the overpass.

4) Safety and access for our elderly parents who use the Stewarts ( lot number) parking to attend gatherings. (See slide #6 for access rights) Expectations are
that access can be near by and not at 7-11. Road to the north may be okay with no barriers.

5) Drainage on the wall side of the easement. There used to be a ditch that ran along east side of tracks all the way to the creeks to the north. Home owners
in areas have filled in the ditch over the years. Your plans show an increase in elevation to create a high area of the trial, is that the plan? See comment # 9
also relative to elevation. Plan needs to show how run off of hillside will be handled also with paved trail runoff. It currently or has never run into the west
(house side) due to the track elevation. Also this is hard pack and water currently sits on the trial for days after rain.

6) Gate is required at the trails entrance. We do not want people sitting on the stairs or wondering up to our garage. Will need pavers for to cross trail form
stairs and house side across the trail. Note, it is expected that for safety there will be 4 feet form both access points (East and West) before the trail. |
believe there is a code for this from previous discussions on trail and access points.

7)  Require working with Planners to create layout plans to address wall construction to support stairs and future bridge before the 60% approval.

8) Upper garage power, lighting, sewer and water need better identification and plan to reroute into hill side. Currently sewer is in a different place than the
water and electrical. Both are in steel casings but may not run into the hill side very deep. See slide #17 for details.

9) Elevations are not consistent with previous Surveys. Easement elevation is at 46- 47 feet and not at 50 feet as shown on these plans. Center line of
Easement is at 46.9 Ft. (See slides # 12, 13, 14, 15)

10) What is the plan for planting near the wall and west side? No plans for vegetation to reduce noise is in this 60% plan. Trees or shrubs on the west side
would help reduce noise. Trail users are noisy from experience.

Thank you,

Mark and Carol Rogalski


mailto:lozbolt@sammamish.us

Rogalski Property

Reinhardsen Property

Thursday, January 26, 2017

60% Review Comments
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Sammamish Master Plan trail
South Sammamish Segment B
60% review

Existing Conditions Plan EX5
Plan and Profile AL7



East Lake Sammamish
Master Plan trail South
Sammamish Segment B
60% review
Garage floor height is at 64 ft
and trail is proposed at ~ 51 ft
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Mark & Carol Rogalski Comments;
East Lake Sammamish Master Plan trail South Sammamish Segment B 60% review

Excerpts from Quit Claim Deed, March 4, 1999 easement agreement.

Clarify construction requirements to have access during construction of trail
improvements.

- . .- - | . R no ; _ T et AaasAllIVAERCLE PGS
m_ mmﬂﬂy recreational trail for use by the general public;

t being .
ol %ﬁiﬂy herewith . granted to The Burlington Northern and Santa Fe
_ Grantors intend 1o convey after acquired title. if any
: m : 3 - uc, 11 any.
‘A PORTION OF
RANGE 6 GgX{ERgME:\T LOT 2, SECTION 7, TOWNSHIP 24 NORTH,
N mnﬂ NO\SI; - IN KING COUNTY. WASHINGTON, FURTHER DESCRIBED

1ty and is legally described as follows:

- 3
T 1on Access
in the event of the construction of a recreational trail. Grantee temporarily mav occupy thas
portion of the Property needed to construct the trail.  Construction access shall not maserially
nierfere with Grantors™ use of the Property for their principal residence.

Page 12

Thursday, January 26, 2017 60% Review Comments 5



Mark & Carol Rogalski Comments;
East Lake Sammamish Master Plan trail South Sammamish Segment B 60% review

Excerpts from Quit Claim Deed, March 4, 1999 easement agreement. Page 13.

Item 3.2; Clarify homeowners use of easement for emergency access and moving of large objects
Item 3.3; right to construct an overhead roadway or walkway over the easement at a height of not less than 10 feet. Thus the mid level platform must accommodate at least this
height and the weight

of the bridge. Planned construction is for a 4 — 6 foot walkway Or there must be room to add in post in front of the wall to support the walkway.

P

Thursday, January 26, 2017 60% Review Comments
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Sheet 108 of 135 (East Lake Sammamish Master Plan trail South
Sammamish Segment B 60% review

% Review Comments 8




Sheet 307 of 135 (East
Lake Sammamish Master
Plan trail South
Sammamish Segment B
60% review
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Sheet 39 of 135 (East
Lake Sammamish Master
Plan trail South
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Support footing
with pillar attach
anchors in front
of wall to attach
pillars to support
overpass.
(option concept)
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Sheet 39 of 135 (East
Lake Sammamish
Master Plan trail South
Sammamish Segment
B 60% review

Platform need to at least 10
feet above trail and capable of
supporting a bridge or bridge
attachment is higher.

Staircase is not aligned with
garage door for future bridge.

A separate stairs allows this and
avoids other conflicts of height
and property separation.

Engineering options for
discussion. Stairs could be
brought into the hillside more
than indicated and a base
footing at trail height Footing
could be inserted in front of the
wall to accommodate
supporting pillars to support a
bridge as a option or the
platform cold be made larger
with capability to support the
bridge structure at the correct
height. Stairs can go either
direction to accommodate
single property access. Platform
size will also need to be
discussed.
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Elevations are not consistent with previous Surveys. Easement elevation is at 46- 47 Sheet 108 of 135 (East
ake Sammamish Master

feet and not at 50 feet as shown on these plans. Center line of Easement is at 46.9 Plan trail South
Ft. Needs correction to assure elevations are consistent with current grade within cammarnish Segment &
reason of conversion to a trail. Plans for bridge are relative to existing trail/Grade

height. Correct/reconcile elevations and provide drainage plan. Wall #6 Wall Profile
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feet. See commends on bridge
requirement's and concept on slides
18, 19 and 20.
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Wall #6 Wall Profile
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Building plans from 1999 showing land layout and the intention for a bridge over the trail.

Current trail height is at 46.9 feet and not
at 50 feet. Thus the drainage issue since

trail is supposed to be near original height. Intention to build a
bridge or overpass.

Thursday, January 26, 2017 60% Review Comments




Building plans from 1999 showing land layout and the intention for a bridge over the trail. Garage ended up being at the lower elevation of 64 ft.
and not 70 feet as indicated in plans.

Thursday, January 26, 2017 60% Review Comments




Sheet 13 of 135 (East Lake Sammamish
Master Plan trail South Sammamish
Steel pipe and electrical and water Segment B 60% review

-

Sewer line 2” | M
in Steel pipe
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Artist rendition of potential walkway over easement (1999)

Thursday, January 26, 2017 60% Review Comments
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Lindsey Ozbolt

From: Lindsey Ozbolt

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 12:53 PM
To: ‘saeed abtahi'

Subject: RE: ESLT segment 2B design

Dear Saeed,

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: saeed abtahi [mailto:msabtahi@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, January 26, 2017 9:59 PM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt <LOzbolt@sammamish.us>
Subject: RE: ESLT segment 2B design

Importance: High

Hi Lindsey,

| had an opportunity to examine the plans at the City today. | have some more questions and concerns as listed below. |
have sent these to Lindsey Ozbolt too. My comments concern Section 337 to 342 and Wall 12B

e The trail alignment from section 339-342 requires clearing and grading of very steep slopes on the west side of
proposed trail. This work can significantly erode the slopes and harm shorelines of Lake Sammamish. There is
no apparent reason why the alignment cannot be shifted to the east through this area. The right of way east of
trail is very flat and makes much more accommodating to place the trail there. It will be a lot more cost
effective with a lot less impact to the environment.

e Wall 12B for rest area is designed to be about 6’ tall and on the steep slopes west of trail. Construction of such
tall wall will require additional deeper excavation and possibly shoring of slopes or driving deep pin piles which
are significantly costly and could further erode the slopes and impact the shorelines. There is no apparent
reason why the bike stop cannot be located on the east side of the trail and in the same vicinity or further north
or south? It will not require massive fill and retaining walls PLUS it will save a lot of tax payer dollars.

e The plans DO NOT show any fencing on the west side of trail from section 337 to section 342. However, fencing
is shown north of 342 and south of 337. Why is that? This area has been a community beach for residents of
this neighborhood. Why is the existing fence being removed without replacement just like the other sections of
the trail?




These are significant issues that impact our community and our neighborhood for no apparent reason. They can all be
mitigated with minor adjustments to the design while maintaining the integrity of the proposed trail.

Saeed Abtahi

(425) 869-1212 office
(206) 484-0028 Cell
(425) 869-6795 Fax

From: Lindsey Ozbolt [mailto:LOzbolt@sammamish.us]
Sent: Wednesday, January 25, 2017 10:45 AM

To: saeed abtahi <msabtahi@gmail.com>

Subject: RE: ESLT segment 2B design

Dear Saeed,

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: saeed abtahi [mailto:msabtahi@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, January 24, 2017 10:08 PM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt <LOzbolt@sammamish.us>
Subject: ESLT segment 2B design

Hi Lindsey,

My property is located at 2033 East Lake Sammamish Place SE, which is next to the trail and part of segment 2B. | have
reviewed the 60% plans, in particular sheets 16,17,44,45.87.99 and 112 which relate to area adjacent to my property
and my neighbors. | have the following concerns and questions:

e The chain-link fence on the west side of the trail (Sections 339 to 342) will be removed during
construction. Why is there is no plan to replace it?

e The wooden fence to the east side of the trail (Section 339) will be removed during construction. Why is there
no plan to replace it?

e The Gate to the west of the trail (Section 338 + 50) provides access to private recreation areas. This must not be
blocked off during construction.

e The rest area shown on page 45 of the 60% plan (Section 341) appears to be very costly to build due to slopes
and potential erosion of steep banks. Why doesn’t the County build this rest on the east side of the trail which
is fairly flat THUS less impact to environment

e There will be less grading, retaining wall construction, fill, and drainage work on the east side of the trail.
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| would appreciate to receive your comments and feedback, especially as it relates to the rest stop design, which is very
puzzling. Thank you.

Saeed Abtahi

(425) 869-1212 office
(206) 484-0028 Cell
(425) 869-6795 Fax



Lindsey Ozbolt

From: Lindsey Ozbolt

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 12:47 PM

To: ‘JudithKeyser@hotmail.com’

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

Dear Judith,

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: Judith Keyser [mailto:JudithKeyser@hotmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, January 26, 2017 9:04 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 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 2 ft 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, and provide a safe option for people who bike to
travel to and through Sammamish. Please complete the trail.

As a mom of three teenagers, | am finally getting back into my hobby of cycling, and the Sammsmish trail has been an
awesome resource that has allowed me to do that. By completing the trail would allow biking all the way through.

Sincerely,



Judith Keyser

2501 204th Terr NE
Sammamish, WA 98074
425-985-5165



Lindsey Ozbolt

From: Lindsey Ozbolt

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 12:48 PM

To: ‘JudithKeyser@hotmail.com’

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

Dear Judith,

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: Judith Keyser [mailto:JudithKeyser@hotmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, January 26, 2017 9:04 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 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 2 ft 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, and provide a safe option for people who bike to
travel to and through Sammamish. Please complete the trail.

As a mom of three teenagers, | am finally getting back into my hobby of cycling, and the Sammsmish trail has been an
awesome resource that has allowed me to do that. By completing the trail would allow biking all the way through.

Sincerely,



Judith Keyser

2501 204th Terr NE
Sammamish, WA 98074
425-985-5165



Lindsey Ozbolt

From: Lindsey Ozbolt

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 12:45 PM

To: ‘marywictor@comcast.net’

Subject: RE: Public Comment (1): K.C. ELSTrail Segment 2B--SSDP2016-00415 ~ Stormwater
Rules

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: Thursday, January 26, 2017 8:06 PM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt <LOzbolt@sammamish.us>

Subject: Public Comment (1): K.C. ELSTrail Segment 2B--SSDP2016-00415 ~ Stormwater Rules

To: Lindsey Ozbolt / Associate Planner, City of Sammamish
re: STORMWATER RULES--basically, "What does, and What should apply?" to King County ELST
project/permit

| understand that the Substantial Shoreline Development Permit (SSDP2016-00415) application
submitted by King County was "deemed complete" by the City of Sammamish as of December (last
month) on the specific date of 12/13/2016. My essential questions/concerns are the following:

a) Does the Permit "vest" to existing codes as of December 2016, or will new codes effective 1-Jan-
2017 be required, selected, or elected to apply?

2016 KCSWDM: King County adopted via Ordinance 18257 effective 3-15-2016 after many years of
effort and was deemed equivalent to Ecology's.

2016 KCSWDM (Surface Water Design Manual) with Sammamish Addendum was adopted by
Sammamish City Council also on 12-13-2016.

Before this, the City of Sammamish adopted 2009 KCSWDM with prior Sammamish Addendum (with
bifurcation to 1998 KCSWDM in some cases).



The past year was a BIG one for Storm and Surface water for drainage! The City of Sammamish also
updated their SW Comp Plan on 12/13/16. Low Impact Development changes and Code was another
(3rd) vital storm/surface water item needing to be updated on/before 12-31-2016.

b) Environmentally "sensitive" Critical Areas must ALL be identified properly, protected, and with past-
present-future impacts mitigated:

Since the King County Trail project (final section along East Lake Sammamish Trail--Segment 2B) is
voter approved with public funds, it makes sense to try to use the Best Available Science (BAS) and
Best Management Practices (BMPs) whenever and whereever possible to ensure that the East Lake
Sammamish Trail is

+implemented well and functions for everyone--owners/residents, public, users, visitors, wildlife, etc.
+doesn't have to be redone soon fixing issues not addressed (or known problems, avoiding adverse
impacts, and not creating new problems)

+addresses issues and/or mitigates them and their effects--especially related to drainage

+respects infrastructure, private property, public land, ROW & accesses, environment, wildlife, and
ensuring improvements/systems work for now and with new development

+properly identifies and protects all Environmentally Critical Areas (ECA)*

*King County has identified environmentally "sensitive" areas and denoted multiple "Sensitive Area
Overlay (SAO)" as far back as 1990. These include the following list--ALL which should be reviewed
completely for impacts and design considerations with the ELST:

1) wetlands (and bogs)

2) streams (and lakes)

plus "Hazard areas" defined in Code or displayed on Maps (by King County, K.C. iMap, and City of
Sammamish Maps/GIS) including...

3) flood hazards (& 100 year floodplain)

4) erosion

5) landslide hazards and landslide hazards drainage areas (soils and slope-based)

6) steep slopes (>15%, >40%, etc)

7) seismic

8) volcanic

and

9) coal mines hazards.

These areas are subject to natural hazards and are lands that support unique, fragile, or valuable
natural features. They require buffers, setbacks, etc. to protect them from harmful development
impacts. Sammamish has many sensitive/critical areas. {See .jpg screen capture from K.C. iMap}

c) Water Quality is a direct product Storm/Surface Water Management:

Lake Sammamish is very important and so is protecting it's waters which connect to everyone and
everywhere. | believe that NPDES Permit | and Il requirements might require Water Quality treatment
for the ELST project? But if not, perhaps because the permit application was "complete" just under-
the-wire only a couple weeks before 1-Jan-2017, then it should really be done to protect the
environment, wildlife and eco-systems, and everyone! Pollutants are better prevented and treated
before being released to ground or surface waters... and much less costly than trying to clean them
up later. Lake Sammamish is also on the 303(d) list... so water quality should NOT be made worse
via pollutants in runoff, but work should be done to make things better via proper controls of the
Quantity of Water (flow, velocity, duration) and improving the Water Quality via treatment, etc.

Finally, the new SWDM, Addendum, and Code have many worthy elements too numerous to list here.
Some of these include changes such as ditches (linings) and protecting groundwater. City of
Sammamish has new code and requirements for stormwater ponds, vaults etc (that might even be
applied to wetland area mitigation/protection for more "asethetics" and better functioning via native
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plants.) Landslide and steep slope areas are being updated for stronger protection and to avoid risk
or increasing risk of landslides. As this here is only a brief list, any/all new code regulations should be
required, or looked and elected to be implemented to make the best of the trail for the region, area,
County, City/Cities, and public.

| hope that the newest regulations will be required or selected to be used for storm/surface water,
drainage, and other important or related items.

Sincerely, Mary Wictor (Sammamish resident since 6/2000. Redmond/Trail user for 8 years before
the millennium too by foot, roller blading, bike, horseback.)

408 208th Ave NE, 98074

425-283-7253 mobile
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Lindsey Ozbolt

From: Lindsey Ozbolt

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

To: ‘Hettich Family'

Subject: RE: East Lake Sammamish Trail Questions and Comments - Hettich

Dear Mike and Christi,

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: Hettich Family [mailto:hettich7 @comcast.net]

Sent: Thursday, January 26, 2017 7:16 PM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt <LOzbolt@sammamish.us>

Cc: Hettich, Christi <hettich7@comcast.net>; Lindquist, Vern <vernlindquist@msn.com>; Tsilas, Nick
<ntsilas@microsoft.com>; Doug & Lori Birrell <dgh18@comcast.net>; Jeff and Julie Gelfuso <jeffandjulie@live.com>;
George <gbreuel@msn.com>

Subject: East Lake Sammamish Trail Questions and Comments - Hettich

Dear Ms. Osbolt,

Attached is a PDF file with questions and comments regarding the proposed expansion of the East
Lake Sammamish Trail. Thank you for receiving these comments and we look forward to receiving
responses to each question.

If there are any issues opening the file or if you would prefer a Word version to assist in the reply,
please let us know and we will forward you a copy.

Best regards,
Mike and Christi Hettich
1419 E Lake Sammamish Shore Lane SE



To: Ms. Lindsey Osbolt January 26, 2017
City of Sammamish

Subject: East Lake Sammamish Trail Expansion and Impact Questions

From: Michael and Christina Hettich
1419 E. Lake Sammamish Shore Lane SE
Sammamish, WA 98075
(425) 882-1431

Dear Ms. Osbolt,

This letter is a request for response to the below questions regarding King County’s plan to
expand the East Lake Sammamish Trail in the South Sammamish B Segment.

We respectfully request written responses to the questions contained in this letter. In addition,
there are some observations and/or alternate suggestions for lowering the impact of the trail
expansion on the environment, community, and residents while providing for successful
implementation of the trail changes. After careful consideration of the alternatives suggested,
please provide a written response for each item.

Background information: Per the King County plans, our property and residence is located on,
page 49 of 135, Driveway #9, Plan ID 363+00.

1. Clearing and Grubbing Line/Fence — During Contruction:
On the King County plans, a Clearing and Grubbing (CG) line is show. We were informed by
King County employees that this is where temporary fencing will be placed for the entire
two year duration of our Segment’s project. This will make access to our neighborhood
unacceptable, impossible for us to enter and exit our garage, and pose a safety risk to
residents and workers. In addition, the Mint Grove neighborhood has no reasonable or
walkable off-site parking, so additional safety risk is posed to the residents that will be
forced to park off-site and walk on East Lake Sammamish Parkway in the morning/evening
while it is dark, wet, icy, and snowing. Real safety concerns exist due to creating a
hazardous condition.
a. What are the ingress/egress requirements for fire and rescue vehicles?
b. What is the safe width recommended by King County, Eastside Fire, and the City of
Sammamish for two vehicles to pass on our roadway? Has this been considered for
our location and is it to code?



2.

c. When will Eastside Fire and Rescue provide their assessment and approval of the
proposed Clearing and Grubbing construction fence line? Our understanding is
Eastside Fire and Rescue reviews the plans for post-construction egress and ingress,
but are unsure if such a review is performed for the construction period (two years).
We respectfully request a review of the construction phase ingress and egress and
access by emergency vehicles by Eastside Fire and Rescue. When will such a review
be performed?

d. What alternate plans have been considered for accommodating residents in this
location during the construction phase? Where are the results of this study?

e. Is King County and/or the City of Sammamish taking additional insurance policies to
cover in the event personal injury or death from creating this hazard?

Ingress and Egress — Post Construction:

The proposed plans move the trail westward toward the lake, thus reducing residential
driveway, parking, and ingress/egress capabilities post construction. By way of example,
the proposed plans move the trail approximately eleven feet closer to the houses and lake
thus reducing the width of the existing access. Finally, Mint Grove is unique in the fact that
it is one of the few neighborhoods with only one entry/exit. Therefore, there is no “pass-
through” capabilities and all vehicles must perform a U-Turn to exit.

a. What is the King County, Eastside Fire and Rescue, and City of Sammamish
requirements for safe ingress/egress? Do the proposed plans meet these
requirements?

b. When will Eastside Fire/Rescue and the City of Sammamish review and comment on
the proposed reduction to this neighborhoods access?

c. Will King County comply with Eastside Fire/Rescue and/or the City of Sammamish
recommendations regarding this topic?

Wetland Mitigation — Trail Location:

On the east side of the existing trail near our property is a manmade ditch. This ditch is
marked as a Wetland. We understand that Wetlands have various “classifications”. This
manmade ditch is periodically cleaned with a backhoe. The property approximately 100’
south of our location has drain pipe installed in place of a ditch. This drain pipe acts as a
culvert instead of a ditch and the drain pipe is covered with dirt, trees, and vegetation. The
water flow comes from the drain pipe into the manmade ditch flowing northward. We
further understand that wetland mitigation is allowed.

a. What is the exact classification of the wetland (ditch) at our property location?

b. Has King County considered a wetland mitigation plan that would continue the drain
pipe north past our property thus allowing the trail to be moved eastward? If so,
what factors were considered and what is the justification for moving the trail closer
to the lake?

¢. Can a wetland mitigation plan be implemented at this location, thus moving the trail
east to lessen the safety impact to our neighborhood?



d.

What criteria was used to establish the proposed centerline of the Trail? The
proposed new centerline does not follow a specific path but instead wanders back
and forth along the existing trail, mostly moving toward the lake to remove rows of
trees. What criteria was used to determine the proposed centerline?

It appears that a large amount of the “wetland” area east of our neighborhood is
being graded and redone as a native growth or planting area (i.e. new and expanded
wetland). If this large area is going to be graded and disturbed to such a large extent,
why isn’t the manmade ditch just being relocated five to ten feet to the east and
avoid impacting our neighborhood’s parking and ingress/egress?

4. Construction Timeline
The proposed timeline for construction of Section 2B is two years. During the construction

phase:
a.

Will the construction zone be segmented into smaller subsections to minimize large-
scale impacts to the residents? If not, why?

As an observation, we noticed that large sections of the North and South segments
were fenced and closed during the entire construction phase while smaller sub-
segments were under construction. Large-scale closing and installation of the
Clearing and Grubbing fencing will cause major impact to many residents in Section
2B. Please consider fencing and constructing in smaller subsections to minimize
impact.

5. Adverse Impact Specific to Our Residence:
The house footprint of the above plans is incorrect for our residence. The mailing address is
1419 E Lake Sammamish Shore Lane SE. The house was constructed under approval of King
County, so the correct footprint should be available via the county. The footprint of the
house is much closer to the trail than what is shown on the above Trail Expansion plans.

a.

Impact: An erroneous or incorrect footprint of our residence may move the trail
westward closer to the actual residence than is represented on the plans. This may
cause impacts to the residence, ingress/egress, access of emergency vehicles and
safety concerns. Please provide a written response that King County will:

i. Correct the Trail Expansion plans to properly represent our residence.
After correcting the residence locations, please confirm that you will review for
proper clearances and make any trail adjustment required.
Comment: It is our belief that the location of our property (specifically access to the
garage) will be one of the most adversely impacted properties along this segment of
the trail. The house along with the angle of the house to the proposed trail is
extremely difficult to maneuver. It is quite possible that the completed trail will
render our garage inaccessible. Is this King County’s plan?

6. Specific Impacts to Our Residence:



The proposed completed construction will move the trail/wall approximately eleven feet
closer to our property. The specific location of our garage entry/exit (approved by King
County) will be impacted. Depending on the final grade, wall location, etc. our garage may
be unusable.

a.

King County approved our house construction permit, with that said, what is the
King County required distance for a garage to a “wall” for ingress/egress? King
County never should have approved our construction permit if there was the
potential for our garage to become unusable due to trail construction. It is a
reasonable expectation as a homeowner to be able to continue to use our garage to
park cars as well as to provide parking in front or our home for the drivers in our
household, as it has been done for the past 50+ years?

During the trail planning, what steps did King County take to eliminate impact on
personal property such as the one described above?

Will King County send a representative to our residence to review the plans and
impact to our location with the goal of reducing the impact? If so, what process do
we use to request such a meeting/review?

Rainwater Collection and Runoff — Post Construction:
The Mint Grove area, like many others, has drainage concerns.

a.

What steps has King County taken to improve and/or minimize the impact of water
runoff from adding an impervious surface to the trail?

Which direction will the trail slope (east, west, or crown)?

What is King County’s plan and process for dealing with post-construction water
impacts to personal property?

Entry/Exit to Mint Grove:

The Mint Grove neighborhood has only one entry/exit location. The existing location is
narrow, steep, and close to East Lake Sammamish Parkway. To allow for proper exit from
East Lake Sammamish into the neighborhood and to provide for safety to trail-users, the
trail has stop signs requiring trail-users to stop for vehicles.

a.

C.
d.
e.

What is King County’s plan (if any) for modifying the entry/exit to Mint Grove? We
ask because it is unclear on the existing plans.

Will King County retain the stop sign on the trail for trail users allowing vehicles to
exit East Lake Sammamish without increasing risk to the vehicles? If not, and with
the extremely steep grade and narrow driveway, we have safety concerns for both
vehicles and trail users.

What speed limit will be posted on the trail for bicycles?

How will King County monitor and enforce trail speed limits?

The entrance to Mint Grove is a private driveway owned by the Mint Grove
residents (paperwork can be provided if necessary) The Mint Grove driveway is
currently marked as a Construction Access. King County does not have resident
permission to use this private lane. Please revise the plans to eliminate the Mint



Grove entrance as a Construction Access and provide the residents with updated
plans.

9. Tree Removal
It appears King County is generally moving the trail westward toward the lake. The benefit
of moving the trail west is not understood. In addition, this decision will directly result in
the removal of thousands of long living trees. Specifically, in our neighborhood the current
plans call out for the removal of 297 trees that are all over 20 feet and have been in place
for 20+ years.

a.

C.

Why is King County proposing to move the trail west closer to the lake? Has an
environmental impact study been completed to show that this is in the best interest
of the Lake Sammamish? If so, where are these results? If not, when will King
County perform such a study and provide results?

Has the Core of Engineers and the appropriate Tribes review the plans? Have both
parties approved moving the trail closer to the lake?

What is the positive benefit or justification for removing thousands of trees?

10. Legal Disputes
We understand that there are some legal disputes regarding ownership, right of use,
easement, etc. for the trail location.

a.

b.
C.
d

Are all legal disputes resolved?

Are all appeals completely resolved?

If not, what cases still exist and when are these planned to be resolved?

Without resolution of the legal/ownership disputes, under what authority is King
County proceeding with construction?

Without resolution of the legal/ownership disputes, is King County adding risk of
expense to the King County residence should King County be found to not have legal
authority to construct the trail?

11. Trail Usage Statistics and Width
Construction of a trail this size comes at considerable expense to King County tax payers.

a.

What studies have been conducted and where are the results of the studies showing
trail usage, benefits to the community, etc.?

What is the rationale or justification for widening the trail vs. paving the existing
trail?

Is there tangible data showing an increase in trail usage due to the increased width?
If so, where is this data located?

What is the total cost of the trail? How much of the cost offset by federal money?
Without federal money, thus removing the requirement for the proposed width,
would King County make the trail narrower?

Is there additional funding being obtained by making the trail a minimum width?
What is the cost of trail maintenance on an annual basis and how is this funded?



12. Comment to the City of Sammamish
Below are some general comments, observations, and questions:

a.

Approval and permitting of the proposed plan and impact to the local residents prior
to resolution of the legal disputes (ownership, easement, etc.) could result in legal
action against the City of Sammamish. We request that the City of Sammamish stop
construction until all legal disputes are resolved. Authorizing King County to
proceed adds risk of culpability to the City of Sammamish.

If any accidents result from the lack of parking and ingress/egress issues during or
post-construction in our neighborhood, we will specifically hold the City of
Sammamish and King County liable as they have been adequately notified of our
concerns regarding safety, expectation of reasonable access, and ingress/egress of
emergency vehicles.

We specifically request that the City of Sammamish does not grant the requested
permit to King County until all homeowners questions have been responded to and
adequately incorporated into the 90% design review.

We look forward to your responses.

Regards,

Michael and Christina Hettich



Lindsey Ozbolt

From: Lindsey Ozbolt

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 12:44 PM

To: ‘Kristin Landry'

Subject: RE: East Lake Sammamish Trail - 2B Comments

Dear John and Kristin,

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: Kristin Landry [mailto:kristinlandry@yahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, January 26, 2017 7:57 PM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt <LOzbolt@sammamish.us>

Cc: John Landry <johnlandry@southernwine.com>
Subject: East Lake Sammamish Trail - 2B Comments

Ms. Ozbolt,

Please see the attached letter with our comments regarding the 60% plans for the East Lake Sammamish Trail - Section 2B,
specifically how it relates to our property at 1225 East Lake Sammamish Shore Ln SE and the community of Mint Grove.

Regards,
John and Kristin Landry



January 26, 2017

City of Sammamish
Sent via Email
Attn: Ms. Lindsey Ozbolt

RE: ELST Segment 2B — Mint Grove

Dear Ms. Ozbolt,

We have a few comments and concerns that we would like to get on record and receive some feedback
on relating to sections 369 + 50 and 370 + 00. All of these questions were posed to the County
representatives at a meeting at Sammamish City Hall on January 25th at 12pm, but they were unable to
provide definitive answers.

1.

Fire Hydrant — There is a Fire Hydrant that falls in section 370 + 00 that would service the homes
on the north side of the lane. The County representatives could not tell us if there was a plan to
relocate or remove that Hydrant. Our concern is access to the hydrant during the clearing and
grading phase because it falls into the clearing and grading line. Will the Fire Department have
access during the construction phase?

Retaining Wall — There is a retaining wall that runs east to west that is in the clearing and
grading line that is between 369 + 50 and 370 +00. There is an approximate 18-24” elevation
change from one side of the trees to the other. On the plans it doesn’t appear there is a clear
plan to regrade or rebuild the retaining wall. Because the clearing and grading fence (C&G) will
go approximately half way through the wall, it appears that some of the trees will be left. For
safety reasons and potential property damage we believe that the wall and some type of
physical barrier will need to be in place to prevent people or vehicles from dropping off the
edge.

View from South Side of wall:




View from North Side of wall:

3. Replace / Repair aggregate concrete between the clearing and grading area and new wall. It is
not clear if the concrete will be dug up between the C&G fence and the eventual permanent
wall or just slightly altered near the permanent wall. What is the plan to repair / replace the
concrete that gets damaged in the process?




4. Drainage plan — Is there going to be impact on the amount of water that drains towards the
house? We have heard several accounts where during and after construction there has been
flooding because of increased run off.

5. Stop sign for trail vs driveway — There is currently a stop sign at the trail that halts biker traffic.
Is that going to stay?

6. Construction time — We are hearing that the C&G fence is potentially going to be in place for 2
years. That seems like an unnecessary and egregious interruption. Can you please clarify?

Sincerely,

John and Kristin Landry

1225 East Lake Sammamish Shore Lane SE
Sammamish, WA 98075

203-803-8615
johnlandry@southernwine.com



Lindsey Ozbolt

From: Lindsey Ozbolt

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 12:42 PM

To: ‘Gene Morel'

Subject: RE: Gene Morel East Lake Sammamish Trail Section 2B Comments
Dear Gene,

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: Gene Morel [mailto:gene.morel@gmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, January 26, 2017 7:37 PM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt <LOzbolt@sammamish.us>

Cc: Lyman Howard <lhoward@sammamish.us>

Subject: Gene Morel East Lake Sammamish Trail Section 2B Comments

Via Electronic Mail

January 26, 2017

Lindsey Ozbolt

Associate Planner

City of Sammamish

Department of Community Development
City of Sammamish City Hall

801 — 228" Avenue SE

Sammamish, Washington 98075



Email: lozbolt@sammamish.us

RE: Opposition to Issuance of SSDP2016-00415 Permit

Dear Ms. Ozbolt:

I live at 2933 E Lake Sammamish Pkwy SE. My family has owned our parcel on Lake Sammamish for over 70
years. My wife and I built our existing home in 2000.

The construction of our house was originally permitted by the City of Sammamish. In fact, we received one of
the first building permits issued by the City of Sammamish. This permit application included all necessary
documentation including title reports, a site plan, and permits to allow me to cross the railroad easement and
access my house by car.

The 60% plans issued by King County Parks for the development of the East Lake Sammamish Trail Section
2B eliminates vehicle access to my house. Instead, the plan details that I can cross the easement by car but
cannot enter our garage. Instead, after crossing the easement, we must park on my neighbors lot to the south
and walk about 150 feet to my residence front door. We cannot get to our garage by car.

Needless to say, this is unacceptable and the City of Sammamish should not approve this permit request until
proper vehicle access to my house is detailed in the construction plan.

In 2000, Sammamish City issued my building permit which included all necessary documentation required for
vehicle access. 1 will hold the City liable for damages if the City grants King County this permit as currently
presented in the 60% plans.

Please call me with any questions.

Best regards,

Gene Morel

425-591-6182






Via Electronic Mail
January 26, 2017

Lindsey Ozbolt

Associate Planner

City of Sammamish

Department of Community Development
City of Sammamish City Hall

801 — 228" Avenue SE

Sammamish, Washington 98075

Email: lozbolt@sammamish.us

RE: Opposition to Issuance of SSDP2016-00415 Permit

Dear Ms. Ozbolt:
| live at 2933 E Lake Sammamish Pkwy SE. My family has owned our parcel on Lake
Sammamish for over 70 years. My wife and | built our existing home in 2000.

The construction of our house was originally permitted by the City of Sammamish. In fact, we
received one of the first building permits issued by the City of Sammamish. This permit
application included all necessary documentation including title reports, a site plan, and permits
to allow me to cross the railroad easement and access my house by car.

The 60% plans issued by King County Parks for the development of the East Lake Sammamish
Trail Section 2B eliminates vehicle access to my house. Instead, the plan details that | can cross
the easement by car but cannot enter our garage. Instead, after crossing the easement, we must
park on my neighbors lot to the south and walk about 150 feet to my residence front door. We
cannot get to our garage by car.

Needless to say, this is unacceptable and the City of Sammamish should not approve this permit
request until proper vehicle access to my house is detailed in the construction plan.

In 2000, Sammamish City issued my building permit which included all necessary
documentation required for vehicle access. | will hold the City liable for damages if the City
grants King County this permit as currently presented in the 60% plans.

Please call me with any questions.
Best regards,

Gene Morel
425-591-6182






Lindsey Ozbolt

From: Lindsey Ozbolt

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 12:40 PM

To: ‘brad@bradniemeyer.com'’

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

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: Brad Niemeyer [mailto:brad@bradniemeyer.com]

Sent: Thursday, January 26, 2017 7:27 PM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt <LOzbolt@sammamish.us>

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

Dear

City of Sammamish:

| ride my bicycle on the East Lake Sammamish trail weekly. | frequently ride with my 12 yo son. | support completing the
ELST and approving permit SSDP2016-00415. Trails are the safest way to exercise and commute by bicycle. Trails bring
revenue to businesses in suburban cities. The ELST provides public access to East Lake Sammamish views and a safe link

from Redmond to Issaquah. The ELST should be a mirror of what we have with the Burke- Gilman trail.

Please approve the trail permit. A trail built to national standards (AASHTO), that is 12 ft, plus 2 ft gravel shoulders, will
allow for safe use by a variety of different users, including people who walk and bike.

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.

Please complete the trail. It links Sammamish and Issaquah to the greater Seattle trail system and just makes sense.
Sincerely,

Brad Niemeyer



15360 NE 201st Street
Woodinville, WA 98072
425- 402-1661



Lindsey Ozbolt

From: Lindsey Ozbolt

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 11:16 AM

To: ‘Mark and Dee Ann'

Subject: RE: Comments on East Lake Sammamish Trail Section B
Dear Mark,

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

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

Regards,

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

From: Mark and Dee Ann [mailto:mdkaus@comcast.net]
Sent: Thursday, January 26, 2017 6:36 PM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt <LOzbolt@sammamish.us>

Cc: Mark Kaushagen <mdkaus@comcast.net>

Subject: Comments on East Lake Sammamish Trail Section B
Importance: High

Ms. Ozbolt:

Please find attached for submittal and your use our comment letter and attachments on the East Lake Sammamish Trail
Section B. If you would, please confirm receipt of our comments prior to the expiration of the comment period.

Best Regards:
Mark Kaushagen

425-260-5866
mdkaus@comcast.net




January 25, 2017

VIA EMAIL

Ms. Lindsey Ozbolt
Associate Planner

City of Sammamish

801 228" Ave SE
Sammamish, WA 98075

Re:

Lake Sammamish Trail Segment B

Shoreline Substantial Development Permit Comments and Concerns
457 E. Lake Sammamish Pkwy SE

Mark and Dee Ann Kaushagen

Dear Ms. Ozbolt:

Below you will find our Comments and Concerns regarding the Shoreline Substantial Development
Permit for the area on and adjacent to our property at 457 E. Lake Sammamish Pkwy SE, as identified
within the “South Sammamish B Segment” for which King County Parks is the Applicant.

Removal of Driveway #14 at Approximately Sta. 393+40:

1.

We are opposed to the removal of the area identified as driveway #14 at approximately Sta.
393+40. We believe that this removal creates a substantial access, health, and safety issue for us
as well as our adjacent neighbors. Additionally, this would preclude us from utilizing our parking
areas on the east side of the trail. Both this access point and the parking areas located on the east
side of the trail have been in use for at least 50 years, which can be verified through a review of
the King County Aerial photos cataloged through 1965. These photos indicate a definitive
prescriptive right by our neighbors and ourselves through the open and continuous utilization of
the parking areas, paved areas and access driveway.

Additionally, we have had the title company research, confirm with King County, and
subsequently provide an access endorsement in regard to the crossings. Attached you will find
correspondence from King County confirming to the title company that the crossing was

No Additional Tree Removal:

1.

The submitted tree preservation plan indicates that none of the trees in front of our house will be
removed, and that all will be retained. That is acceptable to us, should this change in any way, we
would be adamantly opposed and would ask that the process be halted and reconsidered.
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Lack of Adequate Evaluation of Noise and Appropriate Mitigation:

1.

Trees and vegetation are shown on the plans to be removed north of our property and as
such, we are opposed to moving forward in the process without an appropriate review
and approval of any required mitigation regarding noise impacts. In reviewing the
documents, we could not find anything where the impact of increased noise has been
adequately addressed. It appears that the noise impact from East Lake Sammamish Pkwy
as a result of the removal of the vegetation, trees, and any re-grading of berms, in concert
with the increased traffic on the trail has not been evaluated, modeling done, or a
mitigation plan put in place to address this serious health issue. Because the vegetation
removal was not identified during the process, but only now, we would not have know
how to comment on it at that time, and therefore it is unfair to proceed without an
evaluation and subsequent hearing. Before any additional work is approved, there should
be a thorough noise impact study completed, with a mitigation plan created and approved
by the impacted residents. Increased noise is a serious health impact and livability issue
that needs to identified and resolved.

Lack of Appropriate Drainage Design and Mitigation:

1.

The plans do not include any detailed design or conclusive hydraulic modeling regarding
the drainage impacts to our property. From the cross section provided, it appears that the
intent is to direct flows towards our property without mitigation. Our concern is that
without a detailed drainage strategy and design being provided prior to approval, our
homes may be put at risk. The type of strategy utilized, be it detention or infiltration
needs to be reviewed prior to approval. Of primary concern is that we can be assured
through appropriate studies and hearings that water “percolated or infiltrated" as a result
of the increased impact of the trail development along with the subsequent concentration
of the flows will not flood our crawl spaces and basements if that methodology is chosen.
If detention is selected, it is not realistic to call the existing gravel trail to be “existing
impervious area” for calculation purposes and not provide an appropriate design to
mitigate and transfer the additional flows created through development.

Lack of Detailed Maintenance and Safety Program:

1.

No additional permits for trail improvements should be issued until a Maintenance,
Safety, Warranty, and Patrolling Memorandum of Understanding, is put in place with the
County that includes a direct budget allocation for the trail. Maintenance is currently
poor at best, and security and patrolling is nonexistent. As an example, currently, none of
the bollards are locked, there is minimal maintenance, and we are not aware of any patrol
schedule being put in place, nor have we seen anyone patrol the trail in our area. With the
increased size of the trail now making access by truck for theft easy, traffic and speed
anticipated to be high through the greater width and increased design speed to 20 mph
over the previously given 15 mph, safety will become a primary consideration. With this
type of mixed use and the increased width of the trail, many metropolitan Cities have

Mark and Dee Ann Kaushaaen — 457 E Lake Sammamish Pkwv SE — Sammamish WA 98074
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seen significant safety issues come into play without regular patrolling. I would cite the
City of Sacramento, as one example that has been in the news with a situation similar to
the one being created with this design. It would not be prudent to proceed with approval
until an agreement is put in place to assure that the City of Sammamish or its residents do
not incur any additional costs as a result of the County’s lack of attention.

In closing, we believe that it is imperative, and quite frankly the right thing to do, to continue the
hearing until the comments are reviewed with the property owners from the 60% plans, those
items are then clarified and agreed to in writing; and the plans are at a 90% stage so that an
informed decision can be made. It is plain to see from the limited number of appointments that
were available considering the number of property owners effected and the lack of available
engaged King County personnel to discuss the 60% plans, that King County’s strategy is to push
this through over the rights of the people. King County has a history of not living up to their
commitments and in believing that the end justifies the means. We are looking to our City
Council and fellow neighbors to help protect our rights and quality of life.

Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact me by email at
mailto:mdkaus@comecast.net or on my Cell at 425-260-5866.

Very truly yours,

g kb

Mark E. Kaushagen

Cc: Brad Bastian
Alan Hau

Mark and Dee Ann Kaushaaen — 457 E Lake Sammamish Pkwv SE — Sammamish WA 98074



Thursday, January 26,2017 at 6:28:32 PM Pacific Standard Time

Subject: FW: Can you tell me how long the crossing permit is valid from the Railroad on E. Lake Sammamish
Parkway?

Date: Thursday, January 26, 2017 at 6:26:23 PM Pacific Standard Time
From: Mark and Dee Ann
To: Mark Kaushagen

From: Berlanga, Amelia [mailto:Amelia.Berlanga@fnf.com]

Sent: Tuesday, April 23, 2013 4:22 PM

To: Mark Kaushagen

Subject: FW: Can you tell me how long the crossing permit is valid from the Railroad on E. Lake Sammamish
Parkway?

Hi Mark,
Here is the answer to your question below. 10 year permit, renew as necessary until the end of time.
Hope this answers your question.

Thanks so much!

7

i

=1 Fidelity National Title

Amelia Berlanga, LPO | Branch Manager

Fidelity National Title

10655 NE 4th Street, Suite 200 | Bellevue, WA 98004

P- 425-289-2414 | F- 425.453.0136 | E-Fax- 425.671.0066
Email: Amelia.Berlanga@fnf.com

Email for docs: Fnt04@fnf.com

From: Nunnenkamp, Robert [mailto:Robert.Nunnenkamp@kingcounty.gov]

Sent: Tuesday, April 23, 2013 4:17 PM

To: Berlanga, Amelia

Subject: RE: Can you tell me how long the crossing permit is valid from the Railroad on E. Lake Sammamish
Parkway?

If you're specifically referring to a permit issued by BNSF, then it’s technically expired. When we purchased
the corridor in 1998 the old railroad permits were assigned to us and we’ve generally honored the terms until
we get to a point of ‘buy, build or sell’, which is where the property is being sold or needs a permit to build
on. This was a logistics choice made back then since we don’t have staffing levels to accommodate 700
permits at once. If a property is in the buy, build or sell mode a new King County permit would be needed at
that point. Our permits have a ten-year term that we renew as necessary until the end of time.

Page 1 of 2
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RE: Please Approve the Permit for Segment 2B of the ELST

Lindsey Ozbolt

Fri 1/27/2017 12:59 PM

Tojudykraemer50@gmail.com <judykraemer50@gmail.com>;

Dear Judy,

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: Judy Kraemer [mailto:judykraemer50@gmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, January 26, 2017 11:28 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 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.

Sincerely,


mailto:judykraemer50@gmail.com

Judy Kraemer

5440 Leary Ave. NW, Unit 203
Seattle, WA 98107
2065265255



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

Lindsey Ozbolt

Fri 1/27/2017 12:58 PM

To:graham.siebe@gmail.com <graham.siebe@gmail.com>;

Dear Graham,

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: Graham Siebe [mailto:graham.siebe@gmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, January 26, 2017 11:06 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.

| have cycled this unfinished section several times. In it's current state it is uninviting, and not particularly safe. As an
experienced rider, | was willing to do it, but | would never recommend it to a child, inexperienced rider, pedestrian, or someone
with any level of physical disability.

As you approach this, | would encourage you to think about the possibilities associated with doing this project well. For example,
biking to Woodinville is a popular activity for people all over the region that supports the local businesses. Or, if you look at any
real estate listing near the Burke Gillman trail in Seattle, you are sure to see that asset prominently listed.

In closing, let me just say that | hope one day to excitedly tell my kids "let's bike to Sammamish!"

Sincerely,
-Graham Siebe


mailto:graham.siebe@gmail.com

Graham Siebe

149 149th Ave NE Apt C
Bellevue, WA 98007
2062285863



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

Lindsey Ozbolt

Fri 1/27/2017 12:58 PM

Tojulesbologna@hotmail.com <julesbologna@hotmail.com>;

Dear Julianne,

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: Julianne Drogin [mailto:julesbologna@hotmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, January 26, 2017 11:04 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.

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.


mailto:julesbologna@hotmail.com

Please approve the permit, as proposed, with expediency.

My husband and | enjoy doing the Lake Sammamish loop, but we don't like to ride on the road on the east of the lake because of
the fast moving traffic. It seems so dangerous, as there isn't a shoulder where the traffic and traffic speed is the worse.

Julianne Drogin
12832 71st Ave NE
Kirkland, WA 98034
4252421268



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

Lindsey Ozbolt

Fri 1/27/2017 12:56 PM

Tojazzign@hotmail.com <jazzign@hotmail.com>;

Dear Holly,

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: Holly Green [mailto:jazzign@hotmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, January 26, 2017 10:26 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.

Our family has been looking forward to the completion of this trail for years because it will enable us to do long distance bike
rides with our young children without the concerns of vehicle traffic. Our children are ready for long distances, but with the
heavy road traffic in the Issaquah-Sammamish-Redmond area, it is not safe for elementary students to be out riding on the
roads. | am not aware of any other route in this area that will be able to provide what this long, flat trail can with respect to a

safe path.

Please don't let this be another failed transportation project in this area. This is actually a trail that can be a viable alternative to
driving between cities.

Holly Green
2470 NE Davis Loop


mailto:jazzign@hotmail.com

Issaquah, WA 98029
4256778782



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

Lindsey Ozbolt

Fri 1/27/2017 12:55 PM

To:Aprilgreenwalt@hotmail.com <Aprilgreenwalt@hotmail.com>;

Dear April,

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: April Greenwalt [mailto:Aprilgreenwalt@hotmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, January 26, 2017 10:26 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.

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.


mailto:Aprilgreenwalt@hotmail.com

East Lake Sammamish Trail was the first trail | walked along when | moved out here. | have loved every week that | have gone
walking on the trail with friends. It is such a beautiful path that when I'm on a bike ride | like to get off my bike and enjoy the view
before | can get back on my bike and continue my ride. This is such a beautiful place that everyone deserves to enjoy.

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

April Greenwalt

4219 212th Ave NE

Sammamish, WA 98074
8014272594



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

Lindsey Ozbolt

Fri 1/27/2017 12:55 PM

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

Dear Troy,

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: Troy Kasper [mailto:tnkasper@gmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, January 26, 2017 10:22 PM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt <LOzbolt@sammamish.us>

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

Dear

Dear City of Sammamish Council Members,

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

My wife and | regularly ride from Bothell to Sammamish. We often stop in at Uncle Si's Pizza for lunch. We would love it if you let
the trail be completed per the permit. My wife isn't crazy about riding on the gravel and this would make the ride much more
enjoyable for both of us.

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.


mailto:tnkasper@gmail.com

Sincerely,

Troy Kasper

9110 NE 179th PL
Bothell, WA 98011
206-316-0909



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

Lindsey Ozbolt

Fri 1/27/2017 12:55 PM

Tojbroadus@gmail.com <jbroadus@gmail.com>;

Dear Jim,

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: Jim Broadus [mailto;jbroadus@gmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, January 26, 2017 10:17 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.

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.


mailto:jbroadus@gmail.com

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

Jim Broadus

412 N 39th St
Seattle, WA 98103
206-634-3699



RE: Support for Trail Permit SSDP2016-00415

Lindsey Ozbolt

Fri 1/27/2017 12:54 PM

To:Heller and Fox <heller-fox@msn.com>;

Dear Robert,

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: Heller and Fox [mailto:heller-fox@msn.com]

Sent: Thursday, January 26, 2017 10:13 PM

To: City Council <citycouncil@sammamish.us>; Lindsey Ozbolt <LOzbolt@sammamish.us>
Cc: Kelly.Donahue@kingcounty.gov

Subject: Support for Trail Permit SSDP2016-00415

Dear Council Members,
| am writing to urge you to approve this permit for important trail improvements.

The proposed project will comply with trail standards that will allow safe use by multiple trail users, including the disabled.

The proposed crossing priorities are consistent with common sense and driver/trail user intuitive behaviors, and thus safest for
all.

| know that some adjoining property owners are opposed, but other trail improvement projects have shown that within a short
time adjacent property owners are advertising their immediate proximity to the trail as an important property amenity and a
contributor to property value.

Many communities in our region have supported trail improvements, and they contribute substantially to the quality of life we all
enjoy.
| hope that the City of Sammamish will approve this important trail improvement project.

Thank you,

Robert Heller
736 17th Ave East


mailto:heller-fox@msn.com

Seattle WA 98112
heller-fox@msn.com



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

Lindsey Ozbolt

Fri 1/27/2017 12:54 PM

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

Dear Lynn,

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: Lynn Quanstrom [mailto:Lasbeck@gmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, January 26, 2017 10:12 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 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 travel to and through Sammamish.

The City of Sammamish and Lake Sammamich are two jewels of the East Side. Running, walking, bicycling, and taking the kids out
on Saturday afternoons on a safe, comfortable multi-use trail is nothing short of idyllic. This is the opportunity that every city in
the country wants for their town. Sammamich has the chance to actually get it done.


mailto:Lasbeck@gmail.com

| have biked along the east and west sides of Lake Sammamich on roads that would not be safe to take my children on. I look
forward to the day when they are old enough to accompany my husband and me on a safe ride through one of Washington's
most beautiful communities on this safe trail.

Best wishes, and please seize this opportunity to complete the trail as planned.

Sincerely,

Lynn Qua