
City Hall
601 4th Avenue E

Olympia, WA  98501

Contact: Joyce Phillips
360.570.3722

Meeting Agenda

Planning Commission

Room 2076:30 PMMonday, April 17, 2017

1. CALL TO ORDER

Estimated time for items 1 through 5: 20 minutes

1.A ROLL CALL

2. APPROVAL OF AGENDA

3. APPROVAL OF MINUTES

3.A 17-0404 Approval of the April 3, 2017 Olympia Planning Commission Meeting 
Minutes

OPC 4.3.17 draft minutesAttachments:

4. PUBLIC COMMENT

An opportunity for the public to address the Commission regarding items related to City business, 

including items on the agenda.  However, this does exclude items for which the Commission or Hearing 

Examiner has held a public hearing in the last 45 days or will hold a hearing on in the next 45 days or for 

quasi-judicial review items for which there can be only one public hearing.

5. STAFF ANNOUNCEMENTS

This agenda item is also an opportunity for Commissioners to ask staff about City or Planning 

Commission business.

6. BUSINESS ITEMS

6.A 17-0412 Recommendation on Updates to the Action Plan 

Action Plan

Recommended Approval of Draft Action Plan - 2016

2017 Draft Updates

Action Item Criteria

Attachments:

Estimated time: 60 minutes
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April 17, 2017Planning Commission Meeting Agenda

6.B 17-0405 2017 Comprehensive Plan Amendment Final Docket Briefing

Bentridge Village application

Public Works application

South Capitol Neighborhood application

Tsuki Corner application

Attachments:

Estimated time: 30 minutes

6.C 17-0413 Sign Code Update Briefing

January meeting comments

February meeting comments

April meeting comments

Attachments:

Estimated time: 30 minutes

7. REPORTS

From Officers and Commissioners, and regarding relevant topics.

8. OTHER TOPICS

9. ADJOURNMENT

Approximately 9:00 p.m.

Upcoming Meetings

Next regular Commission meeting is May 1, 2017.  See ‘meeting details’ in Legistar for list of other 

meetings and events related to Commission activities.

Accommodations

The City of Olympia is committed to the non-discriminatory treatment of all persons in employment and 

the delivery of services and resources.  If you require accommodation for your attendance at the City 

Advisory Committee meeting, please contact the Advisory Committee staff liaison (contact number in 

the upper right corner of the agenda) at least 48 hours in advance of the meeting.  For hearing impaired, 

please contact us by dialing the Washington State Relay Service at 7-1-1 or 1.800.833.6384.
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Planning Commission

Approval of the April 3, 2017 Olympia Planning
Commission Meeting Minutes

Agenda Date: 4/17/2017
Agenda Item Number: 3.A

File Number:17-0404

City Hall
601 4th Avenue E.

Olympia, WA 98501
360-753-8244

Type: minutes Version: 1 Status: In Committee

Title
Approval of the April 3, 2017 Olympia Planning Commission Meeting Minutes
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City Hall
601 4th Avenue E

Olympia, WA  98501

Contact: Joyce Phillips
360.570.3722

Meeting Minutes

Planning Commission

6:30 PM Room 207Monday, April 3, 2017

CALL TO ORDER1.

Chair Mark called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m.

ROLL CALL1.A

Commissioner Hoppe arrived after the roll call was taken.

Present: 7 - Chair Brian Mark, Commissioner Paula Ehlers, Commissioner 
Negheen Kamkar, Commissioner Missy Watts, Commissioner Darrell 
Hoppe, Commissioner Carole Richmond and Commissioner Rad 
Cunningham

Excused: 2 - Vice Chair Mike Auderer and Commissioner Travis Burns

OTHERS PRESENT

Community Planning and Development:
Senior Planner, Amy Buckler
Senior Planner, Linda Bentley
Office Specialist/Minutes Recorder, Stacey Rodell

APPROVAL OF AGENDA2.

The agenda was approved.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES3.

3.A 17-0282 Approval of the March 6, 2017 Olympia Planning Commission Meeting 
Minutes

The minutes were approved.

3.B 17-0322 Approval of the March 20, 2017 Olympia Planning Commission 
Meeting Minutes

The minutes were approved.

PUBLIC COMMENT - None4.

STAFF ANNOUNCEMENTS5.
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April 3, 2017Planning Commission Meeting Minutes

Ms. Buckler announced the following:
· Welcomed the newest Planning Commissioner, Rad Cunningham.  

Commissioner Cunningham said a few words about himself.
· Congratulated Commissioners Richmond and Hoppe for their reappointment to 

the Commission.
· Every three years members of the City Advisory Committees are required to 

complete Open Public Meetings training.  The record indicates that 
Commissioner Hoppe will need to complete the training by June 4, 2017 and 
Commissioner Watts will need to do so by July 21, 2017.  The training can be 
accessed on the City’s website.  Inform Ms. Phillips once the training has been 
completed so she can update the record. 

· On March 21, 2017 the City Council directed staff to move forward on an 
interim parks management plan for the isthmus. This will involve resurfacing 
the existing parking lots, removal of blighted foundations from the old County 
Health and Health Authority sites, and designing and establishing a more 
attractive, flat base to serve as temporary event space until the area is more 
fully planned and developed. City will scope a larger planning effort to consider 
long-term changes at the end of 2017 and the public process will begin in 
2018. Meanwhile we will have something better in the interim 3-5 year period 
before what is ultimately planned can be completed. There will be a public 
meeting on the interim design later this year.

· An updated Planning Commission roster was handed out to each of the 
Commissioners.

BUSINESS ITEMS6.

6.A 17-0226 Recommendation on Draft Amendments to Critical Areas Ordinance 
(CAO)
 

Ms. Bentley reminded the Commission of changes to the proposed amended 
language that had been presented at the February 27, 2017 Planning Commission 
meeting.

The Commission completed its deliberation.

Commissioner Richmond moved, seconded by Commissioner Kamkar to approve 
staff recommendation as presented at this meeting and forward on to Council for 
adoption.  Opposed:  Chair Mark, Commissioner Hoppe and Commissioner Watts.  
Commissioner Richmond and Commissioner Kamkar were in favor of this motion.  
Commissioner Cunningham abstained from voting.  Commissioner Ehlers recused 
herself from voting.  The motion did not pass.

Chair Mark moved, seconded by Commissioner Hoppe, to write a letter to 

City Council with regard to OMC 18.32.300-330 proposed amendments 

stating a bulleted list of reasons as to why the Commission could not come 

to consensus.  Commissioner Cunningham abstained and Commissioner 

Ehlers recused herself from voting.  The motion passed unanimously by the 
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April 3, 2017Planning Commission Meeting Minutes

voting Commissioners.

REPORTS7.

Commissioner Ehlers attended the Land Use Boot Camp.  Sign code update and 
municipal regulation of homelessness were two of the items she valued most from the 
training.

Chair Mark provided a briefing on the recent Gateway Master Plan kick off meeting he 
attended.  He also attended a portion of the Ad Hoc Committee on Housing 
Availability (AHCOHA) meeting prior to this meeting and provided a briefing.

OTHER TOPICS8.

Ms. Buckler provided some updates to the Downtown Strategy draft with regards to 
the Planning Commission’s recommendation.

ADJOURNMENT9.

The meeting adjourned at 7:10 p.m.
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Planning Commission

Recommendation on Updates to the Action
Plan

Agenda Date: 4/17/2017
Agenda Item Number: 6.A

File Number: 17-0412

City Hall
601 4th Avenue E.

Olympia, WA 98501
360-753-8244

Type: recommendation Version: 1 Status: In Committee

Title
Recommendation on Updates to the Action Plan

Recommended Action
Recommend to City Council for approval of draft updates to the Action Plan for 2017.

Report
Issue:
Whether to recommend to City Council approval of draft updates to the Action Plan.

Staff Contact:
Stacey Ray, Senior Planner, Community Planning and Development, 360.753.8046

Presenter(s):
Stacey Ray, Senior Planner

Background and Analysis:

In 2014, the Olympia City Council adopted a new Comprehensive Plan with a vision for how our
community will grow and develop over the next 20 years.  The Action Plan is our community’s “to do”
list, with strategies and actions for how we’ll achieve the vision and indicators for tracking and
reporting on our progress (Attachment A).

Each year we’ll update our Action Plan to include what we’ve accomplished and what actions we
want to continue or start next. As the City commission responsible for advising the City Council on
the long-range growth and development of Olympia, Planning Commissioners play a significant role
in reviewing and recommending changes each year that move us closer to achieving the
Comprehensive Plan vision.

2017 is the first full year of carrying out the Action Plan, and the first update cycle since the initial
framework was recommended by the Commission and subsequently accepted by Council in June
2016 (see Attachment B for the Commission’s recommendation letter).

As a result, staff is proposing a minimal list of changes for this year (Attachment C).  Changes are
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Type: recommendation Version: 1 Status: In Committee

limited to only actions in the Plan, and include:
§ 7 new actions;
§ 7 removed actions; and
§ 16 revised actions

Draft new actions are from the Downtown Strategy or the latest update to the Parks, Arts &
Recreation Plan.  Those actions proposed from both plans continue to meet the action criteria
developed for the existing Action Plan (Attachment D).

Of those actions proposed for removal, six have been entirely completed and one has been
integrated into another new action from the Downtown Strategy.

Reasons for proposed revisions to actions include:
§ To change the status from “new” to “ongoing;”
§ Clarify and/or correct language; or
§ Align the action with an existing and/or new Plan (ex. Downtown Strategy)

In addition to supporting the Commission’s discussion on this year’s draft updates, staff will share the
types of changes anticipated for the 2018 update cycle, as well as an informational overview of
community member and stakeholder input on Council’s Plan priority areas for this year: emergency
sheltering and early learning.

Neighborhood/Community Interests (if known):
As the framework for identifying short-term strategies and actions for implementing the
Comprehensive Plan, the Action Plan has widespread community impacts.

Options:
A) Recommend to City Council approval of the draft updates to the Action Plan as recommended by

staff;
B) Recommend to City Council approval of the draft updates to the Action Plan with modifications; or
C) Recommend to City Council that no updates to the Action Plan be approved at this time.

Financial Impact:
None; the Action Plan is a budgeted work item, with all departments contributing to its annual update
and ongoing implementation.
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Olympio Plonning Commission

June 20, 2016

Olympia City Council
City Hall

Olympia, WA

Subject Recommended Aooroval of Olvmpia's Draft Action Plan

Dear Council Members:

We are pleased to recommend approval of the City of Olympia's Draft "Action Plan" to
implement the 2OL4-2034 Comprehensive Plan. This Action Plan will be updated
annually to include new priorities, targets and actions. The idea for an Action Plan

emerged from concerns that elements of the City's first Comprehensive Plan under the
Growth Management Act (L994-2O1,4) had not been adequately assessed for success,

failure, and "lessons learned" before embarking on development of the Plan Update.
Fortunately, the Planning Commission was able to answer questions about the
effectiveness of the former plan and to proceed to completion of the updated plan, but
this process probably took longer than would have been necessary had a systematic
assessment of the former plan been in place.

The Draft Action Plan is designed to address this concern by creating a system or
framework that links actions to outcomes in a logical sequence carried out over an

annual cycle to ensure achievement of the Comprehensive Plan's 20-yearvision. Known
as "outcome-based" or "results-based" management, this system originated in the
federal government and non-profit sector to measure success in areas that cannot easily
be measured in monetary terms. This system is intended to help responsible parties
report on how well goals are being met and money is being spent, when the return is

not primarily monetary, but qualitative, such as social, health and environmental goals.

Key steps typically include:

1,. Vision: What are we going to achieve? (found in Comprehensive Plan)
2. Plan: How are we going to do it? Who is going to do it? When? With what

resources?
3. Action: What are we going to do in the next year or two?
4. Review: Did we accomplish what we set out to? Why or why not? How can we

do better next time?
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Olvmpia's Draft Action Plan

Olympia's Draft Action Plan focuses on five key areas (in no particular order)

t. Community Safety and Health
2. Downtown
3. Economy
4. Environment
5. Neighborhoods

Each area contains a summary of the vision and goals from the Comprehensive Plan,

Action ltems and Community lndicators. This distillation can also serve as a "dashboard"
of information that can be easily communicated to the public.

As can be seen in this list, the five key areas also represent a balanced range of social,

environmental, and economic objectives, which themselves form the pillars of a

"sustainable" approach to community development.

Olympia's Draft Action Plan not only positions the City to achieve the Comprehensive

Plan's vision, but fundamental City goals: Sustainability, Accountability, Transparency,

and Civic Engagement.

Communitv Partnershio

Achieving the Comprehensive Plan's vision and outcomes will require action by many

different actors over time. A new approach to developing the annual Action Plan will be

its dependence on a community partnership of City departments, County agencies, the
non-profit and private sectors, and citizens to collect and report data. This will ensure

that the City will not be solely responsible for collecting the range of required data;

instead, this responsibility will be shared across the partnership. This interdependence
will also promote community involvement and buy-in, which will help ensure the Action

Plan's viability and overall quality.

Another way to engage the public would be to celebrate the release of the annual

Action Plan and allow the public to share in the success that it will have helped to
achieve.

Summarv

We recommend that the Council approve this Draft Action Plan, so that the City has all

the tools it needs to implement the Comprehensive Plan.

Many people were involved in the development of this Draft Action Plan over the past

L8 months, which greatly improved its quality and ensures its responsiveness to public

2
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concerns. We wish to thank everyone involved for their time and efforts, as well as to
thank the Community Planning and Development staff for producing a first-rate product
that is sure to pay dividends in the future. We thank the staff for their willingness to
allow this product to evolve into its present form, and for their hard work and
leadership. This is a product that reflects the goals of the Comprehensive Plan, that will
be highly visible, and of which we can all be proud

Respectfully yours,

Carole Richmond, Chair
Olympia Planning Commission
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Change Focus Area Desired Outcome Existing Strategy Existing Action 
Ongoing/   
New Action New language Source/Reason

1 new action Downtown
A vibrant, attractive urban 
destination 

Attract people to live, work and 
play Downtown new

Develop and adopt a land use, circulation, 
design, and environmental enhancement 
plan for the isthmus Downtown Strategy 

2 new action Downtown
A vibrant, attractive urban 
destination 

Attract people to live, work and 
play Downtown new

Implement interim improvements on the 
Isthmus park blocks and seasonal 
programming Parks, Arts & Recreation Plan 

3 new action Downtown
A vibrant, attractive urban 
destination 

Attract people to live, work and 
play Downtown new

Create and update zoning and 
development standards to enhance five 
distinct character areas Downtown Downtown Strategy 

4 new action Downtown
A safe and welcoming Downtown 
for all 

Make Downtown safer and 
cleaner new

Convene a broad range of community 
stakeholders to form an action plan leading 
to a more coordinated response to 
homelessness/street dependency and the 
impacts to Downtown Downtown Strategy 

5 new action Downtown A variety of businesses
Promote commercial activity 
Downtown new

Update zoning to allow for more 
neighborhood-serving commercial uses in 
the Southeast Neighborhood Downtown Strategy 

6 new action Downtown A variety of businesses
Promote commercial activity 
Downtown n/a new Implement the Downtown Retail Strategy Downtown Strategy 

7 new action Environment A Daily Connection to Nature
Develop and plan for future park 
developments new Develop an Off-road Bike Park Plan Parks, Arts & Recreation Plan update

1 remove Downtown
A vibrant, attractive urban 
destination 

Encourage investment while 
preserving Downtown's unique 
and historical qualities

Analyze and evaluate signficant 
public views and adopt code 
amendments to protect them new n/a Completed (Downtown Strategy) 

2 remove Downtown
A vibrant, attractive urban 
destination 

Encourage investment while 
preserving Downtown's unique 
and historical qualities

Implement the Greening Capitol 
Way project new n/a

Integrated into outcomes from the 
Downtown Strategy:  "Improve streets 
in the retail core for all modes of 
travel." 

3 remove Downtown
A safe and welcoming Downtown 
for all 

Make Downtown safer and 
cleaner 

Install shared-use compactor for 
businesses new

Completed; first centralized location 
with a shared-use compactor has been 
established. 

4 remove Downtown
A safe and welcoming Downtown 
for all 

Mitigate the effect of sea level 
rise

Update building regulations to 
enhance protection from flooding new n/a Completed (Downtown Strategy)

5 remove Economy Sustainable quality infrastructure
Efficiently operate and maintain 
City infrastructure

Develop Maintenance 
Management Plans for schools 
fields (partner with Olympia School new n/a Completed

6 remove Neighborhoods Nearby good and services 
Ensure walking and biking are 
viable, attractive options Build 22nd Avenue sidewalk new n/a Completed

7 remove Neighborhoods Nearby good and services 
Ensure walking and biking are 
viable, attractive options Build Fairview pathway new Completed

2017 Recommended Changes to Action Plan
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1 revise Downtown
A vibrant, attractive urban 
destination 

Attract people to live, work and 
play Downtown

Promote and enhance Percival 
Landing to be a family friendly 
waterfront new n/a Change to "ongoing" 

2 revise Downtown
A vibrant, attractive urban 
destination 

Attract people to live, work and 
play Downtown

Enhance Artesian Commons 
through the Artesian Leadership 
Council new n/a

Change status to "ongoing"; Artesian 
Leadership Council established. 

3 revise Downtown
A vibrant, attractive urban 
destination 

Attract people to live, work and 
play Downtown

Improve streets (Capitol, Franklin, 
Washington, Jefferson, and Legion) 
for all modes of travel new

Improve streets in the retail core for all 
modes of travel

Clarifies focus on the retail core 
(Downtown Strategy) 

4 revise Downtown
A vibrant, attractive urban 
destination 

Encourage investment while 
preserving Downtown's unique 
and historical qualities

Adopt and implement strategies 
for future development in 
Downtown. new

Promote incentives and other tools that 
encourage private investment, and explore 
additional tools outlined in the Downtown 
Strategy "tool kit" Downtown Strategy 

5 revise Downtown
A vibrant, attractive urban 
destination 

Encourage investment while 
preserving Downtown's unique 
and historical qualities Update City design standards new

Update Downtown design guidelines for 
consistency with the urban development, 
historic preservation, and view protection 
objectives from the Downtown Strategy Downtown Strategy 

6 revise Downtown
A safe and welcoming Downtown 
for all 

Make Downtown safer and 
cleaner 

Ensure daytime walking patrol 
availability during regular shopping 
hours ongoing

Change to "new"--currently unfunded 
recommendation in the Downtown 
Retail Strategy (Downtown Strategy). 

7 revise Downtown
A safe and welcoming Downtown 
for all 

Make Downtown safer and 
cleaner 

Develop centralized waste 
collection areas new

Continue to identify centralized waste 
collection areas and opportunities to use 
shared-use compactors

change to "ongoing"--the first 
centralized location with a shared-use 
compacter has been established.

8 revise Downtown A mix of urban housing options
Balance market rate housing and 
low-income housing

Develop Downtown housing 
strategy ongoing Develop a Comprehensive Housing Strategy 

change to "new"; language to better 
reflect Downtown Strategy

9 revise Downtown A variety of businesses
Promote commercial activity 
Downtown

Update the City Parking Strategy 
and clearly communicate services 
and information to customers new Update the Downtown Parking Strategy 

Revise language to better reflect 
Downtown Strategy 

10 revise Downtown A variety of businesses
Promote commercial activity 
Downtown

Update zoning to allow for 
appropriate light industrial uses new

Update zoning to allow for appropriate 
light industrial uses in the Art/Tech 
character area Downtown Strategy 

11 revise Downtown
Connections to our cultural and 
historic fabric

Preserve and promote unique 
historic and cultural features

Develop and implementa historic 
preservation strategy new

Develop and implement a new historic 
preservation strategy 

Existing strategy is out-of-date and 
needs an update to reflect current 
policies and practices.

12 revise Downtown
Connections to our cultural and 
historic fabric

Preserve and promote unique 
historic and cultural features

Evaluate and expand the 
designated historic district new

Examine potential expansion of historic 
district boundary and/or historic 
designation of additional structures. 

Revise language to better reflect 
Downtown Strategy 

13 revise Downtown
Connections to our cultural and 
historic fabric

Preserve and promote unique 
historic and cultural features

Connect existing assets and 
investments new n/a Change to "ongoing"

14 revise Downtown
Engaging arts & entertainment 
experiences 

Create more opportunities for 
events, art, music & 
entertainment Establish a "creative district" new

Identify steps to develop and promote arts, 
culture, and entertainment venues and 
events for the Art/Tech and Entertainment 
character areas

Revise language to better reflect 
Downtown Strategy 
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15 revise Downtown
Engaging arts & entertainment 
experiences 

Support modern venues for 
community and cultural events

Maintain the Washington Center 
building and support successful 
operations new

Maintain the Washington Center building 
and support its success as an art and 
special event venue

Change to "ongoing"--revise language 
for clarity.  

16 revise Neighborhoods Safe and welcoming places to live 

Promote awareness of 
neighborhood crime trends and 
educate citizens how they can 
help themselves

Provide crime statistics and public 
safety information to the public new n/a Change to "ongoing." 
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WeOlympia Take Action  

 
Action Item Criteria 
 
 
By the end of 2014, we will have a new Comprehensive Plan with a clear vision for our 
community’s future.  The next steps are making sure we make real progress towards our 
vision becoming reality.   
 
The Action Plan will lay out specifically what we, as a community, want to do over the next 
six years to accomplish our goals.  Those things we intend to do are called “action items.”  
Action items may include everything from individual projects, like development of the 
Artesian Park downtown, to on-going programs, like the downtown police officer walking 
patrol.     
 
The Comprehensive Plan is a 20 year vision.  There are likely hundreds of different things we, 
as a community, can do to accomplish our goals. Where do we start?  How do we prioritize 
and make commitments?  To help narrow the list, we need a set of criteria for determining 
the most important actions to include in the Plan.  Clear criteria will also help communicate 
to everybody who participates in creating the Action Plan why some actions are included and 
others are not, and contribute to a public involvement process and final list of actions that 
everyone can feel good about.            
 
Draft Action Item Criteria:  
   

1. The action is new program or project, or is a significant enhancement or revision to an 
existing program or project. 

2. The action will require a significant dedication of resources to implement. (Resources 
may include dollars, City or partner organization staff time, equipment, or volunteer 
hours.)  

3. The action has a significant impact that makes a positive difference.  
4. The action is vital for implementing the Comprehensive Plan. 
5. The action is strategic.  It was selected and developed purposely to make progress in 

achieving one or more goals in the Comprehensive Plan.     
6. The action is of interest to, greatly supported by, and visible to the community and/or 

City Council. 
 

Last Revised Nov. 11, 2014 
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Planning Commission

2017 Comprehensive Plan Amendment Final
Docket Briefing

Agenda Date: 4/17/2017
Agenda Item Number: 6.B

File Number: 17-0405

City Hall
601 4th Avenue E.

Olympia, WA 98501
360-753-8244

Type: information Version: 1 Status: In Committee

Title
2017 Comprehensive Plan Amendment Final Docket Briefing

Recommended Action
Information only. No action requested.

Report
Issue:
Learn about the four Comprehensive Plan Amendment applications that were approved for
consideration in 2017.

Staff Contact:
Joyce Phillips, Senior Planner, Community Planning and Development, 360.570.3722

Presenter(s):
Joyce Phillips, Senior Planner

Background and Analysis:
On February 28, 2017, the City Council completed screening of the preliminary comprehensive plan
amendment applications received for 2017.  Each of the four proposals were approved for additional
review and consideration, which becomes the final docket for the year.  The proponents had until
April 3, 2017 to submit the formal applications.

The four proposals moving forward in 2017 include:

· The Bentridge Village redesignation and rezone.  This is the property often referred to as “LBA
Woods” and was recently purchased by the City of Olympia.

· A series of amendments to the Transportation 2030 and Bicycle Network maps proposed by
the City of Olympia Public Works Department.

· A Transportation 2030 Map amendment proposed by the South Capitol Neighborhood
Association.  The request is to remove the major collector designation on Maple Park Avenue
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Type: information Version: 1 Status: In Committee

between Capitol Way and Jefferson Street.

· A proposal to redesignate and rezone approximately 8.5 acres of land that was recently
annexed into the City at the southeast corner of Yelm Highway and Henderson Boulevard.
The proposal consists of four parcels, including the site where Tsuki Nursery was located.

Neighborhood/Community Interests (if known):
These projects are likely to generate community interest and comment.  During the course of the
review, efforts will be made to inform the public and neighborhoods about what is being proposed
and how to provide input during the review and decision-making process.

Options:
Information only - no action is required at this time.

Financial Impact:
These proposals fit within the existing budget and staffing resources of the Community Planning and
Development Department.

Attachments:
Bentridge Village application
Public Works application
South Capitol Neighborhood application
Tsuki Corner application

City of Olympia Printed on 4/11/2017Page 2 of 2
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OFFICIAL
Case #:

Received
Master File #: 1 7-0001 Date:
Project Planner: Joyce Related Cases

a aFinol Comprehensive Plon Amendmenl A licotion

One or more of the following supplements must be attached to this Comprehensive Plan Amendment Application:

E]
E
tr

Comprehensive Plan Amendment (Proposed Specific Text and/or Maps)

Any Related Zoning Map (Rezone) or Text Amendment

Other

tr Adjacent Property Owner List (lf site-specific
amendment)

E SEPA Checklist

Applicant: Citv of Olvmoia. Attention: Jav , Assistant Citv Manaoer

Mailing Address: PO Box 1967 wA 98507-1967

Phone Numbe(s) 360-753-8740

E-mail Address: iburnev@ci.olymoia.wa.us

Site Owner: Citv of Olvmoia

Mailing Address: Samn

Phone Numbe(s):

Other Authorized Representative (if any) .lav Rrrrnev Acsictant C Manaoer

Mailing Address: PO Box 1967 Olvmoia. WA -1 967

Phone Numbe(s): 360-753-8740

E-mail Address: iburney@ci.olvmpia.wa.us

Description of Proposed Amendment: Redesignate and rezone the 71.86 acre Bentridge Villaqe site to a mix of uses - includinq 61.86 acres as Low
Densitv Neiqhborhood (Residential 4-8 zoninq): 10 acres of Medium Density Neiqhborhood (Residential Multifamilv 18 zoninq): and retain the
Neiohhorhood Center desionation to allow for a small retail area site lNeiohhorhood Retail zoninoì

Size of Proposed Amendment Area: 71.86 acres

Assessor Tax Parcel Numbers (s) 1 1830330000

Site Address (if applicable):

Special areas on or near site (show areas on site plan)

tr
tr
tr
tr
tr
E

None

Creek or Stream (name): None

Lake or Pond (name):

Swamp/Bog/Wetland

Scenic Vistas

Flood Hazard Area

None

E SteepSlopes/DradGully/Ravine

tr Historic Site or Structure

I affirm that all answers, statements, and information submitted with this application are correct and accurate to the best of my knowledge. I also

affirmE] /do not affirmE that I am the owner of the subject site or am duly authorized by tñe owner to act with respect to this application (in the case
of a rezone application). Further, I grant permission from the owner to any and all employees and representatives of the City of Olympia and other
governmental agencies to enter upon and inspect said property as reasonably necessary to process this application.

Print Name

.lav Brrrnev

Signature(s)

\-- /h-- -/0/(,

Date

Slzztrt

EGEüVE
MAR 2 I 20t7

. COMMUNITY PI.ANNING
AND DEVELOPMENT OEPT \\calvin\GG\Genl Govtvay B\2017\Bentridge Comp Plan Amendment\Application\Bentridge CPA Application.doc 07ll l/08
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Case #:

Received

LY

leå t Master File #: 17-0001 Date:

Project Planner: Joyce Related Cases

GENTDNL LAND USE APPLIOATION

One or more of the following Supplements must be attached to this General Land Use Application:
E Adjacent Property Owner List E Large Lot Subdivision
E Annexation Notice of lntent E Parking Variance
E Annexation Petition (with BRB Form) E Preliminary Long Plat
tr Binding Site Plan E Preliminary PRD
E Boundary Line Adjustment (Lot Consolidation) E Reasonable Use Exception (CriticalAreas)
E Conditional Use Permit tr SEPA Checklist
E Design Review - Concept (Major) E Shoreline Development Permit (JARPA Form)
E Design Review - Detail tr Short Plat
E Environmental Review (CriticalArea) E Tree Plan
E Final Long Plat E Variance or Unusual Use (Zoning)
fl Final PRD x Other Comprehensive Plan Amendment. Rezone
E Land Use Review (Site Plan) Supplement

Project Name LBA Woods - Bentridoe Villaoe Parcel

Proiect Address: 3900 Bloct of Boulevard Rd SE

Applicant: Citv of Olvmoia

Mailing Address: PO Box 1967 Olvmoia WA 98507-1967

Phone Numbe(s) 360-753-8740

E-mailAddress: iburnevtôci.olvmoia.wa. us

Owner (if other than applicant)

Mailing Address:

Phone Numbe(s)

Other Authorized Representative (if any): Jav Burnev. Assistant Citv Manaoer

Mailing Address: PO Box 1967 Olvmoia WA 98507-1967

Phone Numbe(s): 360-753-8740

E-mail Address: iburnevtOci.olvmoia.wa. us

Pro¡ect Description: Redesionate and rezone the Bentridqe Villaqe site to allow for approximatelv 59 acres of park, 2.8 acres for a
future road extension of Loo Cabin Road from Boulevard Road to Wiqqins Road, and for approximately 10 acres to be set aside for
residential and neiohborhood retail uses.

Size of Project Site: 71.86 acres

Assessor Tax Parcel Numbe(s): 1 1830330000

Section :30 Township: 18N Range: 1W

EGEIVE
ì,|åfi,',¿,Sr?ß17,.,

COMMUNITY PI-ANNING
AND DEVELOPMENT DEPT.

¡ 601 4'n Ave E, 2"'Floor, Olympia, WA 98501 | Ph 360-753-8314 | Fax 360-753-8087 | olympiawa.gov

\\calvin\gg\genl govt\jay b\2017\bentridge comp plan amendment\application\general land use.docx
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Full Legal Description of Subject Property (attached Ü)
The South half of the Southwest ouarter of Section 30. Townshio 1 8 North, Ranqe 1 West, Willamette Meridian, Washinqton, EXCEPT
the North 430 feet of the West 574.5 feet as conveyed to Thurston CountLand the Citv of Olympia bv deeds recorded under Auditods
File Numbers 539316 and 638169 respectivelv and EXCEPT the West 30 feet of the remainder for the County Road known as
Boulevard Roacl

Zoning: Neiohborhood Villaoe

Shoreline Designation (if applicable): Does not aoolv

SpecialAreas on or near Site (show areas on site plan)

tr Creek or Stream (name): None

tr Lake or Pond (name):

tr Swamp/BogMetland

None

x Steep Slopes/DraWGully/Ravine

tr Scenic Vistas

D Historic Site or Structure

x Flood Hazard Area (show on site plan)

tr None

Water Supply (name of utility if applicable): Cifv of Olvmnia

Existing None

Proposed: To be determined

Sewage Disposal (name of utility if applicable) Citu of Olvmnia/l OTT

Existing None

Proposed: To be determined

Access (name of sheet(s) from which access will be gained) Boulevard Road SE

I affirm that all answers, statements, and information submitted with this application are correct and accurate to the best of my knowledge.
I also affirm that I am the owner of the subject site or am duly authorized by the owner to act with respect to this application. Further, I

grant permission from the owner to any and all employees and representatives of the City of Olympia and other governmental agencies to
enter upon and inspect said property as reasonably necessary to process this application. I agree to pay all fees of the City that apply to
this application.

signature ¡-* (\'.-' Date 3lrtltl
I understand tnat torQnly| e ot appticatiãnmifted, the applicant is required to pay actual Hearing Examiner
costs, which may be higher or lower than any deposit amount. I hereby agree to pay any such costs.#

Applicants are required to post the project site with a sign provided by the City within seven days of this
being deemed complete. Please contact staff for more information

Each complete General Land Use Application shall include each of the followinq:

1 . Vicinity map depicting location of project with respect to nearby streets and other major features, and encompassing at least
one (1)square mile, and not more than forty (40)square miles.

2. Unless exempt, an environmental checklist with typed and title-company certified list of property owners of record within 300
feet of the project site. (See Olvmpia Municipal Code (OMC) 14,04,060 and WAC '197-1'l-800 regarding exemptions.)

3. All supplemental attachments for each and every land use approval required by the City of Olympia for the proposed project.

4. A map to scale depicting all known or suspected critical areas on the site or within 300 feet of the site, (See Chapter 18.32 of
the OMC.)

5. An Environmental Review Report if within 300 feet of any critical area (wetland, stream, landslide hazard area or other critical
area. (See Chapter 18.32 of the OMC,)

\\calvin\gg\genl govt\jay b\2017\bentridge comp plan amendment\application\general land use.docx
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OFFICIAL USE ONLY

Case #: Master File #: 17-0001 Date

Received Planner: Related Cases:

/ Rezone E Text Amendment

Current land use zone: Neiohborhood Villaoe 171.86 acres)

REZoNE ORtoDE TEXT AMENDNfrNT SUPPLEMENT

Proposed zone: Residential4-8161 86 acres): Residenfial Multifamilv 18 10 acres ): Neiohborhood Retaill0-1 acre)

Answer the followinq questions (attach seoarate sheet):

A. How is the proposed zoning consistent with the Comprehensive Plan including the Plan's Future Land Use map as

described in OMC 18.59.055? lf not consistent, what concurrent amendment of the Plan has been proposed, if any?

B. How would the proposed change in zoning maintain the public health, safety and welfare?

C. How is the proposed zoning consistent with other development regulations that implement the Comprehensive Plan?

D. How will the change in zoning result in a district that is compatible with adjoining zoning districts?

E. Please describe whether public facilities and services existing and planned for the area are now adequate, or likely to be
available, to serve potential development allowed by the proposed zone.

A Rezone Or Code Text Amendment Application shall accomoanv a General Land Use Application and shall include:

1. The current zoning of the site.

2. The proposed zoning of the site,

3. Speciflc text amendments proposed in "bill-format." (See example.)

4. A statement justifying or explaining reasons for the amendment or rezone.

5. Reproducible maps (8%" x17" ot 11" x17") to include a vicinity map with highlighted area to be rezoned and any nearby
city limits, and a map showing physical features of the site such as lakes, ravines, streams, flood plains, railroad lines,
public roads, and commercial agriculture lands.

6. A site plan of any associated project.

7, Asite sketch 8/2" x11" or 11" x 17" (reproducible).

8. A typed and certified list, prepared by title company, of all property owners of record within 300 feet of the proposed

rezone,

9. A copy of the Assessor's Map showing specific parcels proposed for rezone and the immediate vicinity.

10. An Environmental(SEPA)Checklist.

NOTE: Although applications may be submitted at any time, site specific rezone reguesfs are only
reviewed twice each year beginning on April 1 and October 1.

Applicants are required to post the project site with a sign provided by the City within seven days of
th¡fQffi@iffiAffiFffifted complete. Please contact City staff for more information.

MAR,2"9"û0lÏn' & Development | 601 4tn Ave E, 2nd Floor, Olympia, WA 98501 | Ph 360-753-8314 | Fax 360-753-8087 | olympiawa.gov
\\calvin\GG\Genl GovtUay B\2017\Bentridge Comp Plan Amendment\Application\Rezone Application.docx
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1. How is the proposed zoning consistent with the Comprehensive Plan including the Plan's Future Land Use
map as described in OMC 18.59.055? lf not consistent, what concurrent amendment of the Plan has been
proposed, if any?

A comprehensive plan amendment is simultaneously proposed. Ihe applications should be reviewed together and the
designations proposed for the amendment to the Future Land Use Map of the comprehensive plan are consrsfe nt with
the proposed zoning drsfrrcfs as descrlbed in OMC 18.59.055 "Consistency between the zoning map and the future land
use map".

2. How would the proposed change in zoning maintain the public health, safety and welfare?

The maþrity of the site is being proposed for Low Density Neighborhood and Residential 4-8 zoning, consisfenf with the
land surrounding the sde. Ihe City recently purchased the property so fhe majorrty of the site could be used as
parl</open space land. The propefty adjacentto the eastis a/so owned by the City, as is LBA Park located northerly of
the eastern half of the sife. Ihe rezone will allow the site to be used in a manner that is different from the adopted
Master Plan for Bentridge Village,

Ihe sife will continue to be serued by Ctty of Olympia Police and Fire Departments and will provide increased
recreational opportunities for the community.

3. How is the proposed zoning consistent with other development regulations that implement the Comprehensive
Plan?

The proposed zoning is consistent with other development regulations that implement the Comprehensive Plan, such as
the Engineering and Erosion Control Standards. Any future development - whether residential or for park
improvements or the extension of Log Cabin Road - will be reviewed to ensure consistency with the city's zoning and
development standards, including the new Low lmpact Development stormwater standards.

4. How will the change in zoning result in a district that is compatible with adjoining zoning districts?

The majority of the siteis proposed for Residential 4-8 zoning, the same zoning that surrounds fhe property to the north,
easl soufh, and west. There is an area to the northwest of the site that is zoned Residential 6-12, a similar zoning
district.

Ten acres of the site ts proposed for Residential Multifamily 18 (RM-1 8) zoning, wtth the potential for up to 1 acre of that
to be zoned for Neighborhood Retail. The RM-18 zoning district would allow for a mix of housing types, from single
family homes and duplexes, to cottages and townhornes, to tri-plexes, four-plexes, and apartmenfs fo be built at a
density of 8-24 units per acre (average of 18 units per acre) to help offset the 501 residential units that will not be built
under the Bentridge Village master plan, A neighborhood retail area was part of the approved master plan. Having a
small retail area (Neighborhood Retail zones can be up to one acre in size) would potentially reduce the amount of
residential development, but would provide convenient small-scale retail options for the site and surrounding area.

5. Please describe whether public facilities and services existing and planned for the area are now adequate, or
likely to be available, to serve potential development allowed by the proposed zone.

Public services and facilities are adequate or likely to be available to serue potentialdevelopment. Provision of
sanitary sewer will be the most challenging, given that the majority of the area rs seryed by STEP sysfems, Ihe
city has sfandards for STEP sysfems that \imit the properties that can connect to them. lmprovements to the
sanitary sewersysfem are associated with street improvements planned in the area and will bring gravity sewer
closer to the site. However, given the reduction in residential units from the approved master plan (501
residential units) to the proposed density (estimated at 162-180 residentialunifs + parks and open space), it will
be more expensive per unitto provide sewerto the site.
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EGEilVE
MAR 2,I 20t7SEPA ENVIRONMENTAL CHEcKLIST

COMMUNITY PI-ANNING
AND DEVELOPMENT DEPT

Purpose of checklist:

Governmental agencies use this checklist to help determine whether the environmental impacts of your
proposal are significant. This information is also helpful to determine if available avoidance, minimization
or compensatory mitigation measures will address the probable significant impacts or if an environmental
impact statement will be prepared to further analyze the proposal.

I n structi o ns fo r ap pl i c ants:

This environmental checklist asks you to describe some basic information about your proposal. Please
answer each question accurately and carefully, to the best of your knowledge. You may need to consult
with an agency specialist or private consultant for some questions. You mav use "not applicable" or
"does not aoolv" onlv when vou can exnlain whv it does not aoolv and not when the answer is unknown
You may also attach or incorporate by reference additional studies reports. Complete and accurate
answers to these questions often avoid delays with the SEPA process as well as later in the decision-
making process.

The checklist questions apply to all parts of vour proposal, even if you plan to do them over a period of
time or on different parcels of land. Attach any additional information that will help describe your proposal
or its environmental effects. The agency to which you submit this checklist may ask you to explain your
answers or provide additional information reasonably related to determining if there may be significant
adverse impact.

lnstructions for Lead Agencies:
Please adjust the format of this template as needed. Additional information may be necessary to
evaluate the existing environment, all interrelated aspects of the proposal and an analysis of adverse
impacts. The checklist is considered the first but not necessarily the only source of information needed to
make an adequate threshold determination. Once a threshold determination is made, the lead agency is
responsible for the completeness and accuracy of the checklist and other supporting documents.

lJse of checktist for nonproject proposals; fhelpl

For nonproject proposals (such as ordinances, regulations, plans and programs), complete the applicable
parts of sections A and B plus the SUppLEMENTAL sHEET FoR NoNpRoJEcr AcroNS (part D). Please
completely answer all questions that apply and note that the words "project," "applicant," and "property or
site" should be read as "proposal," "proponent," and "affected geographic area," respectively. The lead
agency may exclude (for non-projects) questions in Part B - Environmental Elements -that do not
contribute meaningfully to the analysis of the proposal.

A. Background therpt

1. Name of proposed project, if applicable: fhelpl

LBA Woods - Bentridge Village site

SEPA Environmental checklist (WAC 197-ll-960) July 2016 Page 1 of 18
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2. Name of applicant: [helpl

City of Olympia

3. Address and phone number of applicant and contact person: thelpl

Jay Burney, Assistant City Manager
Ciry of Olympia
PO Box 1967 Olympia, t/'A 98507-1967
360-7s3-8740
j b urney@c i. o lymp i a. w a. us

4. Date checklist prepared: lhelpl

March 17,2017

5. Agency requesting checklist: fhelpl

City of OlympiaCommunity Planning & Development Department

6. Proposed timing or schedule (including phasing, if applicable): thelpl

Comprehensive Plan Amendment and Rezone proposals to be determined by the end of 2017

7. Do you have any plans for future additions, expansion, or further activity related to or
connected with this proposal? lf yes, explain. lhelpl

The majority of the site will be usedfor park and open space purposes, however approximately
ten qcres will be set aside þr future residential and neighborhood scale retail uses. Less than
three acres of the site will be usedþr the extension of Log Cabin Roadfrom Boulevard Road SE
across the site, then continuing east to l{iggins Road SE. This street extenstion is a regionally
important transportation connection included in the City's Transportation Chapter of the
Comprehensive Plan as well as in the Regional Transportation Plan.

8. List any environmental information you know about that has been prepared, or will be
prepared, directly related to this proposal. thelpl

Extensive environmental review was conducted during the review and approval of the Bentridge
Village Master Plan, whichwas submitted in September 2005 and approved in December 2009..

9. Do you know whether applications are pend¡ng for governmental approvals of other
proposals directly affecting the property covered by your proposal? lf yes, explain. lhelpl

None lvtown directly fficting this site, however the City does høve a recently approved water
reservoir project on property immediately to the east of the site.

10. List any government approvals or permits that will be needed for your proposal, if known. fhelpl

Future development will require land use review and approval, which may include land division,
site plan review, further environmental review, design review, stormwater and utility review and
approval, ønd building permits.

SEPA Environmental checklist (WAC 197-11-960) July 2016 Page 2 of t8
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1 1. Give brief, complete description of your proposal, including the proposed uses and the size of the
project and site. There are several questions later in this checklist that ask you to describe certain
aspects of your proposal. You do not need to repeat those answers on this page. (Lead agencies may
modify this form to include additional specific information on project description ) thelpl

The proposal is to redesignate and rezone the 7l.86 Bentridge Neighborhood Village site by
amending the comprehensive plan and zoning map. Other minor text amendments to support the
change are also proposed. The site currently has master plan approval to construct 501
residential units. The City recently purchøsed the property and intends to use the majority of the
site to expand LBA Park. A portion of the site would befor thefuture street connection of Log
Cabin Road across this sitefrom Boulevard Road easterly to Wiggins Road. Approximately ten
acres is proposed to be usedfor future residential development and a small neighborhood retail
site.

12. Location of the proposal. Give sufficient information for a person to understand the precise location
of your proposed project, including a street address, if any, and section, township, and range, if known. lf
a proposal would occur over a range of area, provide the range or boundaries of the site(s). Provide a
legal description, site plan, vicinity map, and topographic map, if reasonably available. While you should
subm¡t any plans required by the agency, you are not required to duplicate maps or detailed plans
submitted with any perm¡t appl¡cations related to this checklist. [helpl

The property is located in the 3900 block of Boulevard Road SE, on the east side of Boulevard
Road SE, immediately north of the city limits boundary. The site is south and east of the existing
water reservoir located near the roundabout at the intersection of Boulevard Road and Log
Cabin Road SE. The site is immediately south of LBA Park and is immediately west of city owned
property thatfronts on Morse Merryman Road SE. This site is in the southeast portion of the City
of Olympia, is located in the Chambers Lake Basin Neighborhood, and is immediately north of
the Newcastle and l(ilderness subdivisions.

B. eTvTRoNMENTAL ELEMENTS fhetpl

1. Earth fhelpl

a. General description of the site: lhelpl

(circle one): Flat, Ig!!!!!9, hilly, steep slopes, mountainous, other

b. What is the steepèst slope on the site (approximate percent slope)? [helpl

The site does contain steep slopes. Elevation changes from approximately 200' to 250', with the
lowest elevations in the south,vest portion of the site. The elevation increases to the north and
east. The steepest slope on the site is approximately 30%.

See map of contours and approximate steep slope locations below.

SEPA Environmental checklist (WAC 197-11-960) July 20'16 Page 3 of l8
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c. What general types of soils are found on the site (for example, clay, sand, gravel, peat, muck)? lf you
know the classification of agricultural soils, specify them and note any agricultural land of long{erm
commercial significance and whether the proposal results in removing any of these soils. lhelpl

According to the USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service website (accessed on 3/7/2017),
the þllowing soil types are on site and in the area:
Alderwood grøvelly sandy loam, I to 15 percent slopes
Everett very gravelly sandy loam, I to 15 percent slopes
Everett very grøvelly sandy loqm, l5 to 30 percent slopes
Everett very grøvelly sandy loam, 30 to 50 percent slopes
Kapowsin silt loam, 3 to 15 percent slopes
Yelmfine sandy loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes

d. Are there surface indications or h¡story of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity? lf so, describe.
thelpl

None lcnown specifically, however there are steep slopes on site, which are subject to the
requirements of the Critical Areas Ordinance as outlined in the Olympia Municipal Code,
Chapter 18.32.

e. Describe the purpose, type, total area, and approximate quantities and total affected area of any filling,
excavation, and grading proposed. lndicate source of fill. thelpl

Nofilling, excqvation, or grading is proposed at this time.

f. Could erosion occur as a result of clearing, construction, or use? lf so, generally describe. lhelpl

Nofilling, excøvation, or grading is proposed qt this time. Anyfuture development proposals
would be subject to the policies, rules, and standards in place at that time.

g. About what percent of the site will be covered with impervious surfaces after project construction (for
example, asphalt or buildings)? thelpl
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No change proposed at this time. This is a non-project proposal that would result in less
development potential than is currently allowed.

h. Proposed measures to reduce or control eros¡on, or other impacts to the earth, if any: fhelpl

None at this time.

2. Alr fhelpl

a. What types of emissions to the air would result from the proposal during construction, operation, and
maintenance when the project is completed? lf any, generally describe and give approximate
quantities if known. Ihelpl

None, this is a non-project proposal.

b. Are there any off-site sources of emissions or odor that may affect your proposal? lf so, generally
describe. Ihelpì

None.

c. Proposed measures to reduce or control emissions or other impacts to air, if any: Ihelpl

None, this is a non-project proposal.

3. Water lhelpl

a. Surface Water:

1) ls there any surface water body on or in the immediate vicinity of the site (including year-round and
seasonal streams, saltwater, lakes, ponds, wetlands)? lf yes, describe type and provide names. lf
appropriate, state what stream or river it flows into. Jhelpl

The nearest water body is llard Lake, approximately 1,800 feet to the west of the site. The lake is
separatedfrom the site by streets and residences. Chambers Lake is located approximately 4,600

feet to the north and east of the site. There are no streams or wetlands on the site. A small area of
100-year floodplain is present along a portion of the eastern side of the site and in the southwest
corner ofthe property.

2) Will the project require any work over, in, or adjacent to (within 200 feet) the described waters? lf
yes, please describe and attach available plans. fhelpl

None, this is a non-project proposal.

3) Estimate the amount of fill and dredge material that would bq placed in or removed from surface
water or wetlands and indicate the area of the site that would be affected.
lndicate the source of fill material. thelpl

None, this is a non-project proposal.

4) Will the proposal require surface water withdrawals or diversions? Give general description,
purpose, and approximate quantities if known. fhelpl
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None, this is a non-project proposal.

5) Does the proposal lie within a 1OO-year floodplain? lf so, note location on the site plan. lhelpl

A small areq of 100-yearfloodplain is present along a portion of.the eastern side of the site and
in the soutlnvest corner of the property.

6) Does the proposal involve any discharges of waste materials to surface waters? lf so, describe the
type of waste and anticipated volume of discharge. fhelpl

No, this is a non-project proposal.

b. Ground Water:

1) Will groundwater be withdrawn from a wellfor drinking water or other purposes? lf so, give a
general description of the well, proposed uses and approximate quantities withdrawn from the well
Willwater be discharged to groundwater? Give general description, purpose, and approximate
quantities if known. lhelpl

No, this is a non-project proposal.

2) Describe waste material that will be discharged into the ground from septic tanks or other sources,
if any (for example: Domestic sewage; industrial, containing thefollowing chemicals. . . ;

Agricultural; etc.). Describe the general size of the system, the number of such systems, the
number of houses to be served (if applicable), or the number of animals or humans the system(s)
are expected to serve. [helpl

None, this is anon-project proposal.

c. Water runoff (including stormwater):

1) Describe the source of runoff (including storm water) and method of collection and disposal, if any
(include quantities, if known). Where will this water flow? Will this water flow into other waters? lf
so, describe. lhelpl
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None, this is a non-project proposal.

2) Could waste materials enter ground or surface waters? lf so, generally describe. lhelpl

No, this is a non-project proposal.

3) Does the proposal alter or otherwise affect drainage patterns in the vicinity of the site? lf so,
describe. lhelpl

None, this is a non-project proposal.

d. Proposed measures to reduce or control surface, ground, and runoff water, and drainage pattern
impacts, if any: thelpl

None, this is ø non-project proposal,

4. Plants lhelpl

a. Check the types of vegetation found on the site: lhelpl

/ deciduous tree: alder, maple, aspen, other
/ evergreen tree: fir, cedar, pine, otherWestern Hemlock
r' shrubs
,/ grass

_pasture
crop or grain

_ Orchards, vineyards or other permanent crops.
_ wet soil plants: cattail, buttercup, bullrush, skunk cabbage, other

water plants: water lily, eelgrass, milfoil, other
other types of vegetation

b. What kind and amount of vegetation will be removed or altered? fhelpl

None, this is a non-project proposal.

c. List threatened and endangered species known to be on or near the site. fhelpl

There are no lvtown threatened or endangered plant species on the site. A review of the Priority and
Habitat Species maps did not show protected habitat areøs are present in the study area.

d. Proposed landscaping, use of native plants, or other measures to preserve or enhance vegetation on
the site, if any: lhelpl

None, this is a non-project proposal,

e. List all noxious weeds and invasive species known to be on or near the site. thelpl

According to Thurston County Geodata, there are no noxious weeks on the site. However, there
are noxious weeds in the area, including on adjacent properties. Noxious weeds in the vicinity
include Japanese Knotweed, Bohemian Knotweed, Poison Hemlock, and Tansy Ragwort.
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5. Animals fhelpl

a. List any birds and other animals which have been observed on or near the site or are known to be on
or near the site. lhelpl

Examples include:

birds: hawk, heron, eagle, songbirds, other:
mammals: deer, bear, elk, beaver, other:
fish: bass, salmon, trout, herring, shellfish, other 

-
b. List any threatened and endangered species known to be on or near the site. lhelp]

A review of the tltashington State Department of Fßh and Wildlife's Priority Habitat and Species
(PHS) maps does not show specific habitat on the site. However, it does identrfu the general area is
habitatþr the Little Brown Myotis (commonly lvtown as a little brown bat), Yuma Myotis (a species
of vesper bat, similar to the little brown bat), and Big Brown Bat. All three of these bats have
habitat extending north and southfrom California into Canada.

According to the l(ashington State Department of Fish and tlildlife none of these bats are listed as
threatened or endangered specíes ofconcern.

c. ls the site part of a migration route? lf so, explain. fhelpl

The site and most of l(ashington State are located in the Pacific Fly*øy, which extendsfrom Mexico,
through Canada, and into Alaska.

d. Proposed measures to preserve or enhance wildlife, if any: lhelpl

None, this is a non-project proposal.

e. List any invasive animal species known to be on or near the site. thelpl

None.

6. Energy and Natural Resources lhelpì

a. What kinds of energy (electric, natural gas, oil, wood stove, solar) will be used to meet the completed
project's energy needs? Describe whether it will be used for heating, manufacturing, etc. fhelpl

None, this is anon-project proposal.

b. Would your project affect the potential use of solar energy by adjacent properties? lf so, generally
describe. thelpl

No, this is a non-project proposal.

c. What kinds of energy conservation features are included in the plans of this proposal? List other
proposed measures to reduce or control energy impacts, if any: fhelpl

None, this is a non-project proposal.
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7. Environmental Health lhelpl

a. Are there any environmental health hazards, including exposure to toxic chemicals, risk of fire and
explosion, spill, or hazardous waste, that could occur as a result of this proposal? lf so, describe.
[helpl

No, this is a non-project proposal.

1) Describe any known or possible contamination at the site from present or past uses. lhelpl

None lmown or suspected

2) Describe existing hazardous chemicals/conditions that might affect prolect development and
design. This includes underground hazardous liquid and gas transmission pipelines located within
the project area and in the vicinity. thelpl

None lvtown or ruspected

3) Describe any toxic or hazardous chemicals that might be stored, used, or produced during the
project's development or construction, or at any time during the operating life of the project.
lhelpl

None known or suspected

4) Describe special emergency services that might be required. [helpl

None, this is a non-project proposal.

5) Proposed measures to reduce or control environmental health hazards, if any: Ihelpì

None, this is a non-project proposal.

b. Noise thelpl

1) What types of noise exist in the area which may affect your project (for example: traffic, equipment,
operation, other)? lhelpl

None, this is a non-project proposal.

2) What types and levels of noise would be created by or associated with the pro¡ect on a short-term
or a long-term basis (for example: traffic, construction, operation, other)? lndicate what hours noise
would come from the site. fhelpl

None, this is ø non-project proposal.

3) Proposed measures to reduce or control noise impacts, if any: lhelpl

None, this is a non-project proposal.

8. Land and Shoreline Use thelpl
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a. What is the current use of the site and adjacent properties? Willthe proposal affect current land uses
on nearby or adjacent properties? lf so, describe. fhelpl

The site is currently undeveloped land, primarily covered with trees and understory. There are
trails throughout the site. There is an existing city-owned water reservoir to the northwest, near
a "leg" of a roundabout where Log Cabin Road and Boulevard Road intersect. Property west
and north oJ'the site is in singleJhmily residential development. To the north oJ'the eastern
portion of the site is a city park, LBA Park. East of the site is property that was also recently
purchased by the City of Olympia. A new water reservoir is proposed to the east of the site. The
southern property line is also the City Limits boundary. South of the site is singlefamily

land and a Sound substation.

b. Has the project site been used as working farmlands or working forest lands? lf so, describe. How
much agricultural or forest land of long-term commercial significance will be converted to other uses as
a result of the proposal, if any? lf resource lands have not been designated, how many acres in
farmland or forest land tax status will be converted to nonfarm or nonforest use? thelpl

The site has not been used, at least not over the past several years, as workingfarmland orþrest
Iand.

1) Will the proposal affect or be affected by surrounding working farm or forest land normal business
operations, such as oversize equipment access, the application of pestic¡des, tilling, and
harvesting? lf so, how: lhelpl

Not applicable - this is a non-project proposal.

c. Describe any structures on the site. [helpl

None.

d. Will any structures be demolished? lf so, what? [helpl
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No, this is a non-project proposal.

e. What is the current zoning classification of the site? lhelpl

Neighborhood Village, subject to the approved Bentridge Village Master Plan.

f. What is the current comprehensive plan designation of the site? thelpl

Planned Development, which required an opproved master plan, which essentially becomes the
zoningfor the site.

g. lf applicable, what is the current shoreline master program designation of the site? [helpl

Does not apply.

h. Has any part of the site been classified as a critical area by the city or county? lf so, specify. Ihelpl

No.

i. Approximately how many people would reside or work in the completed prolect? thelpl

None, this is a non-project proposal.

j. Approximately how many people would the completed project displace? Ihelpl

None, this is a non-project proposal.

k. Proposed measures to avoid or reduce displacement impacts, if any: lhelpl

None, this is a non-project proposal.

t-. Proposed measures to ensure the proposal is compatible with existing and projected land uses and
plans, if any: fhelpl

Consideration of the comprehensive plan amendment and rezone through a public process
which includes a public comment period and a public hearing before the City Council makes a
final decision.

m. Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts to agricultural and forest lands of long-term
commercial significance, if any: fhelpl

The subject property is located in the City Limits and is not designated as agricultural or forest
lands of long-term commercial significance under the Growth Management Act or the city's
comprehensive plan. However, it is likely that a greater degree of tree protection will occur
under city ownership when compared to the level of development that is approved in the
Bentridge Village Master PIan.

9. Housing lhelpl

a. Approximately how many units would be provided , ä any? lndicate whether high, middle, or low-
income housing. lhelpl
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None, this is a non-project proposal.

b. Approximately how many units, if any, would be eliminated? lndicate whether high, middle, or
low-income housing. lhelpl

None, thís is ø non-project proposal.

c. Proposed measures to reduce or control housing impacts, if any: [helpl

None, this is a non-project proposal.

10. Aesthetics lhelpl

a. What is the tallest height of any proposed structure(s), not including antennas; what is the principal
exterior building material(s) proposed? fhelpl

Nonei this is a non-project proposal.

b. What views in the immediate vicinity would be altered or obstructed? fhelpl

None, this is a non-project proposal.

b. Proposed measures to reduce or control aesthetic impacts, if any: thelpl

None, this is a non-project proposal.

11. Light and Glare thelpl

a. What type of light or glare will the proposal produce? What time of day would it mainly occur? fhelpl

None, this is a non-project proposal.

b. Could light or glare from the finished project be a safety hazard or interfere with ùiews? fhelpl

No, this is a non-project proposal.

c. What existing off-site sources of light or glare may affect your proposal? fhelpl

None, this is a non-project proposal.

d. Proposed measures to reduce or control light and glare impacts, if any: fhelpl

None, this is a non-project proposal.

12. Recreation lhelpl

a. What designated and informal recreational opportunities are in the immediate vicinity? [helpl

The site is adjacent to LBA Park, bicycle lanes on Boulevard Road, and is near two public
schools with playgrounds. LBA Park offers sofiball and baseballfields, tennis courts, play
equipment, walking/jogging trails, picnic shelters, restrooms, and parking. There are trails on
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the subject property and land the city recently purchased to the east that are used by the public
for walking, jogging, mountain biking and similar uses.

b. Would the proposed project displace any existing recreational uses? lf so, describe. lhelpl

No, this is a non-project proposal.

c. Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts on recreation, including recreation
opportunities to be provided by the project or applicant, if any: lhelpl

None, this is a non-project proposal.

13. Historic and cultural preservat¡on fhelp]

a. Are there any buildings, structures, or sites, located on or near the site that are over 45 years
old listed in or eligible for listing in national, state, or local preservation registers ? lf so,
specifically describe. [helpl

None lcnown.

b. Are there any landmarks, features, or other evidence of lndian or historic use or occupation? This may
include human burials or old cemeteries. Are there any material evidence, artifacts, or areas of cultural
importance on or near the site? Please list any professional studies conducted at the site to identify
such resources. Ihelpl

None lmown.

c. Describe the methods used to assess the potential impacts to cultural and historic resources on or
near the project site. Examples include consultation with tribes and the department of archeology and
historic preservation, archaeological surveys, historic maps, GIS data, etc. fhelpl

None at this time, this is a non-project proposal.

d. Proposed measures to avoid, minimize, or compensate for loss, changes to, and disturbance to
resources. Please.include plans for the above and any permits that may be required. lhelpl

None, this is a non-project proposal.

14. Transportation thelpl

a. ldentify public streets and highways serving the site or affected geographic area and describe
proposed access to the existing street system. Show on site plans, if any. thelpl

The site abuts Boulevard Road on the west and Van Epps Street terminates at the north property
line. Log Cabin Road is planned to extendfrom the roundabout intersection with Boulevard
Road east across the site. Log Cabin Road will continue to the east, across other properties, to
connect with Ihggins Road. This is a regionally important street connection that is included in
the City of Olympia's Comprehensive Plan and the Regional Transportation Plan.

b. ls the site or affected geographic area currently served by public transit? lf so, generally describe. lf
not, what is the approximate distance to the nearest transit stop? lhelpl
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Intercity Transit currently provides service to this geographic area in general, and specifically on
Boulevard Road via Route 94.

c. How many additional parking spaces would the completed project or non-project proposal have? How
many would the project or proposal eliminate? fhelpl

None, this is a non-project proposal.

d. Will the proposal require any new or improvements to existing roads, streets, pedestrian, bicycle or
state transportation facilities, not including driveways? lf so, generally describe (indicate whether
public or private). Ihelpl

None, this is a non-project proposal.

e. Will the project or proposal use (or occur in the immediate vicinity of) water, rail, or air transportation?
lf so, generally describe. Ihelpl

The site is immediately adjacent to Boulevard Road andwill be bisected by the planned extension
of LogCabin Road.

f. How many vehicular trips per day would be generated by the completed project or proposal? lf known,
indicate when peak volumes would occur and what percentage of the volume would be trucks (such as
commercial and nonpassenger vehicles). What data or transþortation models were used to make
these estimates? thelpl

None, this is anon-project proposal.

g. Will the proposal interfere with, affect or be affected by the movement of agricultural and forest
products on roads or streets in the area? lf so, generally describe. fhelpl

No, this is a non-project proposal.

h. Proposed measures to reduce or control transportation impacts, if any: Ihelpl

None, this is a non-project proposal.

15. Public Services thelp'l

a. Would the project result in an increased need for public services (for example: fire protection,
police protection, public transit, health care, schools, other)? lf so, generally describe. [helpl

No, this is a non-project proposal.

b. Proposed measures to reduce or control direct impacts on public services, if any. thelpl

None, this is a non-project proposal.

16. Utilities fhelpl

a. Circle utilities currently available at the site: fhelpl
electricitv. natural qas. water. refuse service. telephone. sanitarv sewer, septic system,
other
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b. Describe the utilities that are proposed for the project, the utility providing the service,
and the general construction activities on the site or in the immediate vicinity which might
be needed. lhelpl

None, this is a non-project proposal.

C. Signaturê thetpl

The above answers are true and complete to the best of my knowledge. I understand that the lead
agency is relying on them to make its decision.

Signature

Name of signee

Position and AgencylOrganization Assistant Citv Manaqer. Citv of Olvmpia

Date Submitted 3lzqltt

D. supplemental sheet for nonproject act¡ons lhetpì

(lT lS NOT NECESSARY to use this sheet for project actions)

Because these questions are very general, it may be helpfulto read them in conjunction with the list of
the elements of the environment.

When answering these questions, be aware of the extent the proposal, or the types of activities likely to
result from the proposal, would affect the item at a greater intensity or at a faster rate than if the proposal
were not implemented. Respond briefly and in generalterms.

1. How.would the proposal be likely to increase discharge to water; emissions to air; production, storage,
or release of toxic or hazardous substances; or production of noise?

The proposed land use designation isfrom Planned Development to Low Density Neighborhood
and Medium Density Neighborhood. Both of the proposed designations are þr less intensive

future land uses than currently exist. The proposed zoning is Residential 4-8 and Residential
Multifamily 18, both ofwhich are less intensive zoning districts than the Neighborhood Village
zoning that is currently in effect. The proposed designations and zoning districts would allow for
the site to be developed less intensely than is approved in the Bentridge Village Master Plan (501
residential units and a small commercial area). The City intends to use the majority of the
property to expand LBA Park and construct the Log Cabin Road extension. Approximately 10
acres adjacent to Boulevard Road would be reserved for future residential development and
potentially a small neighborhood retail site.

Proposed measures to avoid or reduce such increases are
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None, this is a non-project proposal that is less intensive than the type and scale of development
approvedfor the site.

2. How would the proposal be likely to affect plants, animals, fish, or marine life?

l'he proposal is likely to provide Jitr the greater protection oJ'planß and animals as compared to
the development allowed by the Bennidge Village Master Plan because more of the site will
remain in a more natural condition. A direct affect tofish or marine life is not anticipated, but
withfewer streets and sidewalks, and less impemious surfaces overall in the current proposal,
there will be less chance of stormwater impactingwater systems in the area.

Proposed measures to protect or conserve plants, animals, fish, or marine life are:

Anyfuture development of the site will be able to make use of the environmental work that has
already been conducted on the site during the Bentridge Village Master Plan review and
approval process, althoughupdates may be needed. Additionally, anyfuture development on site
will be subject to its own environmental review and will be subject to any new requirements or
standards in place qt that time.

3. How would the proposal be likely to deplete energy or natural resources?

This.proposal is not anticipated to deplete energl or natural resoulces because there will be less
residential development than is currently allowed under the master plan. Future development
will go through its own environmental review and any energy or natural resources will be more
specffically assessed at thqt time.

Proposed measures to protect or conserve energy and natural resources are

There are no specific meosures proposedfor the protection and conservation of energt and
natural resources. However, as a result of less intense development planned than is currently
allowed under the Bentridge Village Master Plan, there should be less demandfor energt and
less impact to natural resources. Over 300 residential units will not be built on this site, which
will result in a lower demandfor energl use. Natural resources will not be impacted as much as
they would be under the currently approved plan because a greater amount of land area will
remain undisturbed and vegetatedwith trees and understory.

4. How would the proposal be likely to use or affect environmentally sensitive areas or areas designated
(or eligible or under study) for governmental protection; such as parks, wilderness, wild and scenic
rivers, threatened or endangered species habitat, historic or cultural sites, wetlands, floodplains, or
prime farmlands?

The only lcnown or suspected environmentally sensitive area on site is a small area near
Boulevard Road that is designated as 100-yearfloodplain. The areawas approved.for some
residential development and stormwater ponds in the Bentridge Village Master PIan. This area is
located in the ten acre portion of the site that is being proposedforfuture residential
development. Anyfuture development that occurs will need to be reviewedfor compliance with
the floodplain rules and maps that are in ffict at that time.

Proposed measures to protect such resources or to avoid or reduce impacts are:
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Future proiect review will consider the specific proposal and the rules and regulations in place at
that time. The City has a critical areas ordinance, environmental review standards, and
floodplaia and building requirements that must be met during the land use review process or the
proposal would not be approved.

5. How would the proposal be likely to affect land and shoreline use, including whether it would allow or
encourage land or shoreline uses incompatible with existing plans?

The proposed Future Land Use Map designation and rezone would be to allow less Jüture
development than is currently allowed under the existing desígnation and zoning. The City
purchased the land in order to retain vegetation and expand the city's parl<s and open space
acreage. One of the consideration, *od" beþre purchasing the pioperty was whàtheròr not the
City could still accommodate the amount of population projectedfor the city by 2035, in
accordance with the City's comprehensive plan, if this 71.86 acre site (and an additional 75 acres
located to'the east) was not developed with the amount of residential density assumed in the plan.

An analysis by Thurston Regional Planning Council QRPC)found that the city could still
accommodate its planned population growth without these properties being developed. However,
a small neighborhood commercial area in a portion of ten acres of the site is being proposed, to
help retain and implement a portion of the plan's intent - that of providing residences at urban
densities in urban areas wltere services exist or can be extended, and along transit routes, with
conveniently located neighborhood retail areas in certain locations across the city.

Proposed measures to avoid or reduce shoreline and land use impacts are:

Future land uses will be subject to specific land use and environrnental review, to determine how
the proiects meet requirements þr development, includingfor steep slopes andfloodplains. The

future development (parlcs, open space, street connection, and approximately I0 øcres of
residential medium density development with a small neighborhood retail area) will have less
impervious surface in comparison to the development pattern approved in the Bentridge Village
Master Plan. Additionally,future developmentwill have to meet the city's newer Low Impact
Development standards and new Critical Areas Ordinance requirements, which have been
adopted by the City since the Master Plan was approved.

6. How would the proposal be likely to increase demands on transportation or public services and
utilities?

The site is curuently vacant, so any change in its use will likely be an increase in demandfor
transportation, public services, and utilities. The site is well-situated to be walkableþr the
surrounding neighborhoods and accessible by public transit. There will be a slight increase in
demandfor public services and utilitíes to serve an expanded LBA Park, potentiøllyþr uses like
public restrooms, lightingfor sports fields or playgrounds, etc. There would likely be additional
parking added, an increase in parks programmingþr scheduled use of picnic shelters and sports
fields, etc.

Proposed measures to reduce or respond to such demand(s) are

The City has committed to construct the Log Cabin Road extension across the site, which is q
regionally signfficant segment of the transportation system that was anticipated to be constructed
by developers of the site.
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The overall increase in demandþr transportation, public services, and utilities, while still an
increase over current conditions, is deemed to be a lesser amount than the increase in demand
anticipatedfrom development under the Bentridge Village Master Plan.

7. ldentify, if possible, whether the proposal may confl¡ct with local, state, or federal laws or
requirements for the protection of the environment.

The proposal, nor anyfuture development under the proposed designations and zoning, conflicts
with local, state, or federsl lãws or requirements for protection of the environment. All future
development, whether proposed by the city or prívate developer, will be subject to land use and
environmental review under the laws, codes, and procedures in place at that time. The City is
committed to environmental protection and responsible development, as is indicøted by the goals
and policies of the comprehensive plan.

SEPA Environmental checklist (WAC 197-ll-960) July 2016 Page 18 of 18
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t

OFFICIAL USE ONLY
Case #: Master File #: tî- ¡rlq
Received By:ìdlL Project Plannen

I affirm that all answers, statements, and informalion submitted with this application are correct and accurate lo the best of my knowledge, lalso
affirmE ldo not afürmE that I am the owner of the subject site or am duly authorized by lhe owner to act wiür respect to thls application (in the case
of a rezone applicatíon). Further, I grant permission from lhe owner to any and all employees and representatives of lhe Ci$ of Olympia and other
governmental agencies to enter upon and inspect said property as reasonably necessary to process this application,

Finql comprehensive Plon Amendment Applicotion

or more of the be attached to this Plan Amendment
X
tr
I]

Comprehensíve Plan Amendment (Proposed Specific Text andlor Maps)

Any Related Zoning Map (Rezone) or Text Amendmenl

Other

Adjacent Property Owner List (lf site-specific
amendment)

SEPA Checklisttr

Phone Numbe(s): 356-753.8333

E-mailAddress:

Applicant City of Olympia Public Works Deoartment, Transoortation

Mailing Address. P.O. 1967, Otvmoí

Mailing Addressl

Site Owner:

Phone

Other Authorized Representative (if any): Sonhie.Stimeon Senior Planner

Mailing Address: P.O. 1967 Olvmnin wA.98507

Phone Numbe(s): 360.753-8¿q7

E-mail

Description of Proposed Amendment Amend Transoortalion 2030 and Bicycle Network Maos in lhe Comorehensive ptan

Site Address

Size of Proposed Amendment Area: Cilvwide

Assessor Tax Parcel Numbers {s): Cilvwide

tr
EI
tr
tr
tr
tr

Lake or Pond (name):

Swamp/Bog/Wetland

Scenic Vistas

Flood Hazard Area

areas on site plan):Special areas 0n 0r neâr

tr SteepSlopes/DradGully/Ravine

n Histodc Site or Struclure

None

Creek or Skeam (name);

Print Name

+) L* S.(l.rn.çc-\
Date

v ?t

\\C¡lvin\pw tr¡nsporlatior\PlANNlNc\Comp Pl¡il Añerdr 20t^f¡nôl Appl\Finrl Comppl¡nAnftdApp 20I? Tnnsp Mçs doo 0?/l l/08
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3

2

l_

Number
(see

attached
maps)

Proposed change
to street
classification

Proposed new
street connection

Proposed change
to street
classification

Type of Change

Pattison Street

91h Avenue SW

Harrison Kaiser
planning area
(bounded by
Harrison Avenue,
McPhee Road, Tth

Avenue and Kaiser
Road)

Street

Neighborhood
Collector

Street is partially
shown

North/south street
would be local access
(a southern extension
along the rough
alignment of Flowers
Street). Local access

streets are not shown
on maps.

Existing comp plan
map

Major Collector

A Major Collector
extending east from Yauger
Way, connecting w¡th an

existing segment of gth

Avenue, and turning north
to intersect with 7th

Avenue.

North/south street would
be shown as a proposed
major collector

Change proposed

Bike lanes are a required feature of
Major Collectors. This change would
allow bike lanes to be built on
Pattison. No other street connects
Pacific Avenue to Martin Way for
bicyclists in this vicinity.
Transportation 2030 maps and the
Bicycle Network Map would be

A Major Collector is needed to serve
the anticipated land uses and would
allow for bicycle fac¡lities to be
included on this street.
Transportation 2030 maps and the
Bicycle Network Map would be
changed.

A major collector street is needed to
support the anticipated land use
changes in this area, and would
allow for bicycle facil¡ties to be
included on th¡s street.
ïransportation 2030 maps and the
Bicycle Network Map would be
changed.

Reason

Comprehensive Plan Amendments
Preliminary Proposal

Transportatian 2A3O Maps (Southeast, Northeøst, ønd Westside qnd Downtown) ond Bicycte Network Map

FínalApplication April 3,2077 Page 1
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6

5

4 i Accuracy change:
! Strategy Corridor

i designation

Accuracy change:
street connection
exists

Accuracy change:
street connect¡on
alignment

Springwood from
Bethelto Miller

Ensign Road

14tn/Elizabeth/18'h
Avenue

Proposed future
neighborhood collector

Alignment of future
street is shown on east
side of Chehalis
Western trail.

Shown as Strategy
Corridor

Existing neighborhood
collector

Show alignment on west
side of Chehalis Western
trail.

Remove designation

Update map for accuracy.
Transportation 2030 maps would be
changed.

Alignment on east side would
require a crossing of the trail.
Wetland on east side of traíl would
make street construction infeasible.
Transportation 2030 maps would be
changed.

The Strategy Corridor definition is

no longer applicable. The
designation has been removed from
the Regional Transportation Plan.

This is a map update for accuracy.
The Strategy Corridor designation is

intended for streets where level of
service for vehicle capacity may fall
below accepted standards.
Widening and a roundabout has
improved level of service on this
corridor. Transportation 2030 maps
would be changed.

changed.

Final Application April 3,2OI7 Page 2
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I

Transportation 2O3O
Westsíde and Downtown

January 2O76
Publication Date: 121122015 Êffêdive Date:1/1/2016 Ord. f: 698?

a Add s¡gnal or Roundâbout

O Add Turn Lanes Only

O Add Roundabout

Q Level ofservice (LOS) Ft

- 

Ex¡sting Arter¡al

- 

W¡den¡ng of Ex¡sting Arter¡al

"... FutureArterial

- 

Êxisting Major Collector

- 

Widen¡ng of Ex¡sting l\4ajor Collector

¡r.-¡ Future MaiorCollector

- 

Existing Neighborhóod Collector

-. ¡ -¡ Future Ne¡ghborhood Collector

¡-Strâtegy Corr¡dor

lrban corridor

* LOs will be allowed to fall below adopted levels of service at these s¡tes.
Some types of improvements are appropriate.

Notes:

On Strãtegy Corridore, level of service may fall below adopted standards.
Widening may not be a solution to congestion on these streets.
Other improvements are needed for mob¡lity.

ln the downtown and along Urban Corridoß LOS E w¡ll be acceptable
on añer¡al and major collecto6. tn the rest ofthe C¡ty and
Urban Growth Area LOS D is acceptable.

Future development wi¡l provide a street network and connections
to adjacent streets and parcels consistent with the City of Olympia
Engineer¡ng Design and Development Standards.

The specific al¡gnment of the future streets shown will b€ determ¡ned
based on more deta¡led analysis during development review or
City alignment studies.

All widening projects will be built to current street standards.

*

0 0.25 0.5

I-----l ¡¡¡¡sg

Downtown

Urban Growth Area

C¡ty L¡m¡ts

City of Olympio I Ccrpilol of Woslrinqlor¡ Stctte

Proposed Amendments See attached table for explanation
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I

Transportation 2O3O
Southeast
January 2O76

Publicêtion Date: 12/1712015 €fiedive Date:i./fl2176 Ord. #: 6987

a Add S¡gnal or Roundabout

a Add Turn Lanes only

O Add Roundabout

Q Level ofservice (LOS) F*

- 

ExistingArteri¿l

- 

Widening of Exist¡ng Arter¡al

--¡.- tutureArteriâl

- 

Exist¡ng MajorColleclor

E Widen¡ng of Êx¡sting Mãjor Colledor

-r -¡ t Future Mãjor Collector

- 

Existing Neighborhood Collector

.r i¡a Future Ne¡ghborhood Collector

lnStrategy Corr¡dor

]rban corridor

Downtown

[-*"] urban crowth nrea

l-__l cityLirit,
i LOS w¡ll be allowed to fall below adopted levels of serv¡ce at lhese sites.

Some types of ¡mprovements are appmpriate.

Nots:

On Strategy Corrldors, lêwl ofservice mayfall below adopted standards.
W¡dening may not be a solution to congstlon on these stræts"
Other ¡mprovements are needed for mobility.

ln the dNntown and alon8 Urban Coridors LOS E will be acæptable
on arter¡al and major ðllectoß. ln the rest ofthe C¡ty and
Urban Grflth Area LOS D is acceptable.

Future dflelopment w¡ll provide a street netwrk and co¡nectlons
to adjactrt slreets and parcels consistent with the Oty of Olymp¡ã
Êngineering Des¡gn end Development Standards.

The spe¡fic ålignment ofthe future streets shown w¡ll be determ¡ned
based on more deteiled ânalys¡s during dùelopment review or
City al¡gnment studìes.

All widen¡ng pro¡ects will bê built to current str€et standards.

L o o.zs o.s
.[ I-------rMir".

*
City of Olympio I Ccpilcll of Wcrslrinqton Stclte

Proposed Amendments See attached table for explanation
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¡-
I

E

,
,1t""......

Transportation 2030
Northeast
January 2016

Publication Date: 121172015 Effective Date; 1/1/2016
Ordinance fl: 6987

- 

Ex¡st¡ng Arterial

- 

W¡dening of Ex¡sting Arterial

..... FutureArterial

- 

Existing Malor Collector

- 

Widen¡ng of Ex¡st¡ng Major Collector

' ¡ ¡¡ ¡ Future lVajor Collector

- 

Ex¡sting Neighborhood Collector

" "' Future Neighborhood Collêctor

rDStrâtegy Co;ridor

lrbancorridor
Downtown

[*-"ì urban erowth nrea

f-_l cityriritt
* LoS will be allowed to fall below adopted levels of seru¡ce at these sites.

Some types of improvements are appropr¡ate.

Notes:

On Strategy Cônidors, level of service may fall below adopted standaÌds.
Widening m¿y not be a solutlon to cohgestlon on these streets.
Othe! ¡mprovements are needed for mobility.

ln the downtown and along Urban Corridoß l-OS E w¡ll be acæptable
on artedal and ma¡or collectors. ln the rest ofthe City and
Urben Growth Area LOS D ¡s acceptable.

Future development will provide a street network and connections
to ed¡acent streets and parcels consistentwith the City of Olymp¡â
Engineering Des¡gn and Development Standards.

Tie specific al¡gnment of the futurê streets shoìfln will be determ¡ñed
bâsed on more deta¡led analpis during development rev¡ew ot
City el¡gnment studies.

All w¡dening projects w¡ll be built to current street stândards.

o
o
o
o

*

0 0.25 0.5

----1 

M¡les

Add S¡gnal or Roundabout

Add Turn Lånes Only

Add Roundabout

Level of Seru¡ce (LOSi F*

City of Olympio I CcpiTol of Wc¡shinqion Stoie

Proposed Amendments See attached table for explanation
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Cases:

One or more of the following Supplements must þe attached to this General La
E Adjacent Property owner Líst ü Large Lot subdivision
Ü Annexation Notice of lntent fl parking Variance
fl Annexation Petition (with BRB Form)
E Binding Site Plan
t Boundary Line Adjustment (Lot Consolidation)
E Conditional Use Permit
fl Desígn Review - Concept (Major)
B Design Review- Detail
E Environmental Review (Critical Area)
Ú Final Long Plat
E Final PRD
fl Land Use Review (Site Plan) Supplement

fl Preliminary Long Plat
E Preliminary PRD
I Reasonable Use Exception (CriticalAreas)
B SEPA Checklist
fl Shoreline Development Permit (JARPA Form)
E Short Plat
E Tree Plan
E Variance or Unusual Use (Zoning)
El Other Comorehensive Plan Amendment

icetion

Address:

Project Name: MaoAmendmentsCitv of Olvmoia - 2030 and Bicvcle

Applicant: Works Deoartnent. Transoorîalinn

Mailing Address:

Phone Numbe(s): 360-753-8333

Citv of Olvmoia.

PO Rnv 1047 Olvmnia WA 985n7-1

E-mailAddrcss

Owner (if otherthan applicant):

Mailing Address:

Phone Number($):

Other Authorized Representative (if any): -Êonhíe

Mailing Address: wA 98507-f 967

Phone Numberþ): 360-753-8497

Senior Planner Citv of
PO Bor 1067

E-mailAddress:

Poject Description: Ame¡d 
'Iransportation 2030 and Bicycle Networt Maos in the Corlprchenqive plan

Sec-tion Townshíp Range;

Size of Project Síte:Citvwide

Assessor Tax Parcel Numbe(s): Cituwide

GEN TIONAL LAND USE APPLI

OFTICIAL USE ONLY

Case #:

Reæived By:

Master File #: t1- tv7 q
Project Plannen

Commun¡tyPlânning&Development | 60x.4thAveE,2ndFloor,olympia,WA 98501 | ph360-753,g314 | Fax360.753-8087 lolymp¡awe.gov

\\ülvin\pw trerpo,tstion\plsnni¡g\conp ptûn añends 201^fìn¡l sppl\linol app genenlluappl¡ürio!-dM
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Full Legal Description of Subject Property (attached Qi; .' i:., . ï. i
Citvwide !lr'-

Zoning Cituwide

Shoreline Designation (if applicable) nla

SpecialAreas on or near Síte (show areas on site plan):

D Creek or Stream (name): Citvwidn

B Lake or Pond {name);

D Swamp/BogMetland

Cituwide

D Steep Slopes/DradGully/Ravine

D Scenic Vistas

Û Histodc Site or Structure

fl Flood Hazard Area (show on site plan)

3 None

Water Supply (name of utility if applicable):

Existing: nla

Proposed; nla

Sewage Disposal (name of utility if applicable) nla

Existing 'nla

Proposed: nla

Access {name of street(s) from which access will be gained): nfa

I

I afürm that all answers, statements, and information submifted with this applicatíon are conect and accurate to the best of my knowledge.
I also affirm that I am the owner of the subject site or am duly authodzed by the owner to act with respect to this application. Further, I

grant permission fom the owner to any and all employees and representatives of the City of Olympia and other govemmental agencies to
enter upon and inspect said as reasonably to process this application. I agree to pay all fees of the City that apply to
this application.

Signature DaE '$ 3t l7
understand that for the type of application submitted, the applicant is required to pay actual Hearing Examiner

lnitíals costs, which may be higher or lower than any deposit amount. I hereby agree to pay any such costs,

Fach complete Gqneral Land UrelonllgFtion shall include each of the following:

1. Vicinity map depicting location of project with respect to nearby streets and other major features, and encompassing at least
one (1) square mile, and not more than fody {a0) square miles,

2. Unless exempt, an environmental checklist with typed and title-company certifíed list of property owners of record within 300
feet of the project site, {See Qlvnpia Munioipal Code (OMC) 14.04.060 and WAC 197-11-800 regarding exemptions.}

3. All supplemenial attachments for each and every land use approval required by the City of Olympia for the proposed project,

4. A map to scale depicting all known or suspected crítical areas on the site or within 300 feet of the site. (See Chapter 1 8.32 of
the OMC.)

5. An Environmental Review Report if within 300 feet of any critical area (wetland, stream, landslide hazard area or other critical
area, (See Chapier 18.32 of the OMC.)

Applicants are required to posf the project sde with ct stgn provided by the City within seven days of få,s
deemed Please contact staff for more information

\\calvin\pw transportation\planníng\comp plan amends 2017\final appl\final app generalluapplication.docx
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SEPA ENvIRoNMENTAL cHEcKLIST

Purpose of checklist:

Governmental agencies use this checklist to help determine whether the environmental impacts of your
proposal are significant. This information ís also helpful to determine if available avoidance, minimization
or compensatory mitigation measures will address the probable signifícant impacts or if an environmental
impact statement will be prepared to further analyze the proposal.

I nstructions for applicants:

This environmentalchecklíst asks you to describe some basic information about your proposal. Please
answer each question accurately and carefully, to the best of your knowledge. You may need to consult
with an agency specialist or prívate consultant for some questions. You may use "not applicable" or
"does not apoly" onlv when vou can explain whv it does not applv and not when the answài is unknown.
You may also attach or incorporate by reference additional studies reports. Complete and accurate
answers to these questions often avoid delays with the SEPA process as well as later in the decision-
making process.

The checklist questions apply to all parts of vour prooosal, even if you plan to do them over a period of
time or on different parcels of land. Attach any additional information that will help describe your proposal
or its environmental effects. The agency to which you submit this checklist may ask you to éxptain ybur
answers or provide additional information reasonably related to determining if there may be significant
adverse impact.

lnstructions for Lead Agencies:
Please adjust the format of this template as needed. Additional informatíon may be necessary to
evaluate the existing environment, all interrelated aspects of the proposal and an analysis of adverse
impacts. The checklist is considered the first but not necessarily the only source of information needed to
make an adequate threshold determination. Once a threshold determination is made, the lead agency is
responsible for the completeness and accuracy of the checklist and other supporting documents.

Use of checklistfor nonproject proposals; fhelpl

For nonproject proposals (such as ordinances, regulations, plans and programs), complete the applicable
parts of sections A and B plus the suppLervleNrRL sHeer roR Nor.tpRo.,EctRcroNs (part D). Please
completely answer allquestions that apply and note that the words "project," "applicant," and "property or
site" should be read as "proposal," "proponent," and "effected geographic area," respectively. The lead
agency may exclude (for non-projects) questions in Part B - Environmental Elements -that do not
contribute meaningfully to the analysis of the proposal.

A. Background thetpl

1. Name of proposed project, if applicable: [help]

City of Olympia Comprehensive Plan Transportation 2030 and Bicycle Network Map

Amendments

2. Name of appliçant: lhelpl

SEPA Envlronment¡l checkl¡st (WAC r97.11"960) July 201 6 Page 1 ol 12
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City of Olympia Public Works Department, Transportation

3. Address and phone number of applicant and contact person: lhelpì

Sophie Stimson, City of OlympiaPublic Works, P.O. Box 1976, Olympia, WA, 98507
(360)7s3-8497

4. Date checklist prepared: [helpl

March 30,2017

5. Agency requesting checklist: fhelpl

City of Olympia Community Planning and Development Department

6. Proposed timing or schedule (including phasing, if applicable): lhelpl

Maps define street classifications for a 2O-year planning timeframe. It is unknown when streets

would be modified to achieve designated classification.

7. Do you have any plans for future additions, expansion, or further activity related to or
connected with thisproposel? lf yes, explain. fheipl

No.

8. List any environmental information you know about that has been prepared, or will be
prepared, directly related to this proposal. lhelpl

An Environrnental Impact St¿tement was prepared for the Olympia Comprehensive Plan

associated with the plan's adoption in 2014.

9. Do you know whether applications are pending for governmental approvals of other
proposals directly affecting the property covered by your proposal? lf yes, explain. fhelpl

Development proposals may be pending that front on streets addressed in this amendment.

10. List any government approvals or permits that will be needed for your proposal, if known.
Ihelpl

Comprehensive Plan Amendment

1 1. Give brief, complete description of your proposal, including the proposed uses and the size
of the project and site. There are several questions later in this checklist that ask you to
describe certa¡n aspects of your proposal. You do not need to repeat those answers on this

SEPA Envlronmental checklist (WAC 197-11-960) July 2016 Page 2 ol 12
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page. (Lead agencies may modify this form to include additional specific information on project
description.) fhelpl

Changes to street connections or street classifications are proposed to better achieve the

multimodal function of the City's street system: additional street connections are needed in
response to growth and changing land uses; changes to street classification are needed to
accurately ieflect the current or anticipated function ofstreet, and; some changes are needed for
accuracy.

12. Location of the proposel. ,Give sufficient ¡nformation for a person to understand the precise
location of your proposed project, iircluding a street address, if any, and sectaon, township, and
range, if known. lf a proposal would occur over a range of area, provide the range or
boundaries of the site(s). Provide a legal description, site plan, vicinity mep, and topographic
map, ¡f reasonably available. While you should subm¡t any plans required by the egency, you
are not required to duplicate maps or detailed plans submitted with any permit applications
related to this checklist. fhebl

Citywide

B. e¡¡vTRoNMENTAL ELEMENTS lhetpl

1. Earth fheþl

a. Generaldescription of the site: fhelpl

(circle one): Flat, rolling, hilly, steep slopes, mountainous, other

b. What ís the steepest slope on the site (approximate percent slope)? thdpl

c. What general types of soils are found on the site (for example, clay, sand, gravel, peat,
muck)? lf you know the classification of agricultural soils, specify them and note any
agricultural land of long-term commercial significance and whether the proposal results in
removing any of these soils. fhebl

d. Are there surface indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity? lf so,
describe, fhelpl

e. Describe the purpose, type, totalarea, and approximate quantities and total affected area of
any filling, excavation, and grading proposed. lndicate source of fill. lþþl

f. Could erosion occur as a result of clearing, construction, or use? lf so, generally describe.
lhelpl

g. About what percent of the site will be covered with impervious surfaces after project
construction (for example, asphalt or buildings)? fhelpl

h. Proposed measures to reduce or control erosion, or other impacts to the earth, if any: fhelpl

sEPA Envhonment¡l chockilst (wAc r97-fi-980) July 2016 Page 3 of 12

ATTACHMENT 2

Planning Commission 4/17/2017 Page 63 of 134



2. Air fhelpl

a. What types of emissions to the air would result from the proposal during construction,
operation, and maintenance when the project is completed? lf any, generally describe and
give approximate quantities if known. Jhelpl

b. Are there any off-site sources of emissions or odor that may affect your proposal? tf so,
generally describe. fhelpl

c. Proposed measures to reduce or control emissions or other impacts to air, if any: fhelpl

3. Water lbelpl

a. Surface Water:

1) ls there any surface water body on or in the immediate vicinity of the site (including
year-round and seasonal streams, saltwater, lakes, ponds, weflands)? lf yes, describe
type and provide names. lf appropriate, state what stream or river it flows into. lhelpl

2) Willthe project require any work over, in, or adjacent to (within 200 feet) the described
waters? lf yes, please describe and attach available plans. Itelol

3) Estimate the amount of fill and dredge material that would be placed in or removed
from surface water or wetlands and indicate the area of the site that would be affected.
Indicate the source of fill material. fhebl

4) Will the proposal require surface water withdrawals or diversions? Give general
description, purpose, and approximate quantities if known. fhelpl

5) Does the proposal lie within a 1OO-year floodplain? lf so, note location on the site plan.
lhelpl

6) Does the proposal involve any discharges of waste materials to surface waters? lf so,
describe the type of waste and anticipated volume of discharge. fhelpl

b. Ground Water:

1) Will groundwater be withdrawn from a well for drinking water or other purposes? lf so,
give a generaldescription of the well, proposed uses and approximate quantities
withdrawn from the well.lMllwater be discharged to groundwater? Give general
description, purpose, and approximate quantities if known. fhelOl

SEPA Envlronmental checkllrt {WAC t97.1 1.9601 July 2016 Pege 4 of P
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2) Describe waste material that will be discharged into the ground from septic tanks or
other sources, if any (for example: Domestic sewage; industrial, containing the
following chemicals. . . ; agricultural; etc.). Describe the general size of the system, the
number of ouoh systems, the number of houses to be served (if applicablc), or thc
number of animals or humans the system(s) are expected to serve. fhelpl

c. Water runoff (including stormwater):

1) Desciibe the source of runoff (including storm water) and method of collection
and disposal, if any (include quantities, if known). Where will this water flow?
Will this water flow into other waters? lf so, describe. fhelpl

2) Could waste materials enter ground or Surface waters? lf so, generally describe. fhelpl

3) Does the proposal alter or othenrvise affect drainage pattèrns in the vicinity of the site? lf
so, describe. flelpl

d. Proposed measures to reduce or control surface, ground, and runoff water,.and drainage
pattern impacts, if any: fheþl

4. Plants fhelol

a. Check the types of vegetation found on the site: lhelpl

deciduous tree: alder, maple, aspen, other
evergreen tree: fir, cedar, pine, other
shrubs
orass
pasture

crop or grain

_ Orchards, vineyards or other permanent crops.
_ wet soil plants: cattail, buttercup, bullrush, skunk cabbage, other

water plants: water lily, eelgrass, milfoil, other

_other types of vegetation

b. What kind and amount of vegetation will be removed or altered? thelpl

c. List threatened and endangered species known to be on or near the site. fhelpl

d. Proposed fandscaping, use of native plants, or other meesures to preserve or enhance
vegetation on the site, if any: lhelpl

e. List all noxious weeds and invasive species known to be on or near the site. thelpl

SEPA Envlronmontâl chôcklllt (WAC 197.11.960) July 201 6 Page 5 of 12
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5. Animals fhelpl

a. Lis! any birds and other animals which have been observed on or near the site or are known
to be on or near the site. fhelpl

Examples include:

birds: hawk, heron, eagle, songbirds, other:
mammals: deer, bear, elk, beaver, other:
fiÈh: bass, salmon, trout, herring, shellfish, other_

b. List any threatened and endangered species known to be on or near the site. [heln]

c. ls the site part of a migration route? lf so, explain. lhelpl

d. Proposed measures to preserve or enhance wildlife, if any: ftnlol

e. List any invasive animal species known to be on or near the site. thelb]

6. Energy end Natural Resources fhelpl

a. What kinds of energy (electric, natural gas, oil, wood stove, solar) will be used to meet
the completed project's energy needs? Describe whether it will be used for heàting,
manufacturing, etc. [helpl

b. Would your project affect the potential use of solar energy by adjacent properties?
lf so, generally describe. fhelpl

c. What kinds of energy conservation features are included in the plans of this proposal?
List other proposed measures to reduce or control energy impacts, if any: fhelpl

7. Environment¡l Health lhelpl

a. Are there any environmental health hazards, including exposure to toxic chemicals, risk
of fire and explosion, spill, or hazardous waste, that could occur as a result of this proposal?
lf so, describe. ftplpl

1) Describe any known or possible contamination at the site from present or past uses.

fhelol

2) Þescribe existing hazardous chemicals/conditions that might affect project development
and design. This includes underground hazardous liquid and gas transmission pipelines
located within the project area and in the vicinity. lhelol

3) Describe any toxic or hazardous chemicals that might be stored, used, or produced
during the project's development or construction, or at any tíme during the operating
life of the project. fhelpl

9EPA Envlronmentr¡ chockllst (WAC 197-l l-S601 July 2018 Page 6 of l2
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4) Describe special emergency services that might be required. thelp'l

5) Proposed measures to reduce or control environmental health hazards, if any: fhelpl

b. Noise fhelpl

1) What types of noise exist in the area which may affect your project (for example:
traffic, equipment, operation, other)? lhelpl

2) What types and levels of noise would be created by or associated with the project on a
short-term or a long-term basis (for example: traffic, construction, operation, other)? lndi-
cate what hours noise would come from the site. fhelpl

3) Proposed meesures to reduce or control noise impacts, if any: fhelpl

8. Land and Shoreline Use fhelpl

a. What is the current use of the site and adjacent properties? Will the proposal affect current
land uses on nearby or adjacent properties? lf so, describe. [helpl

b. Has the project site been used as working farmlands or working forest lands? lf so, describê.
How much agricultural or forest land of long-term commercial significance will be converted to
other uses as a result of the proposal, if any? lf resource lands have not been designated,
how many acres in farmland orforest land tax status will be converted to nonfarm or
nonforest use? ftplrl

1) Willthe proposalaffect or be affected by surrounding working farm orforest land normal
business operations, such as oversize equipment access, the application of pesticides,
tilling, and harvesting? lf so, how: fhelpl

c. Describe any structures on the site.lhelpl

d. Will any structures be demolished? lf so, what? Ilglpl

e. What is the current zoning classification of the site? Ihelpl

f. What is the current comprehensive plan designation of the site? fhelpl

g. lf applicable, what is the cunent shoreline master program designation of the site? fhelpl

h. Has any part of the site been classified as a critical area by the city or county? lf so, specify
fhelol

i. Approxímately how many people would reside or work in the completed project? fhelpl

SEPA Envlronmental chockll.t (WAC 197-1 l-960, July 2016 Page 7 ol 12
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j. Approximately how many people would the completed project displace? fhelpl

k. Proposed measures to avoid or reduce displacement impacts, if any: thelpl

t-. Proposed measures to ensure the proposal is compatible with existing and projected land
uses and plans, if any: ftielpl

m. Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts to agricultural and forest lands of long-term' commercial significance, if any: fhelpl

9. Housing lhelpl

a. Approximately how many units would be provided,if any? lndicate whether high, mid-
dle, or low-income housing. fhelpl

b. Approximately how many units, if any, would be eliminated? lndicate whether high,
middle, or lowincome housing. fheþl

c. Proposed measures to reduce or control housing impacts, if any: Ihelpl

10. Aesthetics [helpl

a. What is the tallest height of any proposed structure(s), not including antennas; what is
the principal exterior building material(s) proposed? thelpl

b. What views in the immediate vicinity would be altered or obstructed? llælol

b. Proposed measures to reduce or control aesthetic ímpacts, if any: fhelol

11. Light and Glare fhelpl

a. Whattype of light or glare will the proposal produce? What time of day woutd it mainty
occur? fhelol

b. Could light or glare from the finished project be a safety haza¡d or interfere with views? fhelpl

c. what existing off-site sources of light or glare may affect your proposal? lhelpl

d. Proposed meagures to rcduce or control light and glarc impacts, if any: fhelpl

12. Recreatlon fhelpl

a. What designated and informal recreationalopportunities are in the immediate vicinity? Ihelpl

SEPA Envlronmont¡l chocklllt (WAC 197-ll-9t0) July 201 0 Page I o'f 12
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b. Would the proposed project displace any existing recreational uses? lf so, describe. lhelpl

c. Proposed measureg to reduce or control impacts on rccngation, including recreation
opportunities to be provided by the project or applicant, if any: Íhetpl

13. Historic and cultural preservation fhelpl

a. Are there any buíldings, structures, or sites, located on or near the site that are over 45 years
old listed in or eligible for listing in national, state, or local preservation registers ? lf so,
specifically describe. lhelpl

b. Are there any landmarks, features, or other evidence of lndian or historic use or occupation?
This may include human burials or old cemeteries. Are there any materialevidence, artifacts,
or areas of cultural irnportance on or near the site? Please list any professional studies
conducted at the site to identiff such resources. fhelpl

c. Describe the methods used to assess the potential impacts to culturaland historic resources
on or near the project site. Examples include consultation with tribes and the department of
archeology and historic preservation, archaeological surveys, historic maps, GIS data, etc.
fhelpl

d. Proposed measures to avoid, minimize, or compensate for loss, changes to, and disturbance
to resources. Please include plans forthe above and any permits that may be required. Íhelpl

14. Transportation lhebl

a. ldentify public streets and highways serving the site or affected geographic areä and
describe proposed eccess to the existing street system. Show on site plans, if any. lhetol

b. ls the site or affected geographic eree currently served by public transit? lf so, generally
describe. lf not, what is the approximate distance to the nearest transit stop? fhelol

c. How many additional parking spaces would the completed project or non-project proposal
have? How many would the project or proposaleliminate? [helel

d. Willthe proposal require any new or improvements to existing roads, streets, pedestrian,
bicycle or state transportation facilities, not including driveways? lf so, generally describe
(indicate whether public or private). Ihelpl

SEPA Envlronment l checklist (WAC 197.1{.960) July 2016 Page 9 of 12
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e. Willthe project or proposal use (or occur in the immediate vicinity of) water, raí|, or air
transportation? lf so, generally describe. [helpl

f. How many vehicular trips per day would be generated by the completed project or proposal?
lf known, indicate when peak volumes would occur and what percentage of the volume would
be trucks (such as commercial and nonpassenger vehicles). What data or transportation
models were used to make these estimates? lhelpl

g. Willthe proposal interfere with, affect or be affected by the movement of agricultural and
forest products on roads or streets in the area? lf so, generally describe. fhelpl

h. Proposed measures to reduce or control transportation impacts, if any: ffplol

15. Public Services lhelol

a. Would the project result in an increased need for public services (for example: fire protection,
police protection, public transit, health care, schools, other)? lf so, generally describe. freþl

b. Proposed measures to reduce or'control direct impacts on public services, if any. fheþl

16. Utilities fhdpl

a. Circle utilities currently available at the site: fhelpl
electricity, naturalgas, water, refuse service, telephone, sanitary sewer, septic system,
other

b. Describe the utilities that are proposed for the project, the utility providing the'service,
and the general construction activities on the site or in the immediate vicinity which might
be needed. fhelpl

C. Signature fretpt

The above answers true and complete to the best of my knowledge. I understand that the
lead agency is relying to its decision.

Signature

Name of signee

Position and Agency/Organization: Senior Planner. Citv of Olympia Public Workq

Tra4soortation

Date Submitted: Anril3

SEPA Environmentrl checkllòt (WAC t97-11-980)
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D. supplemental sheet for nonproject actions herpt

(lT lS NOT NECESSARY to use this sheet for project actions)

Because these questions are very general, it may be helpfulto read them in conjunction
with the list of the elements of the environment.

When answering these questions, be aware of the extent the proposal, or the types of
activities likely to result from the proposal, would affect the item at a greater intensity or
at a faster rate than if the proposal were not implemented. Respond briefly and in
generalterms.

1. How would the proposal be likely to increase discharge to water; emissions to air; pro-
duction, storage, or release of toxic or hazardous substances; or production of noise?

Some proposals change the classifications of streets in the Comprehensive Plan. The reason for
the classification change is to allow bike lanes to be built on the ultimate street crosssection.

While a larger street classification may result in increased use of the street by motor vehicles, it
will not result in net new trips on the City's street system. Bike lanes may result in the increase in

bike trips which can reduce air, water and noise pollution.

Proposed measures to avoid or reduce such increasès are:

None

2. How would the proposal be likely to affect plants, animals, fish, or marine life?

Some proposals change the classifications of streets in the Comprehensive Plan. The reason for
the classification change is to allow bike lanes to be built on the ultimate street crosssection. The

addition of bike lanes results in a 10-foot wider street which may affect plants, animals and

marine life, however, these streets are within the urban area which may no longer provide suitable

habitat for plants and animals.

Proposed measures to protect or conserve plants, animals, fish, or marine life are:

Use of the City's new Low Impact Development stormwater requirements in new development,

including street reconstruction or widening, will result in better stormwater management which

will ultimately reduce any pollutants entering naturalwater bodies. This could have a small but

positive impact on plants, animals, fish, or marine life.

3. How would the proposal be likely to deplete energy or natural resources?

SEPA Environmental chsckllst (WAC 197-11-9601 July 2018 Page 11 of 12
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Some proposals change the classifications of streets in the Comprehensive Plan. The reason for
the classification change is to allow bike lanes to be built on the ultimate street crosssection. Bike
lanes may result in the increase in bike trips which can reduce use of enerry resources.

Propose.d measures to protect or conserve energy and natural resources are:

None.

4. How would the proposal be likely to use or affect environmentally sensitive areas or
areas designated (or eligible or under study) for governmental protection; such as parks,
wilderness, wild and scen¡c rivers, threatened or endangered species habitat, historic or
cultural sites, wetlands, floodplains, or prime farmlands?

There are no impacts to environmentally sensitive areas or protected areas

Proposed measures to protect such resources or to avoid or reduce impacts are:

One of the proposals would modiff the proposed location of a fi¡ture street connection. The new
alignment would avoid impacts to wetlands and the wetland buffers.

5. How would the proposal be likely to affect land and shoreline use, including whether it
would allow or encourage land or shoreline uses incompatible with existing plans?

There are no impacts to shorelines

Proposed measures to avoid or reduce shoreline and land use impacts are

None.

6. How would the proposal be likely to increase demands on transportation or public
seryices and utilities?

Some proposals change the classifications of streets in the Comprehensive Plan. The reason for
the classification change is to allow bike lanes to be built on the ultimate street crosssection. Bike
lanes may result in the increase in bike trips and fewer automobile trips.

Proposed measures to reduce or respond to such demand(s) are

None.

7. ldentify, if possible, whether the proposal may conflict with local, state, or federal laws or
requirements forthe protection of the environment.

The proposals are not expected to conflict with other laws protecting the environment.

SEPA Environment¡l checkllst (WAC l97.ll-960) July 201 6 Page 12 oÍ 12
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OFFICIAL USE ONLY
õ"ål - --l?: tz3 8
Received By:

Master File #:
Project Planner:

MAR 3 0 ZOIT

Finol Comprehensive Plon Amendment Applicotion

One or more of the must be attached to this Plan Amendment

Comprehensive Plan Amendment (Proposed Specific Text and/or Maps)

Any Related Zoning Map (Rezone) or Text Amendment

Other

Adjacent Property Owner List (lf site-specific
amendment)

SEPA Checklist

X
n
n X

ApplicantSouthCapitolNeighborhoodAssociation

MailingAddress:205MapleParkAveSE,olympia,WA9B501

Phone Numbe(s): 360-628-2882

E-mailAddress:

Site Owner: Cig of Olympidpublic

MailingAddress:6014t'AvenueSE,olympia,WA98501

Phone N 753-8325

Mailing Addressi

Phone Numbe(s):

Other Authorized Representative (if any):

E-mailAddress

Description of Proposed Amendment Change the street designation of Maple Park Ave SE from Major Collector to a lower classification on the
Comprehensive Plan Transportation Maps. Maple Park Avenue does not function as a Major Collector and it does not meet the street design
standards and characteristics of a Major Colleclor as described in Chapter 4 of the City of Olympia 2016 Engineering Design and Development
Standards. ln addition, Maple Park is also a unique landscaped boulevard that is wholly within the nationally recognized historic south capitol
neighborhood. Please see attached proposal for supplemental information

AssessorTaxParcelNumbers(s):Seeattachedproposalforalistoftaxparcelnumbers.

Site Address Park Avenue downtown

Size of Proposed Amendment Area: Approximately 1200 linear feet of

E
tr
tr
E
tr
tr

Lake or Pond (name):

Swamp/BogMetland

Scenic Vistas

Flood Hazard Area

areas on site plan)Special areas on or near site

H SteepSlopes/Draw/Gully/Ravine

X Historic Site or Structure

None

Creek or Sheam (name)

I affirm that all answers, statements, and information submitted with this application are conect and accurate to the best of my knowledge. I also
affirmX /do not affirmEl that I am the owner of the subject site or am duly authorized by the owner to act with respect to this application (in the case
of a rezone application). Further, I grant permission from the owner to any and all employees and representatives of the City of Olympia and other
govemmental agencies to enter upon and inspect said property as reasonably necessary to process this application.

Macinteh HD:Usen:katieknightiDesktop:SCNA Conp Plm Amerdment:SCNA_Fi¡al CompPlmÀmendmentApplication 3.30.17.dæ OZl l/08

Print

Pr 
"i 

\-
Date

I Iþ 3Ò
.4tf

l-

ATTACHMENT 3

Planning Commission 4/17/2017 Page 73 of 134



*

OFFICIAL USE ONLY

case #: l? - r L38
Received By:

Master File #:

Related Cases:

Date:

Project Planner:

MAR 3 0 2017

GENTRçL LAND USE APPLICÁìCN

One or more of the following Supplements must be attached to this General Land Use Application and submitted
electronically with the application:

E ldjacent Property Owner List E Large Lot Subdivision
E Annexation Notice of lntent t Parking Variance

E Annexation Petition (with BRB Form) E Preliminary Long Plat

E finding Site Plan E Preliminary PRD

[1 Boundary Line Adjustment E Reasonable Use Exception (Critical Areas)
E Conditional Use Permit E S¡pA Checklist

E Design Review- Concept (Major) E Shoreline Development Permit (JARPA Form)
EI Design Review - Detail E Short Plat

E Environmental Review (CriticalArea) E So¡land Vegetation Plan

E final Long Plat E Variance or Unusual Use (Zoning)

E Fina!PRD x OtheT COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT

E Land Use Review (Site Plan)Supplement

Project Name: Maple Park Avenue Transportation Map Amendment
project Address: Maple Park Avenue SE, downtown Olympia

Applicant: South Capitol Neighborhood Association

Mailing Address: 205 Maple Park Avenue SE, Olympia, WA 98501

Phone Number(s) 360-628-2882
E-mailAddress: katie.knight@ yahoo.com

Owner (if other than applicant)

Mailing Address:

Phone Number(s):

Other Authorized Representative (if any)

Mailing Address:

Phone Number(s)

E-mailAddress:

Project Description Change street designation of Maple Park Avenue to a lower classification

Size of Project Site: Approxi mately 1200linear feet of street
Assessor Tax Parcel Number(s): see application materials attached

Section :23 Township: 18 Range: 2W

I
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Full Legal Description of Subject Property (attached El):

Zoning:

Shoreline Designätion (if applicable):

Special Areas on or near Site (show areas on site plan):

tr Creek or Stream (name):

tr Lake or Pond (name):

tr Swamp/Bog/Wetland

E Steep Slopes/Draw/Gully/Ravine

EI Scenic Vistas

M Historic Site or Structure

tr Flood Hazard Area (show on site plan)

tr None

Water Supply (name of utility if applicable)

Existing:

Proposed:

Sewage Disposal (name of utility if applicable)

Existing:

Proposed:

Access (name of street(s) from which access will be gained):

I affirm that all answers, statements, and information submitted w¡th this application are correct and accurate to the best of
my knowledge. I also affirm that I am the owner of the subject site or am duly authorized by the owner to act with respect to
this application. Further, I grant permission from the owner to any and all employees and representatives of the City of
Olympia and other governmental agencies to enter upon and inspect said property as reasonably necessary to process this
application. I agree to pay all fees of the City that apply to this application.

)/) /7DateSignature

Examiner
lnitÍals

I understand that for the type of application submitted, the applicant is required to pay actual Hearing

costs, which may be higher or lower than any deposit amount. I hereby agree to pay any such costs.

Appliconts may be required to post the project site with a sign provided by the City within seven doys of this opplication
being deemed complete. Please contoct City støff for more information.

2
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CITY OF OLYMPIA
2OI7 COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT
FINAL PROPOSAL

A.

B.

Type of proposed amendment
L. Text amendment Map amendment

Map

2. What issue is addressed or problem solved by the proposed amendment?
Chonge the street designation of Maple Pork Ave SE from Mojor Collector
to o lower classificotion on the Comprehensive Plan Tronsportation Maps.
Maple Pork Avenue 5E is not o Major Collector street os designated in the
Comprehensíve Plon Tronsportation Maps. Maple Pork should be changed
to a lower street clossificat¡on to ensure it is not held to engineering and
design stondords thøt are inøppropriate for this boulevard. Mople Park's
historic significønce, function os a boulevard with o løndscoped park
between the CapitolCampus and on historic neighborhood, ond low
through traffic volumes, omong other things merit a lower classificotion.
It primarily functions os a locøl access street to the neighborhood thot
serves one entronce to the Plozo pørking garage at the Capitol Campus.

Proposed map amendment (if any)
All three Transportøtion 2030 mops and any other øssociated
comprehensive plan maps that include this street designation.

t. lf any associated map amendments are proposed, please describe the
purpose.

Maps should be omended to change the Major Collector street
designation of Maple Park Avenue to o lower designation.

2. Please describe the specific proposed map designation change(s) and
related information.

Map(s) proposed to be amended
Acres or square
feet

Current
Designation(s)

Proposed

Designation(s)

Comprehensive Plan Map(s)
1200 linear feet of

street
Ma.ior Collector None

Zoning or other Development
Code Map(s):

Unknown if
needed.
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3. Please submit with the specific site highlighted on the following maps or excerpts
and a list of tax parcel numbers for all of the properties directly affected by the
proposed map amendment(s):

L. Comprehensive Plan Future Land Use Map
2. Zoning Map
3. Other relevant maps

A. See Maple Pork Avenue on Transportation 2030 Møpsl

z

B. Effected tax parcels are as follows:
L. 60800200100
2. 6080030LL00
3. 60800301000
4. 60800300900
s. 60800300800
6. 60800300700
7. 60800300600
8. 60800300500
9. 60800300400
10.60800300300
11. 60800300200
12. 60800300101
L3.6080040L000
L4.60800400800
L5. 60800400700
L6.60800400600
L7.60800400500
L8.60800400400
L9.60800400200
20. 56300000700

C. Other information (please feelfree to attach any additional information)
L. lf a text amendment is proposed, please describe the proposed Comprehensive

Plan amendment and provide any specific proposed wording. Please be as
specific as possible regarding any text to be deleted, added, etc.

Maple Pork Avenue sE is approximotely L200 linear feet of street with o
londscoped medion thot sepørates one lone of troffic flowing eøst from one lone
of troffic flowing west. lt is the entronce to the historic south capito!
neighborhood ond o historic park. tt is designated as o Major Collector an the City
of Olympia Comprehensive Plan Transportation Maps.

t http://olympiawa.gov/ciQr-government/departments/community-planning-ond-development/mops-
c o mm u niql - p I ø n n i n g - and - d ev elo pm ent. as p x

2 0 L7 Comprehensive PIan Amendment Application South Capitol Neighborhood Assoc.
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Maple Pork itself is historic ond is wholly within a nationolly recognized historic
district. No other street with a Major Collector designotion hos this unique
attribute. The Pork is identified on the Otympio Streets Mopt ond provides the
city of Olympia's most attroctive boulevard. The Park platted by Hozord Stevens
at the turn of the century þee attoched Nationol Historic Register, page 8)
provides on attractive greenspøce and buffer between the campus ond the
historic homes. Aesthetics høve cleorly influenced the development ønd core of
Mople Pork.

Our concern with o Mojor Collector street designotion is thot it determines
stondords the street is held to in the Olympia MunicipolCode. For exomple, street
lighting standards found in the Engineering Design and Development Stondards
include .6 foot candles on the street and L foot condles at intersections. We do
not find Maple Pork to hove the traffic volume to justify this level of lighting. tt
currently hos at most 0.7 foot condle lighting ond is the most intensely lit street,
oside from CapitolWoy, within the South Copitol neighborhood.

The function of Major Collectors, bosed on longuage in the Comprehensive Plan,
is to díscouroge heavy traffic on local occess streets. (PT4.1.3, Tronsportotion
Chapter, Connectivity). However, Mople Park is not used to connect traffic
between arterials, but rother primarily brings traffic during peak commute hours
to the Franklin Street entronce of the Ploza goroge for the Capitol Cømpus. We
understond a 2077 traffic volume study was completed in January. we hope the
informotion gathered is øble to demonstrote the flow of trolfic to access the
pørking gorage or neighborhood, rather than as o poss through or connector.

Outside of commute hours, Maple Pork Avenue has very little troffic and
functions os o locol occess for the neighborhood. Vehicles rarely drive speeds
more than 20 mph as they ore driving no more than 600 feet on the street. A
review of the 20L6 City of Olympio Engineering Design ond Development
Stondards2 revealed the street length, percentage of tocøt trøffic, driveway
occess, street spacing, one-sided street parking, ond speed limits ore consistent
with o Locol Access street classificotion. No choracteristics were found to be
consistent with the Major Collector classification ond only a few are consistent
with the Neighborhood Collector classificotion (moinly troffic volumes).

2. Please describe or explain any development code amendment that you believe
might be appropriate to implement the proposed Comprehensive Plan
amendment.

2 http : / /www. co d e publishin g. c om /W A/ Oly m p i a fi e d d s / O ly mp i a E D D S N T.html

2 077 Comprehensive Plan Amendment Application South Capitol Neighborhood Assoc.

ATTACHMENT 3

Planning Commission 4/17/2017 Page 78 of 134



4

The 2076 City of Olympia Engineering Design ond Development Standards should
be omended. Chopter 4, Tronsportøtion, Toble 7, Street Cløssificotion ond
Number of Lanes should be omended to a lower street classificotion for Maple
Park Avenue.

3. Are you aware of any other City of Olympia plans (e.g., water, sewer,
transportation) affected by, or needing amending, to implement the proposed
amendment? lf so, please explain.

The 20L6 City of Olympiø Engineering Design and Development Standords should
be amended. Chopter 4, Tronsportotion, Toble 7, Street Clossificotion ond
Number of Lanes should be amended to a lower street clossification for Mople
Pork Avenue.

Attachments:

Transportation Map
Streets Map
National Historic Register - South Capitol Neighborhood

2 0 17 Comprehensive PIan Amendment Application South Capiøl Neighborhood Assoc.
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Publication Dale:1211812014 EffectiveDate: 1212312014

0rdinance #6945

a Add s¡gnal or Roundabout

O Add Turn Lãnes only

O Add Roundabout

Q Level ofserulce (LoS) F+

- 

ExistingArterjâl

- 

Widening of Ex¡sting Arterial

... .. Future Arterial

- 

Ex¡st¡ng Major Collector

- 

Widening of Existing Major Collector

. t ¡.. FutuÊ Major Collector

- 

Existing Neighborhood Collector

t -- ! ! Future Neighborhood Colledor

Stretegy Corridor
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* LOS will be allowed to fa ll below adopted levels of service at these s¡tes.

Some types of ¡mprcvements are appropr¡ate.

Notesi

On Stråtegy CorridoE, læl of seruice may fall below ¡dopted stêndörds.
Widen¡nt may not be a solution to conEestion on these streets.
Other ¡mpæments ãre needed for mobility.

ln the downtown and along Llrban Corridoß LOS t will be acceptãble
on arter¡ãl and major @llectoE. ln lhe rcst of the Clty and

Urbän Gwth Area LOS D is accêptãble,

the specìfic êlignment of the future streeß shown will be determined
based on morÊ detâllêd enall,sis durìnÊ dewlopment Gviil or
C¡ty elignmerit studies.

All wldenint prcjects w¡ll be builtto current stæ€t ständårds.

Southeast
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In addition to the Lord and McCleary mansions, Wohleb also designed the neighborhood Lincoln School
in his signature Mission Revival style. Built ín1923 while V/ohleb was Olyrrpia School District architecf
its notable featr¡res include a tiled parapef plaques, cast stone afches, and friezes. Wohleb's residential
works in the dístrict include houses in the Colonial Revival and Craftsman/Bungalow styles. Interestilgly,
Wohleb built his own home in the neighborhood in 1f26, on 'W. 21.st St. facing the Lord and McCIeary
mansions, just after the houses were built.

The "Frog Pond" store, at2102 S. Capitol Way, has been a fixture in the neighborhood since 1910. The
false front style'building has been altered over the years with non-historic siding; but, the simple building
retains its siting and general form and shape. Tlvo churches are also located in the neighborhood.
Trinity Lutherau Church, built in 1955 (and therefore noncontributing) replaces an earlier church built
in 1908 at that same location. The church is quite similar in style to the earlier structure. The St. John's
Episcopal Church and parish hall were built in the 1950's in a design by Seattle architects Richardson,
Carlson & Dentlie, with the newer section dating from the late 1.980's. The structure is noncontributing.

The district encompasses two significant open spaces. Stèvens Field, long a center of recreation in
Ol¡mrpia, was originally part of the Clanrick Crosby and Enoch Wilson Donatio¡ Land Claims. The area
was platted by Hazard Stevens, son of first territorial governor Isaac Stevens. George C. Mills, a local
hardware dealer and school trustee purchased the land and deeded it to the Ol¡mrpía School District for
$6,000 in L92l for athletic purposes. Toiles, water service and bleachers were installed. An agricultural
fair was ote of the first events there. The water tower was built in 1933-34 and is 254 feet above sea
Ievel with a capaeity.of 250,000 gallons.

Maple Park was created ín 1.871 as part of the fJazard Stevens plat. Stevens deeded four acres between
Main (Capitol Way) and fefferson Street for a public park with the proviso that the city pay for the
planting of 100 maple trees and protect them. By December 5, 1871, Stevens reported that he had
planted the trees and received $200 for the work done. During the e4pansion of the capitol campus in
the early 1.970's the original trees were removed and a parhray added adjacent to the enlarged capitol
grounds. The maples were replanted in 1971.

ContributinslNon-Contributins Criteria:

Of the 443 primary properties included with the district boundaries (exclusive of garages),314 (or TLVo)
contribute to the significance of the district because of their architectural importance, their association
with people important to the-development of state government or the city, their construction during the
period of historical significance (1878-1941), and for their retention of general integrity of historic forrn,
design and character.
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SEPA ENVIRoNMENTAL cHEcKLIST

Purpose of checklist:

Governmental agencies use this checklist to help determine whether the environmental impacts of your
proposal are significant. This information is also helpfulto determine if available avoidance, minimiiation
or compensatory mitigation measures will address the probable significant impacts or if an environmental
impact statement will be prepared to further analyze the proposal.

I n stru cti ons fo r a p p I i ca nts:-

This environmental checklist asks you to describe some basic information about your proposal. please
answer each question accurately and carefully, to the best of your knowledge. You may need to consult
with an agency specialist or private consultant for some questions. You may use "not applicable" or
l'9oesnotapply" enmn.
You may also attach or incorporate by reference additional studies reports. Complete and accurate
answers to these questions often avoid delays with the SEPA process as well as later in the decision-
making process.

The checklist questions apply to all parts of your proposal, even if you plan to do them over a period of
time or on different parcels of land. Attach any additional information that will help describe yóur proposal
or its environmental effects The agency to which you submit this checklist may ask you to éxptain your
answers or provide additional information reasonably related to determining if there may be significánt
adverse impact.

lnstructions for Lead Agencies:
Please adjust the format of this template as needed. Additional information may be necessary to
evaluate the existing environment, all interrelated aspects of the proposal and an analysis of ádverse
impacts. The checklist is considered the first but not necessarily the only source of infôrmation needed to
make an adequate threshold determination. Once a threshold determinätion is made, the lead agency is
responsible for the completeness and accuracy of the checklist and other supporting documents.-

Use of checklist for nonproject proposals: lhelpl
For nonproject proposals (such as ordinances, regulations, plans and programs), complete the applicable
parts of sections A and e plYs the suPPLFMENTAL sHEET FoR NoNpRoJEcr AcloNS (part D). please
completelyanSwerallquestionsthatapp|yañd,'propertyor
site" should be read as "ptoposal," "proponent," and "affected geographic 

"r",;'respectívely. 
ihe'teaO

agencJ may exclude (for Nonprojects) questions in Part B - Environmental Elements -that do not
contribute meaningfully to the analysis of the proposal.

A. Background ilrelpl

1. Name of proposed project, if applicable: fhelpl
Maple Park Avenue Transportation Map Amendment

2. Name of applicant thetpl
South Capitol Neighborhood Association

n
[iì

EGTLI]VIË

MAfì 3 0 2017

COMMUNIf Y PLAÍ\NING
AND DEVËtOfrM$:N l' DEPT

SEPA Environmentat checktist WAC i97-lt-960) July 2016 Page 1 of 14
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f
3. Address and phone number of applicant and contact person: thelpl

Katie Knight Pruit, SCNA President
205 Map1e Park Avenue SE

Olympia, ttA 9850L
360-628-2882

4. Date checklist prepared: lhelpl
March 30, 20L7

5. Agency requesting checklist: thelÞl
City of Olympia

6. Proposed timing or schedule (including phasing, if applicable): Ihelpl
Amendment. effecive upon adoption.

7. Do you have any plans for future additions, expansion, or further activity related to or
connected with this proposal? lf yes, explain. thelpl

No.

L List any environmental information you know about that has been prepared, or will be
prepared, directly related to this proposal. thelpl

Unknown. Not applicable.

9. Do you know whether applications are pending for governmental approvals of other
proposals directly affecting the property covered by your proposal? lf yes, explain. fhelpl

Unknown.

10. List any government approvals or permits that will be needed for your proposal, if known
[helpl

Comprehensive PIan Amendment approval.

11. Give brief, complete description of your proposal, including the proposed uses and the size
of the project and site. There are several questions later in this checklist that ask you to
describe certain aspects of your proposal. You do not need to repeat those answers on this
page. (Lead agencies may modiff this form to include additional specific information on project
description.) fhelpl

Change the street designation of Map1e Park Ave SE from Major
Collector to a lower classification on the Comprehensive plan
Transportation Maps. Maple Park Avenue does not function as a
Major Collector and it does not match the street design
standards and characteristics of a Major Collector as described
in Chapter 4 of the City of Olympia 20L6 Engineering Design and
Development Standards.

Maple Park is approximately a quarter mile long wíth a
randscaped median that separates one lane of traffic flowing
east, from one lane of traffic flowing west. It is a unique

SEPA Environmental checklist (WAc t97-ir-960) July 2016 Page 2 of 14
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landscaped boulevard that is a historic park who1ly within the
nationally recognízed historic south capitol neighborhood.

Maple Park Avenue SE is not a Major Collector street, but rather
functions as a local access street that serves one entrance to
the Plaza parking garage at the CapJ-toI Campus. The Major
Collector street designation requj-res standards that are
inappropriate for this street because of its historic
significance, function as a boulevard with a landscaped park
between the Capitol Campus and an historic neighborhood, and low
through traffic volumes, among other things.

12. Location of the proposal. Give sufficient information for a person to understand the precise
location of your proposed project, including a street address, if any, and section, township, and
range, if known. lf a proposal would occur over a range of area, provide the range or
boundaries of the site(s). Provide a legal description, site plan, vicinity map, and topographic
map, if reasonably available. While you should submit any plans required by the agency, you
are not required to duplicate maps or detailed plans submitted with any permit applications
related to this checklist. thelpl

Maple Park Avenue legal description unknohrn. Township 18,
Range 2W, Section 23. It is about 1200 linear feet of street
flowing east/west between Jefferson Street SE and Capitol
Vtay South. It is located north of 17th Avenue SE in the
historic south capitol neighborhood and south of 14th Avenue
SE in downtown Olympia, Î'Iashington.

B. eruunoNMENTAL ELEMENTS [hetpì

1. Earth [helpl

a. General description of the site: lhelpl

(circle one): lFlãn, rolling, hilly, steep slopes, mountainous, other

b. what is the steepest slope on the site (approximate percent slope)? fhelpl
Mostry flat with the except,ion of about 300 feet between
Franklin and Jefferson streets with an approximate 5?
slope (Thurston County Geodata 20L7r.

c. What general types of soils are found on the site (for example, clay, sand, gravel, peat,
muck)? lf you know the classification of agricultural soils, speciff them and note any
agricultural land of long-term commercial significance and whether the proposal results in
removing any of these soils. [helpl

Skipopa síIt loam, 3 to 153 slopes; yelm fine sandy loam,
3 to 158 slopes.

d. Are there surface indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity? lf so,
describe. Ihelpl

SEPA Environmental checkl¡st WAC 197-ll-960) July 2016 Page 3 of 14
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-l

Unknown

e. Describe the purpose, type, total area, and approximate quantities and total affected area of
any filling, excavation, and grading proposed. lndicate source of fill. thelpl

Nonproject action. Does not apply.

f. Could erosion occur as a result of clearing, construction, or use? lf so, generally describe.
lhelpl

Nonproject action. Does not app1y.

g. About what percent of the site will be covered with impervious surfaces after project
construction (for example, asphalt or buildings)? thelpl

Nonproject act,j-on. Does not apply.

h. Proposed measures to reduce or control erosion, or other impacts to the earth, if any

Nonproject action. Does not apply.
lhelpl

2. Atr fhelpl

a. What types of emissions to the air would result from the proposal during construction,
operation, and maintenance when the project is completed? lf any, generally describe and
give approximate quantities if known. fhelpl

Nonproject action. Does not apply.

b. Are there any off-site sources of emissions or odor that may affect your proposal? lf so,
generally describe. lhelpl

Nonproject action. Does not apply.

c. Proposed measures to reduce or control emissions or other impacts to air, if any: [helpl
Nonproject act,ion. Does not apply.

3. Water fhelpl

a. Surface Water:

1 ) ls there any surface water body on or in the immediate vicinity of the site (including
year-round and seasonal streams, saltwater, lakes, ponds, wetlands)? lf yes, describe
type and provide names. lf appropriate, state what stream or river it flows into. lhelpl
No.

2) W¡llthe project require any work over, in, or adjacent to (within 200 feet) the described
waters? lf yes, please describe and attach available plans. thelpl
Nonproject action. Does not appIy.

3) Estimate the amount of fill and dredge material that would be placed in or removed
from surface water or wetlands and indicate the area of the site that would be affected
lndicate the source of fill material. [helpl
Nonproject action. Does not apply.

SEPA EnvÍronmental checkli6t (WAC 197-11-960) July 2016 Page 4 o'f 14
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4) Wll the proposal require surface water withdrawals or diversions? Give general
description, purpose, and approximate quantities if known. fhelpl
Nonproject action. Does not apply.

5) Does the proposal lie within a 100-year floodplain? lf so, note location on the site plan
thelpl
No.

6) Does the proposal involve any discharges of waste materials to surface waters? lf so,
describe the type of waste and anticipated volume of discharge. Ihelpl
Nonproject action. Does not apply.

b. Ground Water:

1) Will groundwater be withdrawn from a well for drinking water or other purposes? lf so,
give a general description of the well, proposed uses and approximate quantities
withdrawn from the well. Willwater be discharged to groundwater? Give general
description, purpose, and approximate quantities if known. thelpl
Nonproject action. Does not apply.

2) Describe waste materialthat will be discharged into the ground from septic tanks or
other sources, if any (for example: Domestic sewage; industrial, containing the
following chemicals. . . ; agricultural; etc.). Describe the general size of the system, the
number of such systems, the number of houses to be served (if applicable), or the
number of animals or humans the system(s) are expected to serve. Ihelpl
Nonproject action. Does not apply.

c. Water runoff (including stormwater):

1) Describe the source of runoff (including storm water) and method of collection
and disposal, if any (include quantities, if known). Where will this water flow?
Will this water flow into other waters? lf so, describe. thelpl
Nonproject act,ion. Does not apply.

2) Could waste materials enter ground or surface waters? lf so, generally describe. thelplNonproject act.ion. Does not apply.

3) Does the proposal alter or othenrise affect drainage patterns in the vicinity of the site? lf
so, describe. fhelpl
Nonproject action. Does not apply.

d. Proposed measures to reduce or controlsurface, ground, and runoff water, and drainage
pattern impacts, if any: lhelpl

Nonproject action. Does not apply.

SEPA Environmental checklist (WAC 197-il-960) July 20f 6 Page 5 of 14
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4. Plants [help]

a. Check the types of vegetation found on the site: [helpl
Nonproject action. Ðoes not apply.

deciduous tree: alder, maple, aspen, other
evergreen tree: fir, cedar, pine, other
shrubs
grass

re

_crop or grain

_ Orchards, vineyards or other permanent crops.
_ wet soil plants: cattail, buttercup, bullrush, skunk cabbage, other

water plants: water lily, eelgrass, milfoil, other
other types of vegetation

b. \A/hat kind and amount of vegetation will be removed or altered? thelpl
Nonproject action. Ðoes not app1y.

c. List threatened and endangered species known to be on or near the site. thelpl
Nonproject action. Does not app1y.

d. Proposed landscaping, use of native plants, or other measures to preserve or enhance
vegetation on the site, if any: [helpl

Nonproject, action. Does not apply.

e. List all noxious weeds and invasive species known to be on or near the site. lhelp]
Nonproject action. Does not apply.

5. Animals fhelpl

a. List any birds and other animals which have been observed on or near the site or are known
to be on or near the site. fhelpl
Nonproject action. Does not apply.
Examples include:

birds: hawk, heron, eagle, songbirds, other:
mammals: deer, bear, elk, beaver, other:
fish:bass,salmon,trout,herring,shellfish,other-

b. List any threatened and endangered species known to be on or near the site. thelpl
Nonproject action. Does not apply.

c. ls the site part of a migration route? lf so, explain. fhelpl
Nonproject action. Does not appIy.

d. Proposed measures to preserve or enhance wildlife, if any: thelpl
Nonproject action. Does not apply.
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e. List any invasive animal species known to be on or near the site. thelpl
Nonproject action. Does not apply.

6. Energy and Natural Resources [helpl

a. What kinds of energy (electric, natural gas, oil, wood stove, solar) will be used to meet
the completed project's energy needs? Describe whether it will be used for heating,
manufacturing, etc. thelpl

ttonproject action. Does not apply.

b. Would your project affect the potential use of solar energy by adjacent properties?
lf so, generally describe. Ihelpl

Nonproject. action. Ðoes not apply.

c. What kinds of energy conservation features are included in the plans of this proposal?
List other proposed measures to reduce or control energy impacts, if any: fhelpl

Nonproject action. Does not apply.

7. Environmental Health lhelpl

a. Are there any environmental health hazards, including exposure to toxic chemicals, risk
of fire and explosion, spill, or hazardous waste, that could occur as a result of this proposal?
lf so, describe. Ihelpl

Nonproject action. Does not apply.
1) Describe any known or possible contamination at the site from present or past uses.

fhelpl

Nonproject action. Does not app1y.
2) Describe existing hazardous chemicals/conditions that might affect project development

and design. This includes underground hazardous liquid and gas transmission pipelines
located within the project area and in the vicinity. fhelpl
Nonproject action. Does not appty.

3) Describe any toxic or hazardous chemicals that might be stored, used, or produced
during the project's development or construction, or at any time during the operating
life of the project. [helpl
Nonproject act.ion. Does not app1y.

4) Describe special emergency services that might be required. [helpl
Nonproject action. Does not app1y.

5) Proposed measures to reduce or control environmental health hazards, if any: fhelpl

Nonproject action. Does not app1y.

b. Noise lhelpl

1) What types of noise exist in the area which may affect your project (for example:
traffic, equipment, operation, other)? lhelpl
Nonproject action. Does not apply.
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2) What types and levels of noise would be created by or associated with the project on a
short-term or a long-term basis (for example: traffic, construction, operation, other)? lndi-
cate what hours noise would come from the site. lhelpl

Nonproject action. Does not app1y.

3) Proposed measures to reduce or control noise impacts, if any: lhelpì
Nonproject action. Does not, apply.

8. Land and Shoreline Use lhelpl

a. What is the current use of the site and adjacent properties? \Mllthe proposal affect current
land uses on nearby or adjacent properties? lf so, describe. thelpl

The entire street is within a nationally recognized
historic district (see at.tached national historic register,
page L9 of the PDF). There is a landscaped medianr âs werl
as landscaping in the right of r,tray on each side of the
street. Residentiar zoning and the historic south capitol
neighborhood is located on the south side of the street.
The state capitor campus is rocated on the north side of
the street.

b. Has the project site been used as working farmlands or working forest lands? lf so, describe.
How much agricultural or forest land of long-term commercial significance will be converted to
other uses as a result of the proposal, if any? lf resource lands have not been designated,
how many acres in farmland or forest land tax status will be converted to nonfarm or
nonforest use? lhelpl

No.

1) Will the proposal affect or be affected by surrounding working farm or forest land normal
business operations, such as oversize equipment access, the application of pesticides,
tilling, and harvesting? lf so, how: lhelpl

No.

c. Describe any structures on the site. lhelpl
Nonproject. action. Does not appty.

d. Wllany structures be demolished? lf so, what? thelpl
Nonproject action. Does not apply.

e. What is the curent zoning classification of the site? thelpl
Zoning on the south side of the street is Two Family
Residentiar 6 to L2. zoning on the north side is capitol
Campus/ Commercial Service High.

f. What is the current comprehensive plan designation of the site? thelpl
Major Collector street designation on Comprehensive plan
Transportation Maps.
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g. lf applicable, what is the current shoreline master program designation of the site? lhelpl
Not applicable.

h. Has any part of the site been classified as a critical area by the city or county? lf so, specify
[helpl

No.

i. Approximately how many people would reside orwork in the completed pQect? thelpl
Nonproject action. Does not. app1y.

j. Approximately how many people would the completed project displace? thelpl
Nonproject action. Does not app1y.

k. Proposed measures to avoid or reduce displacement impacts, if any: fhelpl
Nonproject action. Does not apply.

t-. Proposed measures to ensure the proposal is compatible with existing and projected land
uses and plans, if any: lhelp]

Does not apply.

m. Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts to agricultural and forest lands of long-term
commercial significance, if any: [helpl

Does not apply.

9. Housing fhelpl

a. Approximately how many units would be provided,)f.any? lndicate whether high, mid-
dle, or low-income housing. lhelpl

Nonproject action. Does not apply.

b. Approximately how many units, if any, would be eliminated? lndicate whether high,
middle, or low-income housing. lhelpl

Nonproject action. Does not apply.

c. Proposed measures to reduce or control housing impacts, if any: thelpl
Nonproject action. Does not app1y.

10. Aesthetics fhelpl

a. What is the tallest height of any proposed structure(s), not including antennas; what is
the principal exterior building material(s) proposed? lhelpl

Nonproject action. Does not apply.

b. What views in the immediate vicinity would be altered or obstructed? thelpl
Nonproject action. Does not appty.
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b. Proposed measures to reduce or control aesthetic impacts, if any: [helpl
Nonproject action. Does not appIy.

11. Light and Glare [helpl

a. \A/hat type of light or glare will the proposal produce? What time of day would it mainly
occur? lhelpl

Nonproject action. Does not app1y.

b. Could light or glare from the finished project be a safety hazard or interfere with views? Ihelpl
Nonproject action. Does not, apply.

c. What existing off-site sources of light or glare may affect your proposal? lhelpì
Nonproject action. Does not apply.

d. Proposed measures to reduce or control light and glare impacts, if any: thelpl
Nonproject. action. Does not apply.

12. Recreation lhelpl

a. \Â/hat designated and informal recreational opportunities are in the immediate vicinity? thelpl
Maple Park is used by some for recreation as is east
Capitol Campus. In the faIl, Maple park is a popular
destination for photos. The park is identified on the
olympia streets Map (see attached) and provides the city
of Olympia's most attractive boulevard.

b. Would the proposed project displace any existing recreational uses? lf so, describe. fhelpl
Nonproject action. Does not apply.

c. Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts on recreation, including recreation
opportunities to be provided by the project or applicant, if any: lhelpl

Nonproject action. Does not apply.

13. Historic and cultural preservation lhelpl

a. Are there any buildings, structures, or sites, located on or near the site that are over 45 years
old listed in or eligible for listing in national, state, or local preservation registers ? lf so,
specifically describe. [helpl

Yes. The entire neighborhood and Maple park are on the
national register of historic places.

b. Are there any landmarks, features, or other evidence of lndian or historic use or occupation?
This may include human burials or old cemeteries. Are there any material evidence, artifacts,
or areas of cultural importance on or near the site? Please list any professional studies
conducted at the site to identify such resources. [helpl

Maple Park was platted by Hazard Stevens, son of
Vlashington state's first territorial governor. He deeded
the park to the City of Olympia and planted the first
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maple trees on t.he park. The park is described in an entry
in national historic registry (see attached National
Historic Registerr page 8 of the PDF).

c. Describe the methods used to assess the potential impacts to cultural and historic resources
on or near the project site. Examples include consultation with tribes and the department of
archeology and historic preservation, archaeologicalsurveys, historic maps, GIS data, etc.
Ihelpl

The neighborhood association consulted with State of
Vtashington Department of Archaelogy and Historic
Preservation, and the US Dept of Interior National
Register of Historic Places.

d. Proposed measures to avoid, minimize, or compensate for loss, changes to, and disturbance
to resources. Please include plans for the above and any permits that may be required. fhelpl

The historic signficance is one of many reasons for
requesting this change. Maple Park continues to be an
attractive greenspace and provides a well established
buffer between the capitol campus and the historic
neighborhood.

14. Transportation [helpl

a. ldentiff public streets and highways serving the site or affected geographic area and
describe proposed access to the existing street system. Show on site plans, if any. Ihelpl

Maple Park Avenue is approximately 1200 linear feet
between Capitol l{ay South and Jefferson Street SE. Maple
Park Avenue forms a T-intersection with Franklin Street, SE

at the midpoint.

b. ls the site or affected geographic area currently served by public transit? lf so, generally
describe. lf not, what is the approximate distance to the nearest transit stop? thelpl

Yes. Intercity Transit buses, including Dash, service
Map1e Park Avenue SE. There are 4 bus stops on the street.

c. How many additional parking spaces would the completed project or Nonproject proposal
have? How many would the project or proposaleliminate? fhelol

Nonproject action. DoeS not app1y.

d. W¡ll the proposal require any new or improvements to existing roads, streets, pedestrian,
bicycle or state transportation facilities, not including driveways? lf so, generally describe
(indicate whether public or private). lhelpl

Nonproject act,ion. Does not appIy.

e. Will the project or proposal use (or occur in the immediate vicinity of) water, rail, or air
transportation? lf so, generally describe. lhelpl
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Nonproject action. Does not apply.

f. How many vehicular trips per day would be generated by the completed project or proposal?
lf known, indicate when peak volumes would occur and what percentage of the volume would
be trucks (such as commercial and nonpassenger vehicles). What data or transportation
models were used to make these estimates? fhelpl

Nonproject action. Does not app1y.

g. Willthe proposal interfere with, affect or be affected by the movement of agricultural and
forest products on roads or streets in the area? lf so, generally describe. [help'l

Nonproject action. Does not app1y.

h. Proposed measures to reduce or control transportation impacts, if any: thelp]
Nonproject action. Does not apply.

15. PublicServices thelpl

a. Would the project result in an increased need for public services (for example: fire protection,
police protection, public transit, health care, schools, other)? lf so, generally describe. [helpl

Nonproject action. Does not apply.

b. Proposed measures to reduce or control direct impacts on public services, if any. thelpl
Nonproject, action. Does not apply.

16. Utilities lhelpl

natural refuse service sewer
a. Circle utilities available at the site

other

AII of the above.

b. Describe the utilities that are proposed for the project, the utility providing the service,
and the general construction activities on the site or in the immediate vicinity which might
be needed. thelpl

Nonproject action. Does not apply.

C. Signature thetpl

The above answers are true and complete to the best of my knowledge. I understand that the
lead agency is on to its decision

Signature:

Name of signee ui'f
Position and Agen rganization >ì Ce r-
Date Submitted: I ?o -T

D. supplemental sheet for nonproject actions thetpt

f^no 4 ¡\<;0 ,
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(lT lS NOT NECESSARY to use this sheet for project actions)

Because these questions are very general, it may be helpfulto read them in conjunction
with the list of the elements of the environment.

When answering these questions, be aware of the extent the proposal, or the types of
activities likely to result from the proposal, would affect the item at a greater intensity or
at a faster rate than if the proposalwere not implemented. Respond briefly and in
generalterms.

1. How would the proposal be likely to increase discharge to water; emissions to air; pro-
duction, storage, or release of toxic or hazardous substances; or production of noise?

This street designation change should have no effect on
any of the above.

Proposed measures to avoid or reduce such increases are
Not. applicable.

2. How would the proposal be likely to affect plants, animals, fish, or marine life?

Thís designation change should have no effect on any of
the above.

Proposed measures to protect or conserve plants, animals, fish, or marine life are
Not applicable.

3. How would the proposal be likely to deplete energy or natural resources?
Reducing the street designat,ion would tikely result in a
savings of energy. The street designation informs the
engineering and design standards applied for
infrastructure, such as street lighting.

Proposed measures to protect or conserve energy and natural resources are:

Nonproject action. Does not apply.

4. How would the proposal be likely to use or affect environmentally sensitive areas or
areas designated (or eligible or under study) for governmental protection; such as parks,
wilderness, wild and scenic rivers, threatened or endangered species habitat, historic or
cultural sites, wetlands, floodplains, or prime farmlands?

Reducing the street designation and possíb1e
infrastructure demands would likely benefit the park.

Proposed measures to protect such resources or to avoid or reduce impacts are:
Nonproject action. Does not apply.

5. How would the proposal be likely to affect land and shoreline use, including whether it
would allow or encourage land or shoreline uses incompatible with existing plans?
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The street designation should not effect the land use of
an established resident.ial neighborhood and the capitol
campus.

Proposed measures to avoid or reduce shoreline and land use impacts are:
Nonproject action. Does not apply.

6. How would the proposal be likely to increase demands on transportation or public
services and utilities?

A change in st.reet designation should not increase demand
for any of the above.

Proposed measures to reduce or respond to such demand(s) are:
Nonproject action. Does not apply.

7. ldentiff, if possible, whether the proposal may conflict with local, state, or federal laws or
requirements for the protection of the environment.

The proposal does not conflict. with any environmental
laws.
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OFFICIAL USE

Case #:

Received By:

3 Master File #: Date:
Project Planner: _ Related

t\4AR 31 201i

Finql comprehensive Plon Amendment Applicqlion

One or more of the must be attached to this Plan Amendment icationr
t
tr

Comprehensive Plan Amendment (Proposed Specific Text and/or Maps)

Any Related Zoning Map (Rezone) or Text Amendment

Other

t Adjacent Property Owner List (lf site-specific
amendment)

I SEPA Checklist

Applicant: iates. RETMAX Parkside Affil

Mailing Address: 98501

Phone Numbe(s): 13601 480-9387

Tom

300 Deschr Wav SW Olvmnie

E-mailAddress

Site Owner: Prooertv Owners LislSee

Mailing Address:

Phone

Other Authorized Representative (if any):

Mailing Address

Phone Numbe(s):

E-mailAddress:

Site Address

Description of Proposed Amendment:

Size of Proposed Amendment Area: 8-48 aeres

Assessor Tax Parcel Numbers (s): .12836310400

Chanoe in from R 4.8 to

1283631 12836310300. r

I
tr
tr
tr
tr
tr

Lake or Pond (name):

Swamp/Bog/Wetland

Scenic Vistas

Flood Hazard Area

Special areas on or near síte (show areas on site plan)

Steep Slopes/DradGully/Ravine

Historic Site or Skucture

None

Creek or Stream (name):

I affirm that all answers, statements, and information submitted with this application are correct and accurate to the best of my knowledge. I also
affirml /do not affirm tr that I am the owner of the subject site or am duly authorized by the owner to act with respect to this application (in the case
of a rezone application). Further, I grant permission from the owner to any and all employees and representatives of the City of Olympia and other
governmental agencies to enter upon and inspect said property as reasonably necessary to process this application

l* S.("^Jun
Print Name

7r
Date

3 zo

N:\Prcjectsu256 Tom scbradq\2256.01 on-call co$ùltilt swic€s\Phas€ 03 - Tsuki Nusqy comp Plm Amend\Comp pla Applicario¡ submittal\comp plæ Amend App.doc 07ll t/08
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oFFrcrAr usË oNrY

Case #:

Received By: (Wf
Master File fl:

Related Cases:

Date:

Project Planner:

[i1AR ll L 2OI7

GENrtr LAND usE Appltcal0ru

One or more of the following Supplements must be attached to this General land Use Apptication and submitted
electronically with the application:

E Adjacent Property owner List E Large Lot subdivision
E Annexation Notice of lntent E parking Variance
ElAnnexation Petition (with BRB Form) E preliminary Long plat

E Ainding Site Plan E preliminary pRD

E Boundary Line Adjustment El Reasonable Use Except¡on (Critical Areas)
E Conditional Use Permit E S¡pR Checklist
E oesign Review- Concept (Major) El Shoreline Development Permit UARpA Form)
E Design Review - Detail E Short plat

E Environmental Review (criticalArea) E so¡l and vegetation plan

E F¡nal Long Plat E variance or unusual use (Zoning)
E F¡NAI PRD X OthCT COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT
E tand Use Review (Site Plan) Supplement

Project Name: Tsr¡ki Nlrrsery comnrehen.si r¡e pl an Amenrrment
ProjectAddress; 161-1 Yelm Hwv, 1705 yelm Hh¡v, Li07 yelm Hwv. e 4920 1.ônRHenders

Add¡gss; 300 Deschutes Vüay SÍ1, Olympia, VüA 99501
side Affiliates

Phone Number(s): 80-9387
Maíling

Tom Sch ader, RE/MAX Par

(360)

Applicant:

E-mailAddress: schraderf ourGgmail . com

Owner(if otherthanapplicant): See Attached Property Owners List
Mailing Address: _
Phone Number(s): _
Other Authorized Representative (if any):

Mailing Address:

Phone Number(s):

E-mailAddress:

SizeofProjectSite: 8. 48 Acres

36 18 2wTownshÍp: Range:

onlno

500

IR 4-R ì

Section

Comnrc nsi ve P l an Am¡r ndment- t-o r:hancre the existino
to PolRM

1,2836310600. ] 2836310400. 1.28363 0300, ]-283631Assessor Tax Parcel Number(s)

Project Description

1
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- F:L- t-L^... -i+^ ^l^^1.spgclal Areas on or nedf )lte lslluw clls(') urr rrrt yrqrrr'

tr Creek or Stream (name):

Full Legal Description of Subject Property (attached E)

See Attached

-t

,/ Propose c] : POIRMZoning: ,LX1 ct R 4-Bti no ZonL

Shoreline Designation (if applicable) N/A

tr Historic Site or Structure

E Flood Hazard Area (show on site plan)

tr None
tr Steep Slopes/Draw/Gully/Ravine

tr Scenic Vistas

tr Lake or Pond (name):

tr Swamp/Bog/Wetland

c¡f Ol LACítTo be Determined b

Citv o f Olvmpra

(- itv of Ol-

cirv of Olvmþ14

Citv of Ol aa

la

aaCitv of Ol-

Access (name of street(s)from which access will be gained):

Water Supply (name of utility if applicable)

Existing

Existing:

Sewage Disposal (name of utility if applicable)

Proposed: City of OlYmPia

Proposed:

I affirm that all answers, statements, and information submitted with this application are correct and accurate to the best of

my knowledge. I also affirm that I am the owner of the subject site or am duly authorized by the owner to act with respect tr

this application. Further, I grant permission from the owner to any and all employees and representatives of the City of

Olymp ia and other governmental agencies to enter upon and inspect said property as reasonably necessary to process this

application. I agree to PaY all of the City that apply to this application

Date
Signature

Examiner
lnitials

I unde for the type of application submitted, the applicant is required to pay actual Hearing

costs, which may be higher or lower than any deposit amount' I hereby agree to pay any such costs'

Appticonts moy be required to post the proiect site with a sign provided by the City within seven days of this opplicotion

deemed comple te. Pleose contoct City stoff for more information.

2
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! Rezone E Text Amendment

Cunent land use zone: R 4.8

REZONE OR CODE TEXT AMENDM T SUPPLEMENT

u
n

I,E \U LÇ ll Y/ I.L'

ltDate

Related

l? 3\äøs
Received

Case #;

Planner:

Master File #:

Jådås: MAR ;J r ZUI/ EJ

c0
AND ÛEENT

Proposed zone: PO/RM

Answer the followino questions (attach separate sheet):

A. How is the proposed zoning consistent with the Comprehensive Plan including the Plan's Future Land Use map as
described in OMC 18.59.055? lf notconsístent, whatconcurrentamendmentof the Plan has been proposed, iiany?

B. How would the proposed change in zoning maintain the public health, safety and welfare?

C. How is the proposed zoning consistent with other development regulations that implement the Comprehensive plan?

D. How will the change in zoning result in a dishict that is compatible with adjoining zoning districts?

E' Please describe whether public facilities and services existing and planned for the area are now adequate, or likely to be
available, to serve potential development allowed by the proposed zone.

A Rezone Or Code Text Amendment Application shall accompanv a General Land Use Application and shall include:

/ 1. The current zoning of the site.

t/2. The proposed zoning of the site.

- 3. Specific text amendments proposed in "bill-format," (See example,)
r' 4. A statement justifying or explaining reasons for the amendment or rezone.

{ 5. Reproducible maps (8%" x17" ot 11" x17")to include a vicinity map with highlighted area to be rezoned and any nearby
city limits, and a map showing physical features of the site such as lakes, ravínes, streams, flood plains, railroad- lines,
public roads, and commercial agriculture lands,

- 6, A site plan of any associated project.

/L Asite sketch 8%" x11" ot 11"x 17" (reproducible).

- 8. A typed and certified list, prepared by title company, of all property owners of record within 300 feet of the proposed
rezone.

r' L A copy of the Assessor's Map showing specific parcels proposed for rezone and the immediate vicinity.

r'n, An Environmental(SEPA) Checktist,

NOTE: Although applica tions may be submitted at any time sife specific rezone reguesfs are only,
rewewed twice each year on April 1 and October 1

Applicants are required to posf the project sife with a stgn provided by the City within seven days of
being deemed Please contact sfaff for more informationthis

Commun¡ty Planning & Development | 601 4ih Ave E, 2¡d Floor, olympia, WA 98501 | Ph 360-753-8314 | Fax 360-753-8087 | olympiawa.gov
N:\Prcj@tsu256 Tom Scb¡ads\2256 01 o¡-call comùhat swics\Phæe 03 - Tsuki Nmsy comp Plil Ameacl\Comp Plm Application Submitral\Rezone o¡ CodeText Ameoo Suppt"r*t.ão."
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Sam ple of Bill Formattinq

1. Fence height is measured to the top of the fence, excluding posts. eoiniåt6'rtlunO

measurement shall be the hiqh point of the adiacent final grade' @

F - -- - - - ...-ll- ^^l L^.{^^^ 
^F^ 

h^¿, FgnL;gs, w¡tll5' allu llt'uvttÐ cltç yþ rnniffa¡{ rrrifhin a!! rraryl âreâs nror-rided thatI I I llttgv YYlll lll I 9tr Jqr

doo r

re or twe

3.

@,,t-r{â€luC€+€dg€s- Front yard fences, of common areas. such

as tree. open space. park. and stormwater tracts. must be a minimum of fifry{5O)
cted, i.e.. must provide for visibilitv throuoh the

fence. See+igur€4æ
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REZONE OR CODE TEXT AMENDMENT SUPPLEMENT

Supplemental Questions

A. How is the proposed zoning consistent with the Comprehensive Plan including the plan's
Future Land Use map as described in OMC 18.59.055? lf not consistent, what
concurrent amendment of the plan has been proposed, if any?

ln accordance with OMC 18.59.055.C, the proposed rezone is consistent with the
designations listed in both the Future Land Use Map Designation and the Zoning
Districts. The proposal is to change the zoning of the subject properties from R 4-8 to
POIRM.

B. How would the proposed change in zoning maintain the public health, safety and
welfare?

The proposed change in zoning would mointain the pubtic health, safety and welfore by
providing commercial ond residentiol services for the community using the pO/RM
zoning designøtion. The site is currently served by City of Otympio utilities, pubtic
services, and bus services. Additionally, øny future development would comply with att
locø\, stote, ond federol requirements to maintøin or enhonce the public's heolth, sofety
ond welfore.

C' How is the proposed zoning consistent with other development regulations that
implement the Comprehensive Plan?

This proposed zoning is consistent with other development regulations that implement
the Comprehensive Plon by providing o transitional oreo buffering residential orea. The
transition from Low Density Neighborhoods to PO/RM is consistent with existing zoning
designotions throughout the city (Harrison Avenue, west Bay Drive, Henderson
Boulevard, and South Capital Neighborhood).

Additionally, ony proposed development for this property witlfoltow the development
regulations required by the Olympio Municipol Code, which include design requirements

for structures ødiøcent to low density zoning, setbocks, and buitding heights to nome o
Íew.
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D. please describe whether public facilities and services existing are planned for the area

are now adequate, or likely to be available, to serve potential development allowed by

the proposed zone.

Pubtic facitities ond existing services ore now adequote for any future development'

Wøter, sewer, ond power ore located adjacent to the property ond the site is served by

both Henderson Boulevord ond Yetm Highwoy for ingress ond egress. Any future

development witt be required to construct øny required infrostructure improvements as

well.
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TSUKI NURSERY COMPREHENSIVE PLAßI AMENDMENT/REZONE
Statement of Justlflcat¡on

The subject properties, at the southeast corner of Yelm Hwy. and Henderson Blvd, is situated in
Section 36 Township 18 Range 2W. The properties are at the southernmost edge of the City of
Olympia on Henderson Boulevard. The properties currently consist of approximately 8.5 acres
of land. Two parcels are currently being used to grow and wholesale plants for the Tsuki
Nursery. The other two parcels are single family lots with houses situated on them.

The property owners of the subject propert¡es petitioned for annexat¡on into the City of
Olympia in September of 2015 and was approved by the City Council in July of 2016. Now that
the annexation is approved the owners are requesting a Comprehensive plan Amendment and
Rezone from the existing zoning designation of Residential4-8 (R 4-8) to professional

Office/Residential Multifamily (PO/RM). This amendment for the increase in zoning supports
and promotes residential and commercial growth for the city of olympia.

An increase in zoning to PO/RM zoning designation is supported by the existing uses at the
intersection of Yelm Hwy. and Henderson Boulevard. The surrounding land uses are: a senior
living facility (apartment), Briggs YMCA (commercial) and Briggs Urban Village (Mixed
commercial and residential) to the north, a grange to the west, and single family residential to
the south and east

Per OMC L8.06.020.9, the PO/RM zone is intended to provide a transitional area, buffering
residential areas from ore intensive commercial uses. Additionally, this zone is intended to
provide for a compatible mix of office, moderate to high density residential, and small scale
commercial uses to provide opportunities for people to live, work, and recreate in a pedestrian-
oriented area.

The PO/RM zoning designation is currently used as a naturattransition zoning designation from
low intensity residential to a mix of office and residential throughout the City. Existing locations
where this is currently in place include: Harrison Avenue, West Bay Drive, Black Lake Boulevard,
cooper Point Road, south capital Neighborhood, and Eastside street.

A rezone to PO/RM would be complimentary to with the uses to Briggs Village and would
provide the appropriate zoning as a transition from residentialto a higher intensity land use.

An increase in zoning to PO/RM is also supported by the existing infrastructure and public
services. Yelm Hwy. and Henderson Boulevard are built to a road standard of an Arterial and
Major Collector respectively, which currently accommodates approximately 20,000 (+) vehicles
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per day with peak hour of L,ST}Ovehicles. The existing traffic counts and road standards

support the increase in zoning classification, Additionally, public utilities such as water, sewer,

power, and gas are available to serve the site.

ln summary, a comprehensive Plan Amendment and a Rezone from R 4-8 to PO/RM is a

transition zoning designation that is supported by the Olympia Municipal Code, is

complimentary to the existing land uses at the intersection, promotes residential and

commercial growth in the City, and is supported by the existing infrastructure and public

services.
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TSUKI NURSERY ANNEXATION

Legal Description of Comprehensive Plan/Rezone

Yelm-Henderson Annexation Area, situated in the Northeast Quarter of the Southwest euarter
of Section 36, Township L8 North, Range 2 West, Willamette Meridian, Thurston County,
Washington, said Annexation Areas is contained and bounded within the following described
area:

BEGINNING at the intersection of the North line of said Northeast euarter of the Southwest
Quarter and the extended Easterly right-of-way of Henderson Boulevard sE;

Thence Easterly along the North line of said Northeast Quarter of the Southwest Quarter to a
point, of intersection with the extended Westerly boundary of Orvas Plat, as recorded in
Volume 2t, at page7, Thurston County records;

Thence Southerly and tracing said Westerly boundary of Orvas Plat to the Northern boundary of
Arlington Estates Plat, as recorded in Volume 25, at page !2. Thurston County records;

Thence Southerly and tracing Westerly boundary of said Arlington Estates Plat to the Northern
boundary of Henderson Ridge Plat, as recorded under Auditor's File Number (AFN) 9716542,
Thurston County records;

Thence Westerly along the Northern boundary of said Henderson Ridge Plat to the Eastern
boundary ofShepherd's Grove Plat, as recorded under AtN 4277595, Thurston County records;

Thence Northerly along the Eastern boundary of said Shepherd's Grove Plat to the Southerly
line of that parcelof land described a Warranty Deed recorded underAFN 3354086,Thurston
County records;

Thence tracing said Warranty Deed, Easterly, Northerly and Westerly to a point of intersection
with the Easterly right-of-way of Henderson Boulevard SE;

Thence Northerly along said right-of-way extended to the POINT OF BEG|NN|NG
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Parcel #1

Owner:

Site Address:

TPN:

Parcel #2

Owner:

Site Address:

TPN:

Parcel #3

Owner:

Site Address:

TPN:

Parcel #4

Owner:

Site Address

TPN:

TSUKI NURSERY

Com prehensive Plan /Zoning Map Amendment
Property Owners List

Hong, Trong & Rani

L705 Yelm Hwy SE, Olympia, WA 98501
L28363100300

Prandi, Robert & Marnie
t7O7 Yelm Hwy SE, Olympía, WA 98501
L2836310400

Hulbert, Phillíp W. & M Therese

L611Yelm Hwy SE, Olympia, WA 98501
1_28363L0500

Hulbert, Phillip W. & M Therese
4920 Henderson Blvd. SW, Olympia, WA 9850i.
L28363L0600
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MAR 3 t 201i

tË

Nû
SEPA ENVIRoNMENTAL cHEcKLIsT

Purpose of checklist:

Governmental agencies use this checklist to help determine whether the environmental impacts of your
proposal are significant. This information is also helpful to determine if available avoidance, minimijation
or compensatory mitigation measures will address the probable significant impacts or if an environmental
impact statement will be prepared to further analyze the proposal.

I n structi o n s for a ppl i ca nts:

This environmental checklist asks you to describe some basic information about your proposal. please
answer each question accurately and carefully, to the best of your knowledge. You may need to consult
with an agency specialist or private consultant for some questions. You mav use "not applicable" or
"does not applv" onlv when vou can explain whv it does not applv and not when the answer is rlnknown.
You may also attach or incorporate by reference additional studies reports. Complete ànd acrcurate
answers to these questions often avoid delays with the SEPA process as well as later in the decision-
making process.

The checklist questions apply to all parts of vour proposal, even if you plan to do them over a period of
time or on different parcels of land. Attach any additional information that will help describe your proposal
or its environmental effects. The agency to which you submit this checklist may ask you to explaín your
answers or provide additional information reasonably related to determining if there may be significant
adverse impact.

lnstructions for Lead Agencies:
Please adjust the format of this template as needed. Additional information may be necessary to
evaluate the existing environment, all interrelated aspects of the proposal and an analysis of ádverse
impacts. The checklist is considered the fírst but not necessarily the only source of information needed to
make an adequate threshold determination. Once a threshold determination is made, the lead agency is
responsible for the completeness and accuracy of the checklist and other supporting documents.

Use of checklist for nonproject proposals:

For nonproject proposals (such as ordinances, regulations, plans and programs), complete the applicable
parts of sections A and B plus the SUPpLEMENTAL sHEET FoR NoNpRoJEcr AcloNS (part D). please
completely answer all questions that apply and note that the words "project," "applicant," and "property or
site" should be read as "proposal," "proponent," and "affected geographic area," respectively. The lead
agency may exclude (for non-projects) questions in Part B - Environmental Elements -that do not
contribute meaningfully to the analysis of the proposal.

A. Background

1. Name of proposed project, if applicable: Tsuki Nursery Comprehensive Plan Amendment

2. Name of applicant: Tom Shrader, RE/MAX Parkside Affiliates

SEPA Environmental checklist (WAC 197-11.960) July 2016 Page 1 of 16
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3. Address and phone number of applicant and contact person:

300 Deschutes Way, SW, Olympia, WA 98501, (360) 480-9387

4. Date checklist prepared: March,2017

5. Agency requesting checklist:

City of OlymPia

6. Proposed timing or schedule (including phasing, if applicable):

2017

7. Do you have any plans for future additions, expansion, or further activity related to or

connected with this proposal? lf yes, explain.

yes. Once the amendment is approved, there is a potential of the property to be

developed in accordance with the applicable zoning designation.

8. List any environmental information you know about that has been prepared, or will be

prepared, directly related to this proposal.

There is no environmental information prepared as part of this checklist. There will not

be any preparation of environmental information for this proposal.

g. Do you know whether applications are pending for governmental approvals of other

propotält directly affecting the property covered by your proposal? lf yes, explain'

There are no pending application for governmental approvals affecting this property'

10. List any government approvals or permits that will be needed for your proposal, if known.

City of Olympia: Comprehensive Plan Amendment and Comprehensive Plan Text

Amendment.

11. Give brief, complete description of your proposal, including the proposed uses and the size

of the project and siie. There are several questions later in this checklist that ask you to

describe óertain aspects of your proposal. You do not need to repeat those,answers on this

page. (Lead agenóies may modify this form to include additional specific information on project

description.)

It is a proposal to amend the comprehensive plan map and the zoning_map to change

the zoning of the subject properties from Residential (R 4-8) to Offce/Residential

(Po/RM).

12. Location of the proposal. Give sufficient information for a person to understand the precise

location of your proposed project, including a street address, if any, and section, township, and

range, if kn"own.' lf a proposaiwould occur over a range of area, provide the range or

SEPA Environmental checklist (WAC 197-f 1'960) July 2016 Page 2 of 16
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boundaries of the site(s). Provide a legal description, site plan, vicinity map, and topographic
map, if reasonably available. While you should submit any plans required by the agency, you
are not required to duplicate maps or detailed plans submitted with any permit applications
related to this checklist.

This project is a comprehensive plan amendment and a zoning map amendment for the
properties of 1611 Yelm Hwy, 1705 Yelm Hwy, 1707 Yelm Hwy, and 4920 Henderson Blvd.
Section 36 Township 18 Range 2W. The site is the old Tsuki Nursery located at the
southeast corner of the intersection of Yelm Hwy. and Henderson Blvd.

B. eruvlnoNMENTAL ELEMENTS

1. Earth

a. General description of the site:

The site is approxim ately 7 .4 acres in size and consist of four separate parcels. The site is
flat and has approximately 3 structures located on the property. There are some trees
located on the property in the south and east portions of the site

(circle one) ling, hilly, steep slopes, mountainous, other

b. What is the steepest slope on the site (approximate percent slope)?

Less than 3%

c. What general types of soils are found on the site (for example, clay, sand, gravel, peat,
muck)? lf you know the classification of agricultural soils, specify them and note any
agricultural land of long-term commercial significance and whether the proposal results in
removing any of these soils.

lndianola loamy sand.

d. Are there surface indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity? lf so,
describe.

No

e. Describe the purpose, type, totalarea, and approximate quantities and total affected area of
any filling, excavation, and grading proposed. lndicate source of fill.

This is a Comprehensive PlanMaplZoning Map amendment. No fill or excavation is
proposed.

f. Could erosion occur as a result of clearing, construction, or use? lf so, generally describe.

No, there is no construction proposed as part of this checklist.
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g. About what percent of the site will be covered with impervious surfaces after project

construction (for example, asphalt or buildings)?

There is no construction proposed as part of this checklist. The existing structures and

impervious surface area will remain on site. A new SEPA Checklist will be prepared for any

future project at that time.

L trr-an¡¡¡À maao,,rae rn rar{r rna nr nnntrnl erosion or ofher imoacts to the garth. if anV:
ll. r-lvlJvÐgu lllgqùvtvo tv rvvevv

There are no measure to reduce or control erosion or other impacts. There is no construction

proposed as part of this checklist'

2. Air

a. What types of emissions to the air would result from the proposal during construction'
^^^-^¿:^^ ^^¿r main{añôñ^ô rr¡han fha nrnionf ic. cnmnletecl? lf anv oenerallv dgsCfibe and
uPÚl allul Ir cll l\l I I ¡gt¡ lt!¡ rqr ¡vv Ècr rur I ft !!' l--r vJvvt'- --"'r'-'-

give approximate quantities if known.

No emissions would result from this proposal. Construciton is not proposed as part of this

checklist.

b. Are there any off-site sources of emissions or odor that may affect your proposal? lf so,

generally describe.

No

c. proposed measures to reduce or control emissions or other impacts to air, if any:

There are no measures proposed to reduce or control emission. There is no

construciton ProPosed.

3. Water

a. Surface Water:

1) ls there any surface water body on or in the immediate vicinity of the site-(including

year-round and seasonal streams, saltwater, lakes, ponds, wetlands)? lf yes, describe

íype and provide names. lf appropriate, state what stream or river it flows into'

There are not surface water bodies, seasonal streams, salwater, lakes, ponds, or

wetlands on the site'

Hewitt Lake is located approximately 2,20Q feet from the subject site. Ward Lake is

located approximately 1,000 feet from the subject site'

2) Will the project require any work over, in, or adjacent to (within 200 feet) the described

waters? lf yes, pléase describe and attach available plans'
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No
3) Estimate the amount of fill and dredge material that would be placed in or removed

from surface water or wetlands and indicate the area of the site that would be affected
lndicate the source of fill material.

None

4) Will the proposal require surface water withdrawals or diversions? Give general
description, purpose, and approximate quantities if known.

No

5) Does the proposal lie within a 1OO-year floodplain? lf so, note location on the site plan

No

6) Does the proposal involve any discharges of waste materials to surface waters? lf so,
describe the type of waste and anticipated volume of discharge.

No

b. Ground Water:

1) Will groundwater be withdrawn from a well for drinking water or other purposes? lf so,
give a general description of the well, proposed uses and approximate quantities
withdrawn from the well. Will water be discharged to groundwater? Give general
description, purpose, and approximate quantities if known.

No

2) Describe waste material that will be discharged into the ground from septic tanks or
other sources, if any (for example: Domestic sewage; industrial, containing the
following chemicals. . . ; agricultural; etc.). Describe the general size of the system, the
number of such systems, the number of houses to be serued (if applicable), or the
number of animals or humans the system(s) are expected to serve.

None. Construction is not proposed,

c. Water runoff (including stormwater):

1) Describe the source of runoff (including storm water) and method of collection
and disposal, if any (include quantities, if known). Where will this water flow?
Will this water flow into other waters? lf so, describe.

Water runoff will remain as existing. Constrction is not proposed

SEPA Environmental checklist (WAC 197-11-960) July 2016 Page 5 of 16

ATTACHMENT 4

Planning Commission 4/17/2017 Page 115 of 134



2) Could waste materials enter ground or surface waters? lf so, generally describe'

No. Existing site conditions will remain. Construction is not proposed'

3) Does the proposal alter or otherwise affect drainage patterns in the vicinity of the site? lf

so, describe.

No. Construction is not ProPosed

d. proposed measures to reduce or control surface, ground, and runoff water, and drainage

pattern impacts, if anY:

None. Construction is not proposed. Existing site conditions will remain'

4. Plants

a. Check the types of vegetation found on the site:

-X-deciduous 
tree: alder, maple, aspen, other

-X-evergreen 
tree: fir, cedar, pine, other

_X_shrubs
ì_grass
_X_pasture

crop or grain

- 
Orchards, vineyards or other permanent crops.

wet soil plants: cattail, buttercup, bullrush, skunk cabbage, other

water plants: water lily, eelgrass, milfoil, other

other tyPes of vegetation

b. what kind and amount of vegetation will be removed or altered?

None

c. List threatened and endangered species known to be on or near the site

None

d. proposed landscaping, use of native plants, or other measures to preserve or enhance

vegetation on the site, if anY:

Exsiting site conditions will remain. construction is not proposed

e. List all noxious weeds and invasive species known to be on or near the site

Blackberry

SEPA Environmental checklist (WAC 197-ll-960) July 2016 Page 6 of 16

ATTACHMENT 4

Planning Commission 4/17/2017 Page 116 of 134



5. Animals

a' List any birds and other animals which have been observed on or near the site or are known
to be on or near the site^

Crows, Songbirds, Deer

Examples include:

birds: hawk, heron, eagle, songbirds, other:
mammals: deer, bear, elk, beaver, other:
físh: bass, salmon, trout, herring, shellfish, other_

b. List any threatened and endangered species known to be on or near the site

None

c. ls the site part of a migration route? lf so, explain.

Pacific Flyway Mitigation Route

d. Proposed measures to preserve or enhance wildlife, if any:

None. No construction is proposed

e. List any invasive animal species known to be on or near the site.

None

6. Energy and Natural Resources

a. What kinds of energy (electric, natural gas, oil, wood stove, solar) will be used to meet
the completed project's energy needs? Describe whether it will be used for heating,
manufacturing, etc.

None. No construction is proposed.

b. Would your project affect the potential use of solar energy by adjacent properties?
lf so, generally describe.

No.

c. What kinds of energy conservation features are included in the plans of this proposal?
List other proposed measures to reduce or control energy impacts, if any:

None. No construction is proposed.
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7. Environmental Health

a. Are there any environmental health hazards, including exposure to toxic chemicals, risk

of fire and eiplosion, spill, or hazardous waste, that cóub occur as a result of this proposal?

lf so, describe,

No

1) Describe any known or possible contamination at the site from present or past uses'

There is no known contamination at the site'

2) Describe existing hazardous chemicals/conditions that might affect projegt development

and design. Thiõ includes underground hazardous liquid and gas transmission pipelines

located within the project area and in the vicinity'

There are no known hazardous materials that might affect a future project development.

3) Describe any toxic or hazardous chemicals that might be stored, used, or produced

during the prôject's development or construction, or at any time during the operating

life of the Project.

This is a Comprehensive Plan amendement and a Rezone request' Future

development will be subject to environmental review at that time'

4) Describe special emergency services that might be required.

This is a Comprehensive Plan amendement and a Rezone request' Future

development will be subject to environmental review at that time'

5) proposed measures to reduce or control environmental health hazards, if any:

This is a Comprehensive Plan amendement and a Rezone request. Future

development will be subject to environmental review at that time.

b. Noise

1) What types of noise exist in the area which may affect your project (for example:

traffic, equipment, operation, other)?

Types of noise in the area include vehicle traffic, and commercialand residential

neighborhood noises. These noises will no affect this proposal.

2) What types and levels of noise would be created by or associated with the project on a

short+erm'or a long-term basis (for example: traffic, construction, operation, other)? lndi-

cate what hours noise would come from the site'
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None. No construction is proposed

3) Proposed measures to reduce or control noise impacts, if any:

None. No construction is proposed

8. Land and Shoreline Use

a. What is the current use of the site and adjacent properties? Will the proposal affect current
land uses on nearby or adjacent properties? lf so, describe.

The site consists of four properties. The properties were host to the old Tsuki Nursery.
Additionally, residential housing is on the site with associated outbuildings.

b. Has the project site been used as working farmlands or working forest lands? lf so, describe.
How much agricultural or forest land of long-term commercial significance will be converted to
other uses as a result of the proposal, if any? lf resource lands have not been designated,
how many acres in farmland or forest land tax status will be converted to nonfarm or
nonforest use?

No. ïhe site was previously a commercial nursery

1) Will the proposal affect or be affected by surrounding working farm or forest land normal
business operations, such as oversize equipment access, the application of pesticides,
tilling, and harvesting? lf so, how:

No. Construction is no proposed

c. Describe any structures on the site.

There are two single family homes, on mobíle home, a greenhouse, and assessor
structures associated with both the homes and the greenhouse.

d. Will any structures be demolished? lf so, what?

No construction is proposed

e. What is the current zoning classification of the site?

Residential (R 4-8)

f. What is the current comprehensive plan designation of the site?

Residential (R 4-8)

g. lf applicable, what is the current shoreline master program designation of the site?
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N/A

h. Has any part of the site been classified as a critical area by the city or county? lf so, specify

No

i. Approximately how many people would reside or work in the completed project?

'f1^i^ ¡^ ^^{ a aano{rr rnlinn nraianfI I llÐ lÐ I lvt g vvl ¡oll vvlrvr I }/r vjvvr'

j. Approximately how many people would the completed project displace?

This is not a construction project'

k. Proposed measures to avoid or reduce displacement impacts, if any:

None. This is noi a consiruciion projeci

t. proposed measures to ensure the proposal is compatible with existing and projected land

uses and plans, if any:

This is not a construction Project

m. Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts to agricultural and forest lands of long-term

commercial significance, if anY:

None. This is not a construction project

9. Housing

a. Approximately how many units would be provided , if any? lndicate whether high, mid-

dle, or low-income housing.

None. This is not a construction project

b. Approximately how many units, if any, would be eliminated? lndicate whether high,

middle, or low-income housing.

None. This is not a construction project

c. Proposed measures to reduce or control housing impacts, if any:

None. This is not a construction project

10. Aesthetics

a. What is the tallest height of any proposed structure(s), not including antennas; what is

the principal exterior building material(s) proposed?
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None. This is not a construction project

b. what views in the immediate vicinity would be altered or obstructed?

None. This is not a construction project

b. Proposed measures to reduce or control aesthetic impacts, if any:

None. This is not a construction project

11. Light and Glare

a. What_type of light or glare will the proposal produce? What time of day would it mainly
occur?

None. This is not a construction project

b. Could light or glare from the finished project be a safety hazard or interfere with views?

No. This is not a construction project.

c. what existing off-site sources of light or glare may affect your proposal?

None. This is not a construction project

d. Proposed measures to reduce or control light and glare impacts, if any:

None. This is not a construction project

12. Recreation

a. What designated and informal recreational opportunities are in the immediate vicinity?

Pioneer Park to the south on Henderson Boulevard. Watershed Park to the north on
Henderson Boulevard. Kettle View Park located north west in Briggs Village

b. Would the proposed project displace any existing recreational uses? lf so, describe.

No. This is not a construction project

c. Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts on recreation, including recreation
opportunities to be provided by the project or applicant, if any:

None. This is not a construction project

13. Historic and cultural preservation
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a. Are there any buildings, structures, or sites, located on or near the site that are over 45 years

old listed in or eligiblJfor listing in national, state, or local preservation registers ? lf so,

specifically describe.

No

b. Are there any landmarks, Îeatures, or other evidence of lndian or historic use or occupation?

This may include human burials or old.cemeteries. Are there any material evidence, artifacts,

or areas of cultural impoitänce oñ or near the site? Please list any professional studies

condueted at the site to identif-v such resources.

None.

c. Describe the methods used to assess the potential impacts to culturaland historic resources

on or near the project site. Examples include consultation with tribes and the department of

archeology anO h¡ätor¡c preservaiion, archaeologicalsurveys, historic maps, GIS data, etc.

\^.tl.c.A.^.Pn rieta s.eerch - Nlo results found

d. proposed measures to avoid, minimize, or compensate for loss, changes to, and disturbance

to rãsources. Please include plans for the above and any permits that may be required.

None. This is not a construction project

14. Transpo¡'tation

a. ldentify public streets and highways serving the site or affected geographic area and

describe proposed access to tfre existing street system. Show on site plans, if any'

The site is located at the southeast corner of Yelm Hwy and Henderson Boulevard' The

properties combined have one driveway off of Henderson Boulevard and four driveways off of

Yelm Hwy.

b. ls the site or affected geographic area currently served by public transit? lf so, generally

describe. lf not, what is the approximate distance to the nearest transit stop?

Yes. There is an lntercity Transit stop one the frontage along Yelm Hwy.

c. How many additional parking spaces would the completed project or non-project proposal

have? How many would the project or proposal eliminate?

None. This is not a construction project.

d. Will the proposal require any new or improvements to existing rgals, streets, pedestrian,

bicycle or state traniportati-on facilities, not including driveways? lf so, generally describe

(indicate whether public or private)'
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).\
I

Unknown. A development proposal has not been design nor have any permits been
applied for.

e. Will the project or proposal use (or occur in the immediate vicinity of) water, rail, or air
transportation? lf so, generally describe.

No. Any future proposalwill likely not use water, rail, or air transportation.

f. How many vehicular trips per day would be generated by the completed project or proposal?
lf known, indicate when peak volumes would occur and what percentage of the vo[ume would
be trucks (such as commercial and nonpassenger vehicles). What data or transportation
models were used to make these estimates?

Unknown. This is a Comprehensive Plan amendement and a Rezone request.

g. Will the proposal interfere with, affect or be affected by the movement of agricultural and
forest products on roads or streets in the area? lf so, generaily describe.

No,

h. Proposed measures to reduce or control transportation impacts, if any:

None. Construction is not proposed.

15. Public Services

a. Would the project result in an increased need for public services (for example: fire protection,
police protection, public transit, health care, schools, other)? lf so, generally descri'be.

No. Construction is not proposed.

b. Proposed measures to reduce or control direct impacts on public services, if any.

None.

16. Utilities

Circle utilities currently available at the site:
electricity, natural gas, water, refuse service, telephone, sanitary sewer, septic system,
other

a

c. Describe the utilities that are proposed for the project, the utility providing the service,
and the general construction activities on the site or in the immediate vicinity which might
be needed.

None. Construction is not proposed
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C. Signature
The above answers are true and complete to the best of my knowledge. I understand that the

lead agency is relYing to its decision

Signature
nC

J(_JL l-
Name of signee

Position and rganization /n *t PlLr?E5 196 frlF
Date Submitted 3

D. supplemental sheet for nonproject actions

(lT lS NOT NECESSARY to use this sheet for project actions)

Because these questions are very general, it may be helpful to read them in conjunction

with the list of the elements of the environment'

When answering these questions, be aware of the extent the proposal, or the types of

activities likely tõ result fiom the proposal, would affect the item at a greater intensity or

at a faster ratê than if the proposal were not implemented. Respond briefly and in

generalterms.

,1. How would the proposal be likely to increase discharge to water; emissions to air; pro-

duction, storage, oi release of toxic or hazardous substances; or production of noise?

As a result of the Comprehensive Plan Map/Zoning Map Change, it is possible that an

increase in stormwater,noise, and emissions during construction could take place'

Proposed measures to avoid or reduce such increases are:

lf the property develops, compliance with the City of Olympia's stormwater manual will

be required. Additionally, compliance with Department of Ecology, ORCAA, Ecology,

and Olympia construction requirements.

2. How would the proposal be likely to affect plants, animals, fish, or marine life?

lf the property develops some trees and plants may be removed. However, landscaping

as required by the City of Olympia will be installed.

proposed measures to protect or conserve plants, animals, fish, or marine life are
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A landscaping plan in compliance with the City of Olympia would be submitted at the
time of land use review to address these issues.

3. How would the proposal be likely to deprete energy or natural resources?

A future proposal would likely not deplete energy or natural resources.

Proposed measures to protect or conserve energy and natural resources are:

None at this time.

4' How would the proposal be likely to use or affect environmentally sensitive areas or
areas designated (or eligible or under study) for governmental piotection; such as parks,
wilderness, wild and scenic rivers, threatened or endangered species habitat, historic or
cultural sites, wetlands, floodplains, or prime farmlands?

There are no environmentally sensitive areas (weflands, steams, lakes, steep
slopes, and flood zones) within 1000 feet or more from these properties. Any
future proposalwould likely not affect envíronmentally sensitive areas.

Proposed measures to protect such resources or to avoid or reduce impacts are:

None.

5. How would the proposal be likely to affect land and shoreline use, including whether it
would allow or encourage land or shoreline uses incompatible with existing plans?

Any proposal would not affect land or shoreline use.

Proposed measures to avoid or reduce shoreline and land use impacts are:

None.

6. How would the proposal be likely to increase demands on transportation or public
services and utilities?

Any proposal for development would be consistent with the po/RM zoning
classification. An increase in vehicle traffic would likely occur. Additionally,
public utility services such as sewer and water would be necessary for
development.

Proposed measures to reduce or respond to such demand(s) are:
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Mitigation fees will be required for any development proposed. Additjonally,

construction for extensions of utilities will be at the expense of the developer

7. ldentify, if possible, whether the proposal may conflict with local, state, or federal laws or

requiréments for the protection of the environment'

There does not appear to by any conflicts with local, state, or federal laws for the

protection of the environment.
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Planning Commission

Sign Code Update Briefing

Agenda Date: 4/17/2017
Agenda Item Number: 6.C

File Number: 17-0413

City Hall
601 4th Avenue E.

Olympia, WA 98501
360-753-8244

Type: information Version: 1 Status: In Committee

Title
Sign Code Update Briefing

Recommended Action
Information only. No action requested.

Report
Issue:
Discussion on the Sign Code Update, including the current status and next steps.

Staff Contact:
Joyce Phillips, Senior Planner, Community Planning and Development, 360.570.3722

Presenter(s):
Joyce Phillips, Senior Planner

Background and Analysis:
Progress on the sign code update has been steady.  The sign code is being updated primarily in
order to address issues identified in the US Supreme Court case of Reed, et al. v. Town of Gilbert,
AZ, but also in order to streamline the code to make it easier to read, understand, and administer.

The City entered into a contract, after going through a Request for Proposals process, for legal and
graphic consulting services to help meet the timeframe of the code update.  Ogden Murphy Wallace
PLLC, with BERK Consulting, was the successful team for the work.  A Policy Advisory Committee
was formed, made up of community members, businesses, and the sign industry, to provide input on
sign issues and policy direction.

The Advisory Committee had its first meeting in November and met again in January, February, and
April.  At the first meeting the group discussed high-level sign issues, careful not to get weighed
down in too much detail early in the process.  We asked members to consider broad policy questions
and followed up with a homework assignment after the meeting.  The January meeting focused on
temporary sign issues.  In February we focused the discussion on building mounted sign types, such
as wall, awning, marquee, projecting, and window signs.  In April the primary topic area was
freestanding signs.  The group plans to meet at least two more times - once to discuss outstanding
sign issues that did not fit into an earlier topic covered, and once to review draft code language.
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Type: information Version: 1 Status: In Committee

The committee’s comments and responses are being used to help inform the development of a draft
code.  We intend to work our way down into more detail as the analysis continues.  Staff is also
considering sign codes of adjacent jurisdictions, those from similar cities, and looking at model signs
codes to help develop code language.  Committee members are engaged and providing useful
comments.  Summaries of the committee comments on the topics discussed are attached.

Neighborhood/Community Interests (if known):
Some community members have asked to be kept informed of the sign code progress and a few
have provided comments for consideration.  Issues to date have focused on temporary signs, unique
circumstances, fairness, and reducing sign clutter through better enforcement of noncompliant signs.

Options:
Information only.

Financial Impact:
None.  This work is included in the Community, Planning and Development work plan and base
budget for 2017.

Attachments:
January meeting comments
February meeting comments
April meeting comments
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 January PAC Mtg – Discussion Summary  

Temporary Signs Discussion  

Sandwich Board (A-frame) Signs 

• Consider multi-tenant buildings that only have one main exterior door (like at Olympia 
Downtown Association offices, Rosser Chiropractic 

Temporary Sign Comments 

• May want to reduce the amount of time they are allowed 
• The banner over 4th Ave is always booked, hard to use.  May want to consider having 2-

3 more locations. 
• Banners are often a new businesses first sign, for use until a permanent sign can be 

installed. 
• For window signs, what is considered temporary? 
• Are the wall sign size limitations so restrictive that they encourage more use of banners 

and other temporary signs?  Is this especially true for businesses with a small/narrow 
business front? 

• The sign code should promote the use of permanent signs. 

Feather Signs (if allowed) 

• Consider issues such as: 
o Distance from street 
o Distance between signs 
o Distance from driveways 
o Readability of message, condition of sign (faded, torn, shape, etc.) 
o Perhaps limit to a shorted amount of time (grand openings, sales or special 

events) 
o There should be a maximum size and height 
o They may make sense for some uses, like food trucks, regardless of their 

location (such as in the downtown) 
o Perhaps don’t allow feather signs in the downtown where buildings are typically 

built up to or closer to the sidewalk (what about for buildings that are not close 
to the sidewalk) 

o There may be private commercial restrictions 
o Want to support small businesses (who may struggle to afford more permanent 

signage, especially in the beginning) 
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 January PAC Mtg – Discussion Summary  

Standards by Zoning District 

• The city may consider treating different zoning districts differently (e.g. residential 
districts as compared to commercial or industrial zoning districts.   

• The city may treat certain districts within those classifications differently (e.g. 
downtown, auto services, urban and neighborhood villages) 

Homework 

Staff will follow up with homework questions about temporary signs regarding use of them, 
potential standards, and potential placement standards. 
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February PAC Mtg – Discussion Summary  

Building Mounted Signs Discussion  

Size Calculation 

 The ratio currently used to determine allowed sizes is good  

 Would like to compare examples of current to 3% and 5% from the model code 

Building Mounted Sign Comments 

 Some signs are geared toward pedestrians (e.g. window painted signs) while others are 

geared to those in cars (e.g. wall signs) 

 We still want to encourage art on buildings 

 Limit of 1 building mounted sign is pretty restrictive  

 May want different standards for downtown and pedestrian oriented streets 

 Don’t cover up all of the windows ~ still want to be able to see through 

 Allow signs on both streets when more than one street frontage 

 Sign clutter is a concern 

 Public entrances from alleys should be allowed to have signs (more than a building 

entrance sign) 

 Similar districts should be treated similarly (e.g. the hotel that only has a 24 square 

foot sign should be allowed a larger sign like the other new hotel in a different zone) 

 Designated “corridors” may be treated differently 

 Placement should consider building/architectural details 

 Perhaps sign standards should transition when adjacent to neighborhoods (e.g. on State 

and 4th Avenues) 

 Consider the scale (where the sign will be viewed from) 

 There should be fairness to adjacent businesses about what signage is allowed 

 What about businesses on second and third floors, etc.? 

 Consider colors (intensity, saturation, etc.) 

Standards by Zoning District 

 The city may consider treating different zoning districts differently (e.g. residential 

districts as compared to commercial or industrial zoning districts)   

 The city may treat certain districts within those classifications differently (e.g. 

downtown, auto services, urban and neighborhood villages) 

Homework 

Staff will follow up with homework questions about building mounted signs  
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 April PAC Mtg – Discussion Summary  

Freestanding Signs Discussion & Comments 

• Sign size matters based on whether the sign is geared to pedestrians or drivers 
• The city should focus on the overall sizes allowed and then let the property owners and 

tenants work out details about how the space is used (for multiple tenant buildings and 
business directory signs) 

• The current provision to limit freestanding signs to one sign per driveway may be a 
little too restrictive for property with a lot of street frontage 

• Speed of the adjacent roadway may be a factor to consider 
• Look into how other jurisdictions address driveway entrance, exit, and circulation signs 

for number, placement, and size provisions 
• If a new business moves in to a tenant space that has a historic sign, there should be a 

provision that allows for the sign to be retained while also allowing the new business to 
have signage (example of a painted sign on a building that had to be painted over 
rather than retained) 

• There should be provisions that encourage nonconforming signs to become conforming, 
in addition to the provisions about bringing signs into conformance when structural 
changes are made – perhaps small grants, incentives, or waiving permit fees 

• There should be more uniformity in the sizes allowed across the commercial zoning 
districts 

• Consider zones that allow for a mix of land uses – signs are important but should be 
designed and placed to consider residents in mixed use zones (e.g. flashing signs, sign 
clutter, lighting) 

• Flashing “OPEN” signs are not currently allowed – Why?  Perhaps if they are in a window 
they should be permitted 

• Five minutes of static time between changing messages for the Auto Mall sign is too 
long  

 

Standards by Zoning District 

• The city may consider treating different zoning districts differently (e.g. residential 
districts as compared to commercial or industrial zoning districts)   

• The city may treat certain districts within those classifications differently (e.g. 
downtown, auto services, urban and neighborhood villages) 
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