


 
 

2018 LAND USE 

REVIEW REQUESTS 

ATTACHMENT A 
SUMMARY OF 

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN LAND 

USE REVIEW REQUESTS 



Map Amendment Review Requests

Request 
Number TPN  Site Address Island Applicant Name Email phone Link to Scanned Application Summary of Request

18‐0007 262222012000

588 Mountain 

Shadows Lane Orcas Patrick Kirby patrickkirby2244@gmail.com 360‐378‐8448 https://www.sanjuanco.com/DocumentCenter/View/14773  OVC change to split OVR/OVC

18‐0008 271223009000 N/A Orcas Fred Klein fklein@orcasonline.com https://www.sanjuanco.com/DocumentCenter/View/14771  ERR5 change to ERR 4P

18‐0008 271223011000 N/A Orcas Fred Klein fklein@orcasonline.com https://www.sanjuanco.com/DocumentCenter/View/14771  ERR5 change to ERR 4P

18‐0009 351724001000 98 Boyce Road San Juan Frank and JoAnne Buchanan jbuchanan@rockisland.com 360‐378‐5091 https://www.sanjuanco.com/DocumentCenter/View/14770  increase density RFF 10 to RFF 5

18‐0010 271143012000

1286 Mt Baker 

Rd Orcas Myrna and Richard Fant myrnaorcas@gmail.com 360‐317‐4941 https://www.sanjuanco.com/DocumentCenter/View/14769 

Allow residential use in service light industrial/airport 

overlay

18‐0011 351914001000 1104 Wold Road San Juan Wayne and Deborah Eshelman dhecpa@centurytel.net 360‐370‐5957 https://www.sanjuanco.com/DocumentCenter/View/14768  Increase density RFF 10 to RFF 5

18‐0012 450113005000

2165 West Valley 

Road San Juan Mike and Julie Carlson mcarlson@rockisland.com 360‐378‐4579 https://www.sanjuanco.com/DocumentCenter/View/14767  Add  Mineral resource overlay

18‐0012 450111003000

2165 West Valley 

Road San Juan Mike and Julie Carlson mcarlson@rockisland.com 360‐378‐4579 https://www.sanjuanco.com/DocumentCenter/View/14767  Add  Mineral resource overlay

18‐0013 351434001000

176 Sea Breeze 

Lane San Juan Andrew Fleming and Merriss Waters andrew.fleming@yahoo.com 206‐679‐6590 https://www.sanjuanco.com/DocumentCenter/View/14772  Change RFF to RGU

18‐0013 351433002000

176 Sea Breeze 

Lane San Juan Francine Shaw (Agent for Fleming and Waters) fshaw@rockisland.com 360‐378‐6278 https://www.sanjuanco.com/DocumentCenter/View/14772  Change RFF to RGU

18‐0013 352321001000

176 Sea Breeze 

Lane San Juan Francine Shaw (Agent for Fleming and Waters) fshaw@rockisland.com 360‐378‐6278 https://www.sanjuanco.com/DocumentCenter/View/14772  Change RFF to RGU

18‐0013 352321002000

176 Sea Breeze 

Lane San Juan Francine Shaw (Agent for Fleming and Waters) fshaw@rockisland.com 360‐378‐6278 https://www.sanjuanco.com/DocumentCenter/View/14772  Change RFF to RGU

18‐0014 271433011000

"Fishing Bay 

Short Plat" Orcas Foster and Chantelle Hildreth foster.hildreth@icloud.com 360‐622‐6339 https://www.sanjuanco.com/DocumentCenter/View/14766  add four parcels to Eastsound UGA

18‐0014 271433012000

"Fishing Bay 

Short Plat" Orcas Foster and Chantelle Hildreth foster.hildreth@icloud.com 360‐622‐6340 https://www.sanjuanco.com/DocumentCenter/View/14766  add four parcels to Eastsound UGA

18‐0014 271433013000

"Fishing Bay 

Short Plat" Orcas Foster and Chantelle Hildreth foster.hildreth@icloud.com 360‐622‐6341 https://www.sanjuanco.com/DocumentCenter/View/14766  add four parcels to Eastsound UGA

18‐0014 271433010000

"Fishing Bay 

Short Plat" Orcas Foster and Chantelle Hildreth foster.hildreth@icloud.com 360‐622‐6342 https://www.sanjuanco.com/DocumentCenter/View/14766 add four parcels to Eastsound UGA

18‐0015 252322003000

114 Erisman 

Drive Lopez Roxanne and Michael Webb tangledwebb50@gmail.com 208‐691‐7317 https://www.sanjuanco.com/DocumentCenter/View/14765  Add parcel to Lopez Village UGA

18‐0016 351424004000 San Juan Steve Buck steve@sanjuanislands.com 360‐472‐0895 https://www.sanjuanco.com/DocumentCenter/View/14764  Add parcel to Friday Harbor UGA

18‐0016 351424003000 San Juan Steve Buck steve@sanjuanislands.com 360‐472‐0895 https://www.sanjuanco.com/DocumentCenter/View/14765 Add parcel to Friday Harbor UGA

18‐0016 351424001000 San Juan Steve Buck steve@sanjuanislands.com 360‐472‐0895 https://www.sanjuanco.com/DocumentCenter/View/14764  Add parcel to Friday Harbor UGA

18‐0017 361931001000 Rouleau Road San Juan Francine Shaw (Agent for Mark McCutcheon) francine@rockisland.com 360‐298‐4449 https://www.sanjuanco.com/DocumentCenter/View/14903 ChangeAG to RGU

16‐0001 361943002000

6739 Roche 

Harbor Road San Juan Frank Penwell https://www.sanjuanco.com/DocumentCenter/View/14774  Change RFF to RGU, RC, and/or Essential Public Facility

16‐0003 271143016000 Mt. Baker Road Orcas Port of Orcas Island https://www.sanjuanco.com/DocumentCenter/View/14775  Remove split designation, change to exclusively SLI

N:\LAND USE\LONG RANGE PROJECTS\PCOMPL‐17‐0001 Comp_Plan\Public Record\Land Use\Land Use Review Requests\2018‐04‐26_LU_Review_Requests.xlsx
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Parcels With Requests
Friday Harbor UGA

Land Use
TYPE

Agricultural Resource
Conservancy
Town of Friday Harbor
Friday Harbor Incorporated UGA
Friday Harbor Unincorporated UGA
Forest Resource
Natural
Rural Farm Forest
Rural General
Rural Residential

0 0.25 0.5 0.75 10.125
Miles ³ Drawn By Adam Zack, DCD Planner II

Land Use 
Review Requests

Near Friday Harbor
Request Number 18-0016
Requested By Steve Buck
TPN 351424004000
351424001000
351424003000
Parcel Size: 13.98 & 2.9 Acres
Summary of Request: Add parcels
to Friday Harbor UGA

Request Number 18-0013
Owners: Andrew Fleming and Merriss Waters
Agent: Francine Shaw
TPN: 351434001000
351433002000
35231001000
35231002000
Summary: redesignate from RFF to RGU
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Parcels With Requests

Land Use
TYPE

Agricultural Resource
Forest Resource
Lopez Village Growth Reserve Area
Lopez Village Urban Growth Area
Marine Center LAMIRD
Rural Commercial
Rural Farm Forest
Rural Residential
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Land Use Review Requests 
Near Lopez Village UGA

Request Number 18-0015
Owners: Michael and Roxy Webb
TPN: 252322003000
Address: 114 Erisman Drive
Parcel Size: 9.01 acres
Summary of Request: Add Parcel to Lopez Village UGA
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Parcels With Requests
Eastsound UGA
Orcas Airport Overlay

Land Use
TYPE

Country Corner Commercial
(residential density of 1
unit/half acre as accessory to
allowable commercial use)
Eastsound Airport District (no
residential development is
allowed)
Eastsound Natural (max. 1 unit
per parcel)
Eastsound Rural (max. 1 unit/5
acres)
Eastsound Residential 1/acre
(max. 1 unit/acre)
Eastsound Residential 1/acre
P*
Eastsound Residential 2/acre
Eastsound Residential 2/acre
P*
Eastsound Residential 4-
12/acre (min. 4 - max. 12
units/acre; see SJCC
16.55.240))
Eastsound Residential 4/acre
P*
Eastsound Rural Residential
(max. 1 unit/5 acres)
Eastsound Rural Residential
(max. 1 unit/2 acres)
Forest Resource
Marina (max. 6-8 units/acre)
Marine Center LAMIRD
Master Planned Resort
Natural
Rural Commercial
Rural Farm Forest
Rural General
Rural Industrial
Rural Residential
Service & Light Industrial
(residential  use allowed only
as accessory to commercial,
institutional, or industrial use)
Service Park (residential  use
allowed only as accessory to
commercial, institutional, or
industrial use)
Village Commercial (min. 4 -
max. 40 units/acre)
Village Commercial Limited
(see SJCC 16.55.210.D.3)
Village Residential (min. 4 -
max. 12 units/acre)

0 0.25 0.5 0.75 10.125
Miles³

Land Use Review Requests
Near Eastsound UGA

Request Number 18-0008
Requested By: Fred Klein
TPN: 271223009000
271223011000
Parcel Sizes: 28.1 and 1.12 acres
Summary: Increase density 
from ERR5 to ERR 4P

Request Number 16-0003
Requested By: Port of Orcas Island
TPN: 271143016000
Parcel Size: 8.5 Acres
Summary: Remove split designation 
and make the entire parcel SLI

Request Number 18-0010
Requested By: Myrna and Richard Fant
TPN: 271143012000
Parcel Size: 1.04 Acres
Summary: Allow residential
use in SLI and airport
overlay.

Request Number 18-0014
Requested By: Foster and Chantelle Hildreth
TPN: 271433011000
271433012000
271433013000
271433010000
Summary: Add four parcels to Eastsound
UGA

Drawn By Adam Zack, DCD, Planner II
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Parcels With Requests
Land Use
TYPE

Agricultural Resource
Conservancy
Town of Friday Harbor
Forest Resource
Master Planned Resort
Natural
Rural Farm Forest
Rural General
Rural Residential
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Miles ³

Request Number 18-0011
Requested By: Wayne and Deborah
Eshelman
TPN: 351914001000
Pacel Size: 18.3 Acres
Summary: Increase Density from
10 acres per unit to 
5 acres per unit

Request Number 18-0009
Requested By: Frank and JoAnne 
Buchanan
TPN: 351724001000
Parcel Size: 16.6 acres
Summary: Increase density from
10 acres per unit to 5 acres per unit

Request Number 18-0012
Requested By: Mike and Julie Carlson
TPN: 450113005000
450111003000
Parcel Size: 17.79 & 20.24 acres
Summary: Add Mineral Resource Overlay

Request Number 16-0003
Requested By: Frank Penwell
TPN 361943002000
Parcel Size: 5.6 acres
Summary: Change from RFF
to RGU and/or essential public facility

Land Use Review Requests
San Juan Island

Map Drawn By Adam Zack 
DCD, Planner II

Request Number: 18-0017
Requested By: Francine Shaw, agent for 
Mark McCutcheon
TPN: 3619310010000
Parcel Size: 19.9 acres
Summary: Change from AG to RGU
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Parcels With Requests

Land Use
TYPE

Orcas Village Commercial
Orcas Village Residential
Orcas Village Transportation
Rural Farm Forest 0 275 550 825 1,100137.5

Feet ³

Request Number 18-0007
Requested By: Patrick Kirby
TPN 262222012000
Parcel Size: 4.6 Acres
Summary: Re-designate from OVC
to OVR

Land Use Requests 
Orcas Village Subarea
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SAN JUAN COUNTY DEPARTM[NI OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

1 35 Rhone Street, P0 Box 947, Friday Harbor, WA 98250

(360) 378-2354 I (360)378-2116

dcd@sanluanco.com I www.sanjuonco.com

Comprehensive Plan Map Amendment Application
(Site Specific Map Re-Designation)

APPLICANT AND AGENT INFORMATION:

Name of Applicant: Steve Buck Name of Agent:

Address P0 Box 100 Address

City, State, Zip Friday Harbor, WA 98250 City, State, Zip

Phone Number 360-472-0895 (c) 360-378-2101 (w) Phone Number

Email steve@sanjuanislands.com E-mail

PROPERTY OWNER INFORMATION:
Steve Buck & San Juan
Properties, Inc. (Steve Buck,

Name of Owners: Owner) Phone Number 360-472-0895 (cell) 360-378-2101 (office)

Address E-mail steve@sanjuanislands.com

Friday Harbor, WA 98250City, State, Zip

PROPERTY INFORMATION:
List the Tax Parcel Numbers (TPN) & property information for each property included in the proposal. Attach a separate page if
necessary.

Tax Parcel Number: 351424003 Land Use/Shoreline Designation:/5 Parcel size: 5.40

Tax Parcel Number: 351424004 Land Use/Shoreline Designation:/5 Parcel size: 13.98

Tax Parcel Number: 351424001 Land Use/Shoreline Designation:/5 Parcel size: 2.92

Tax Parcel Number:_________________ Land Use/Shoreline Designation:______ Parcel size:

PERMIT CERTIFICATION (Must be signed by all property owners of record or a notarized agent signature provided.)
I have examined this application and attachments and know the same to be true and correct, and certify that this application is
being made with the full knowledge and consent of all owners of the affected property. (Signed by property owner or agent. For
agent signature, notarized authorization must be attached.)

Steven H. Buck 04/03/2018
Date

Steven H. Buck, President, SJP 04/03/2018
Printed Name Date

Printed Name Date

P0 Box 100

Printed Name

Signature

For CD&P Use Only Complete Application: D YES D NO



DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSAL:

PROPERTY INFORMATION:

List the Tax Parcel Numbers (TPN) & property information for each property included in the proposal. Attach a separate page if
necessary.

Tax Parcel Number: 351424003 Land Use/Shoreline Designation:J5 Proposed Density: Town

Tax Parcel Number: 351424004 Land Use/Shoreline Designation:/5 Proposed Density: Town

Tax Parcel Number: 351424001 Land Use/Shoreline Designation:5 Proposed Density: Town

Tv O,reaI Mi imbor I Ic /Cknrc,Iinci P nn I Drnnnccd flcncit,

C:\Users\steveb\AppData\Local\Microsoft\Windows\Temporary Internet Files\Content.Outlook\M3RMUO6J’201 7-01-09 MAP -

Comprehensive Plan Map Amendment Application (Docket) -.. ..docx

Please see the attached: REASONS TO PLACE THE PROPERTY BETWEEN LAMPARD AND SAN JUAN
VALLEY ROADS INTO THE UGA.

CHECK ALL THAT APPLY:

Redesignation of Land-Use designation,

Redesignation of Shoreline designation
Redesignation of maximum allowable residential density

Other_____________________________________________

. -—. ——.. ....JsIgIId1... ..—

General location of property:
On Lampard Road across from County Village and on Spring Street across from the
Entrance to the Airport.

Island: San Juan Total acres of proposal: 22.30

List all existing use(s)
Residential and vacant land.

on property:

List any special tax categories that
apply to the property, such as Open NA
Space or Designated Forest Land
Describe existing and proposed
method of sewage disposal Septic system/s. Town of Friday Harbor sewer and water is what I hope

To eventually have.

2



d?

Has this proposal been Yes If yes —

previously submitted? No which year?

2. How would the map amendment benefit the public health, safety, or welfare?

Please see the attached: REASONS TO PLACE THE PROPERTY BETWEEN LAMPARD AND SAN JUAN
VALLEY ROADS INTO THE UGA.

3. Describe how the amendment is warranted due to one or more of the following: changed circumstances; a demonstrable
need for additional land in the proposed land use designation; to correct demonstrable errors on the official map; or
because information not previously considered indicates that different land use designations are equally or more consistent
with the purposes, criteria and goals outlined in the Comprehensive Plan.

Please see the attached: REASONS TO PLACE THE PROPERTY BETWEEN LAMPARD AND SAN JUAN
VALLEY ROADS INTO THE UGA.

4. Describe how the proposed amendment is consistent with the criteria for land use designations specified in the
Comprehensive Plan.

Please see the attached: REASONS TO PLACE THE PROPERTY BETWEEN LAMPARD AND SAN JUAN
VALLEY ROADS INTO THE UGA.

5. Describe how the amendment, if granted, will not result in an enclave of property owners enjoying greater privileges and
opportunities than those enjoyed by other property owners in the vicinity where there is no substantive difference in the
properties themselves or public purpose which justifies different designations.

If these parcels are allowed into the UGA and then eventually annexed into the Town of Friday Harbor, they will have the
same privileges and opportunities as other properties within the Town. The location is a bit special though having valley
views; being easy walking distance to the hospital, the airport and the Town; having lots of sun exposure to take advantage
of solar home designs. This could be a very “Green” housing area. Not only could the homes be very energy efficient,
residents wouldn’t even have to have a car, or use them much if they did.

144Jy j1tamendment being propos

Did you attend a pre- Yes
application meeting? No

FOR QUESTIONS 1-12, AS THEY APPLY TO YOUR PROPOSAL

C:\Users\steveb\AppData\Local\Microsoft\Windows\Temporary Internet FiIes\Content.Outlook\M3RMUO6J\2017-01 -09 MAP -

Comprehensive Plan Map Amendment Application (Docket) -....docx 3



6. Describe how the benefits of the change will outweigh any significant adverse impacts of the change.

The primary benefit would be helping to maintain a housing balance on San Juan Island. We need to provide areas for
mid level and upper mid level housing too in order to achieve a balance. This would be an ideal area for mid and upper
mid level housing. This location and design I have in mind would attract people in the mid and upper mid economic levels.
This would not be happening fast. It has to be allowed to go into the UGA, then the Town has to agree to annex it, then it has
to be designed and well planned out, then financing has to be put in place, and then, if the market is right, the roads, utilities,
sidewalks, storm drains and all that is required to provide such housing has to be installed. Further, this will be done in
probably three phases over many years so things won’t change too fast while also providing an area for needed housing over
a long course of time. There would not be much of a visual impact either since you can only see this property from small
parts of Lampard Road and a small portion of San Juan Valley Road.

7. How is this proposal consistent with the Growth Management Act (GMA) — RCW 36.70A?

It would provide housing near existing residentail areas, rather than in the more rural farmland and forrested areas.
It would also help maintain a balance in housing.

8. Does this proposal include an Urban Growth Area (UGA) expansion? Yes No
9.lfyes,whichUGA? T? Trt o
10. Attach map(s) of the property that shows existing buildings, roads, water bolies, wetlands and other environmentally
sensitive areas, soil types (for resource lands or where otherwise appropriate) and other significant features, as well as the land-
use, shoreline environment, and density designations of the property and abutting properties. (In most instances, copies of GIS
Legal parcel maps or Assessor’s maps provide suitable base maps on which to provide this information.)

11. Attach a list of the names and mailing addresses for all owners of property within 300 feet of the boundaries of the subject
property (using the names and addresses of those individuals as shown on the tax assessment rolls on the date the application
is submitted)

12. Attach a completed and signed State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) Environmental Checklist, including the supplemental
sheet for non-project actions.

13. Attach copy of deedd(s), and a legal description of the property for which the amendment is requested.

C:\Users\steveb’AppData\Local\Microsoft\Windows\Temporary Internet Files\Content.Outlook\M3RMUO6J’201 7-01-09 MAP -

Comprehensive Plan Map Amendment Application (Docket) -.. ..docx 4
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REASONS TO PLACE THE PROPERTY BETWEEN LAMPARD AND SAN
JUAN VALLEY ROADS INTO THE UGA.

* The property I own between Lampard and San Juan Valley roads can currently
be divided into 4 five acre parcels for four upper level homes or it can be housing
for many mid level homes built out in phases over many years to come. I think it
would be a miss-use of this property as R-5, a poor long term decision, and a lost
opportunity that I believe would eventually be really regretted. That is essentially
the choice though: four estates or a great area for mid-level housing for many
years to come.

* It’ s the only practical option available in our community to provide an area for
mid-level housing with valley views.

* We have Town road access points off Lampard Road, across from Country
Village, as well as directly across from the entrance to the airport on Spring Street.
The Spring Street entrance would be our primary point of access. This would take
potential pressure off of Lampard Road.

* New water and sewer lines were recently brought in to Country Village along
Lampard, adjacent to my property, and even more recently along where my
property accesses Spring Street, across from the entrance to the airport. New fiber
optic lines have also been installed there.

* Our community truly needs and is going to be needing more mid-level housing
for existing and future islanders. It’s vitally important that we provide for all
different primary types of housing. If we don’t provide for mid level, mid level
will buy up what would otherwise be starter level, making it difficult if not
impossible to maintain a housing balance. (This is actually already happening.)

* This property would be a great location for those working at the hospital, the
county, the airport, the schools, and anywhere in town. It would also be an area
that would attract those at the mid-level to live on San Juan Island.

* It’s an ideal location for energy efficient “green building” and living. It has
southwest, west and northwest exposure for passive and active solar designs. It’s
tucked back in and is protected from much of the force of the direct winds that hit
San Juan Valley. It’s also walking distance to town, or a short drive or bike ride,
so people don’t have to use cars as much, or at all. As a side benefit, the valley
views and sunsets from here are awesome too!



* J would be a consistent and dependable area for future housing as this location
is within the natural flow of the existing Town growth pattern. It already adjoins
the Town of Friday Harbor.

* This would be housing up above the valley looking out over the valley, rather
than housing in the valley, as desired by many concerned about how growth
occurs, and as is promoted by organizations such as the San Juan Preservation
Trust. It’s also almost unseen from main roads.

* This property was previously zoned one residence per ½ acre, which was fine
with me, but when the GMA was first established, it designated my property in a
blue zone for more increased future density. This met the intent of the GMA by
placing single family homes closer to town on smaller parcels rather than having
fewer homes on larger parcels or being dispersed in areas such as open farm land.

* Should my property be allowed to go into the UGA, I want to do something
creative and well thought out with it. In fact, I want it to be the most creative and
well thought out residential area on San Juan Island. This includes such things as
how homes are placed, balanced landscaping, walking trails throughout, and a
community facility with a joint use structure, (kitchen, living room, game/theater
room), an outdoor barbeque, swimming pool and sport court. If I am allowed to do
this I will also endeavor to find other creative ideas that can be included to make
this a really cool and connected community that our island would be proud of.

* There is enough land under one ownership here to do something creative and I
have the desire to do it. It’s much harder to accomplish something like this with a
number of owners. Some others might not care as much or even be willing to do
something creative.

* According to Mike Bertrand and Duncan Wilson, the Town is not opposed to
this property going into the UGA.

* Even during the recession, there was relatively very little existing land within the
town that was available for sale. Now much of what was available has already
been sold. If we don’t provide for a variety of properties, existing lots and homes
will become more and more expensive due to supply and demand factors. We have
to have areas providing for most primary types of housing in order to be able to
provide for balance in our community.

* It is great that we have the Homes for Islanders projects and the property to the
east of town for the San Juan Community Home Trust. They are definitely going
to help keep balance in our community and provide affordable homes for people
who desire to live here who wouldn’t otherwise be able to afford to own here and



stay long term. However, both of those housing organizations have limitations
that many mid-level potential home buyers don’t qualify for. Further, the rest of
the property adjacent to the Community Home Trust property that was annexed
will likely be too expensive for mid-level buyers primarily due to their marine
views, but also with other desirable features such as being able to walk to the
marina’s and Jackson’s Beach.

* For mid-level housing, I believe the best potential area we have is the property
between Lampard and San Juan Valley roads. In fact, I feel that whole shelf
should be included in the UGA. Its natural features, location and other things
stated above make it ideally suited for that. We need to have property that will be
affordable and also appealing to those at the mid level. It’s crucial that we provide
for this equally important segment of our community. I hope you will agree and
include this property in the UGA. I think it would make a tremendous difference
for our community over time.

* first tried to get our property annexed into Friday Harbor in 1996, when it was
zoned ½ acre per residence. One Town council member told me to be patient and
that it would eventually happen. Hopefully the time is right now to get this done.
It makes sense to do.

* I imagine, even with the powers that be desiring it, that it would take a long time
before this area would actually be placed into the UGA. Then, following that, it
takes years to plan out, finance and develop this kind of a creative project.
Therefore, this is not something that is going to happen right away, so the sooner
the better with respect to attempting to maintain a housing balance, to start with
the process if the County and Town finds themselves in favor of it. Further, I
would also intend to do this project in three to four phases, so in reality it will be a
very long term project with gradual change. I’m hoping the County approves my
request so that I can at least start the plan for providing some mid-level housing
and hopefully help keep things in balance for decades to come.



—

L

t

r -



—i_p. I

—

I i

IwJr

lit ‘_



PROPERTY OWNERS WITHIN 300 FEET OF TAX PARCELS 351424003,
351424004 AND 351424001.

Tax Parcel Number: 351423001000
Owner: NICHOLENE OTTINGER
Address:
2324 185TH PL SE
BOTHELL WA 98012-79 10

Parcel Number: 351432001000
Owner: PAULA JEAN SUNDSTROM
Address:
159 DAVISON HEAD DR
FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250-9 160

Parcel Number: 351431008000
Owner: DANA & STACI BAKER
Address:
P0 BOX 1009
FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250-1009

Tax Parcel Number: 351431001000
Owner: PAUL & PATRICIA UPCHURCH TTEES
Address:
P0 BOX 2905
FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250-2905

Parcel Number: 351491802000
Owner: PEACEHEALTH
Address:
ATTN: JAMES LETT 1115 SE 164TH AVE DEPT 332
VANCOUVER WA 98683-8003

Tax Parcel Number: 351491617000
Owner: PORT OF FRIDAY HARBOR
Address:
P0 BOX 889
FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250-0889

Tax Parcel Number: 351491616000
Owner: SAN JUAN COUNTY PUBLIC WORKS
Address:



do PUBLIC WORKS DEPT P0 BOX 729
FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250-0729

Parcel Number: 351491643000
Owner: 897 SPRING ST LLC
Address:
P0 BOX 164
FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250-0 164

Parcel Number: 351491614000
Owner: ROBERT WEISS & PATRICIA WEISS TTEES
Address:
2550 JACK PINE RD
HEALDSBURG CA 95448-9162

Parcel Number: 351424002000
Owner: HERBERT B MASON
Address:
P0 BOX 68
FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250-0068

Tax Parcel Number: 351491701000
Owner: CORP CHURCH JESUS CHRIST OF THE LATTER-DAY SAINTS
Address:
50 E NO TEMPLE ST RE:518-1097
SALT LAKE CITY UT 84 150-9700

Parcel Number: 351462001000
Owner: ANDREW RONALD DUKE & LISA JANE DUKE
Address:
P0 BOX 2005
FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250-2005

Parcel Number: 351462013000
Owner: NATHAN J & ANNA M ANDERSON
Address:
580 BROWNE ST
FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250-9029

Parcel Number: 351462039000
Owner: ROBERT K & REGINA M PENWELL
Address:



565 BROWNE ST
FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250-9029

Parcel Number: 351462002000
Owner: SEAN GRIFFITH & CRYSTA CHEVALIER
Address:
553 ROSS LN
FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250-9025

Parcel Number: 351462012000
Owner: DAVID CHURCH
Address:
542 BROWNE ST
FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250-9029

Parcel Number: 351462038000
Owner: JILL A JAMIESON
Address:
525 BROWN RD
FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250-9029

Tax Parcel Number: 351462037000
Owner: MICHAEL R HARTZELL
Address:
475 BROWNE ST
FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250-9028

Tax Parcel Number: 351421002000
Owner: TERRY C BROWNE
Address:
P0 BOX 858
FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250-085 8

Tax Parcel Number: 351422008000
Owner: ROBERT H & DEBORAH L STRASSER
Address:
1176 LAMPARD RD
FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250-9003
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Reccrded at the request of:

LAW OFFICES OF CHRISTON C.
SKINNER, P.S.

f
Steven 11. Buck and Laurie A. Buck,

Grantee: Steven H. Buck, as his separate estate
Legal Description (abbrev.): Parcel A: PIn of the SE 3 of NW 4 of Section‘ 14, Township 35N, Range 3 WNM

Parcel B PIn of the SE 4 of NW 4 of Section
74 Township 35N Range 3 WWM

Full Iagals found Pages 4 and 5
Assessor’s Tax Parcel lD#s Parcel A 351424004

ParceiB 357424001

The GRANTORS, STEVEN H. BUCK and LAURIE A. BUCK, for the consideration

of division of property incident to a dissolution of marriage proceeding in San Juan County

Superior Court Cause No. 12-3-5055-9, convey and quitclaim to STEVEN H. BUCK, as

his separate estate, the following-described real estate situate In the County of San Juan,

State of Washington, to-wit:

F

SAN JUAN COUNTY WASH.
REAL ESTATE EXCISE TAX

AMOUNTPAID$

O75732
JAN 13 2O

RHONDA PEDON
COUNTY TREASURER

Return Address:

Steven Buck
P0 Box 100
Friday Harbor, WA 98250

Reference No.:
Grantors:

QUIT CLAIM DEED Page 1
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SAN JUAN COUNTY, WASHINGTON

SEE ATTACHED EXHIBIT A
SEE ATTACHED EXHIBIT B

Situated in San Juan County, Washington.

together with all after acquired title of the Grantors herein.

IN WITNESS1 yREOF, the Grantors have caused this instrument to be

executed as of the I “day of
)Cr ZO

STEVEN H. BUCK

LAURIE A. BUCK

A

STATE OF WASHINGTON )

County of San Juan
1II%\

I certify that I know or have satisfactory nce that Steven H. Buck is the
person who appeared before me and said person cknowledged that he signed this
instrument and acknowledged it to be his f a voluntary act for the uses and
purposes mentioned in the instrument.

DATED c-ce.r

PU IC in and for the state of
WA, residing in Oak Harbor.
My ppq,ntment expires:

-11 OL/2J)15

QUIT CLAIM DEED Page 2
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SN ]UN COUNTY. WASHNGTON

QUIT CLAIM DEED Page 3
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SAN JUAN COUNTY WASHINOTON

PARCEL A

All that portion of the Southeast Quarter of the Northwest Quarter of Section 14, Township 35 North,
Range 3 West, W.M., in San Juan County, Washington, lying South of Lampard Road and lying West of
the centerline of vacated old County road No. 5, as said road was located at the time of its vacation on
April 3, 1944; AND ALSO

EXCEPT any portion of the Egetand Place Short Plat as recorded in Volume 2 of Short Ptats, Pages 47
and 47A, records ofsaid county; AND ALSO

EXCEPT that portion lying easterly of the following described line:

Beginning at the Southwest corner of Lot 2 of said Egeland Place Short Plat from which the
Southeast corner of said Lot 2 lies South 88°5$’25” East, 257.13 feet per said Short Pint; thence
from said Southwest corner, South 7°32’46” West, 355.00 feet, more or less, to a point on the
South line of said Southeast Quarter of the Northwest Quarter and the terminus of said described
line;ANDALSO

,v_ •
EXCEPT that portion described as follows;

4
Commencing at said Southwest corner of Lot 2 d P1ce Short Plat, thence along the West
boundary of said lot 2, North 2°20’03” East 29 4 eet to the True Point of Beginning, thence,
leaving said West boundary, South 76°40’54” West 51.93 feet to a 5/8” rebar with an LS 8657
aluminum cap; thence continuing South 76°40’54” West 339.38 feet to a 5/8” rebar with an LS
$657 aluminum cap; thence South 88°57’49” East 160.01 feet to a 5/8” rebar with an LS 8657
aluminum cap; thence South 1°48’28” West 118.74 feet to a 5/8” rebar with an LS $657
aluminum cap; thence South 35°39’06” East 200.26 feet to a 5/8’ rebar with an LS $657
aluminum cap; thence South 87°49’Sl” East 49.45 feet to a 518” rebai with an LS 8657 aluminum
cap; thence North 76°40’54” East 325.02 fet to a 5/8” rebar with an LS $657 aluminum cap;
thence continuing orth 76°40 54 East 51 93 feet to a point on said West boundary thence
along said West bo orth 2°20’03” East 283.93 feet to the True Point of Beginning.

lt

EXCEPT the East 50 feet of the

+ P.O. Box 611 frUav Harbor, WA 98250
(360) 378-2300 FAX (360) 3783140

San Juan Surveying
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SAN JUAN COUNTY, WASHINGTON

PARCEL B

That portion of the Southeast Quarter of the Northwest Quarter of Section 14, Township 35 North, Range
3 West, W.M., in San Juan County, Washington, described as follows:

Commencing at the Southwest corner of Lot 2, Egeland Place Short Plat as recorded in Volume 2
of Short Plats, pages 47 and 47A, records of said county; thence, along the West boundary of said
lot 2, North 2°20’03” East 297.94 feet to the True Point of Beginning; thence, leaving said West
boundary, South 76°40’54” West 51.93 feet to a 5/8” rebar with an LS 8657 aluminum cap;
thence continuing South 76°40’54” West 339.38 feet to a 5/8” rebar with an LS 8657 aluminum
cap; thence South $8°57’49” East 160.01 feet to a 5/8” rebar with an LS 8657 aluminum cap;
thence South 1°48’28” West 118.74 feet to a 5/8” rebar with an LS 8657 aluminum cap; thence
South 35°39’06” East 200.26 feet to a 5/8” rebar with an LS 8657 aluminum cap; thence South
87°49’5 1” East 49.45 feet to a 5/8” rebar with an LS 8657 aluminum cap; thence North
76°40’54” East 325.02 feet to a 5/8” rebar with an LS 8657 aluminum cap; thence continuing
North 76°40’54” East 51.93 feet to a point on said West boundary; thence, along said West
boundary, North 2°20’03” East 283.93 feet to the True Point of Beginning.

I.-_4J

EXCEPT the East 50 feet of the above described parcel.

+ San Juan Surveying P.O. Box 611 FrIday Hubor. WA 98250
(360) 378-2300 FAX (360) 3784140

(Of/i/b



SAN JUAN COUNTY WASH.
REAL ESTATE EXCISE TAX

AMQj13

JAN o 3

JAN SEARS
COUNTY TREASURER

Auditoc File H: 2008 0703009

SWD
Recorded at the request of:

SAN JUAN TITLE LLC

01103/2008 1359
Total of 4 page(s) Fee: $ 45.00

SAN JUAN COUNTY, WASHINGTON

F. MILENE HENLEY, AUDITOR

DMT

RE-RECORDED

Document Title:
4

Statutory Warranty Deed

Re-Record to Correct Legal Description

Reference Number of Original Document:

Ketter, David E., as Trustee of the Pater M. Bave Irrevocable Trust Agreement Dated
May 22, 1989; Ketter, David E., as Trustee of the Marsha L. Bave Irrevocable Trust
Agreement Dated August 31, 1989; each as to an undivided 50% interest.

Grantee:

Buck, Steven H. and Buck, Laurie A., Husband and wife

Abbreviated Legal Description as follows:

Ptn. Of the SE ¼ of the NW ¼, Section 14, Twn. 35 N., Rng. 3 W., W.M.

Assessor’s Tax Parcel Number:

351424003

RECORDPA

20080703009 PAGE 7 OF 4SAN JUAN COUy WASHINGTON

AFTER RECORDING MAIL TO:

Name:

Address:

City/State

Steven H. Buck

P.O. Box 100

Friday Harbor, WA 98250

A

firstAmerican Title
Insurance Company

‘F
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(L3. SI STEPHENS. AUDITOR. SAN JUAN CO.

STATUTORY WARRANTY DEED

COUNTY
TOR, DAViD E. KETTER, as Trustee of the Peter M. Bave Irrevocable

Truptreement Dated May 22, 1989; DAVID E. KEHER as Trustee of the Marsha L.
Ba144fr{,ocable Trust Agreement Dated August 31 • 1989; each as to an undivided 50%
interest, for and in consideration of TEN DOLLARS ($10.00) and other valuable 0
consideration in hand paid, conveys and warrants to STEVEN H. BUCK and LAURIE A.
BUCK, husband and wife, the following described real estate, situated in the County of
San Juan, State of Washington:

SEE ATTACHED EXHIBIT A” FOR COMPLETE LEGAL DESCRIPTION, WHICH IS
INCORPORATED HEREIN BY THIS REFERENCE AS THOUGH FULLY SET FORTH. L11

SUBJECT TO terms, covenants and provisions contained in instrument recorded
September 20, 1995, under Auditor’s File No. 95092008, records of said County.

TOGETHER WITH a Town of Friday Harbor water hoo -up, if any exists.

Dated: September Z7, 1995

_____________________________

DAVID E. KETTE , Trustee of the
Peter M. Bave Irrevocable Trust

.1 .7 Dated May 22, 1989
.— -4-

l — <4J4’ C’f’. /h r I -e_

DAVID E. KETFER, Trustee of the
Marsha L. Bave Irrevocable Trust
Dated August 31, 1969

STATE OF WASHINGTON )
j. )ss.

COUNTYOF fiiiq )
4

I certify that I know or have satisfactory evidence that DAVID E KEHER is the
person who appeared before me, and said person acknowledged that he signed this
instrument, on oath stated he was authorized to execute the instrument and acknowledge
ft as TRUSTEE OF THE PETER M. BAVE IRREVOCABLE TRUST AGREEMENT DATED
MAY 22, 1989, to be the free and voluntary act of such party for the uses and purposes
therein mentioned.

official seal this4. day of September, 1995.

‘Jresiding
My cor

LAURA 1. GREENE

STATE OF WASHINGTON

NOTAR’fr]
‘WI COIIUISSION EXPIRES

STATE OF WASHINGTON )
)ss.

COUNWOF 1LtA4 )
U

________

I certify that I know or have satisfactory evidence that DAVID E. KEHER is the
iihd aaid before me, and said pern

instrument, on oath stated he was authorized to execute the instrument and acknowledge A
ft as TRUSTEE OF THE MARSHA C. BAVE IRREVOCABLE TRUST AGREEMENT DATED
AUGUST 31, 1989, to be the free and voluntary act of such party for the uses and purposes
therein mentioned.

GIVEN under my hand and official seal thi’day of September, Th95

LAURA L GREENE7 t&ti
STATE OF WASHINGTON N ary Public, tate Washington,

NOTARY—.— PUBLIC I residing at
. L_

WI COMMISSION EXPI
My commission expires: 5% -

3
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DAVE TRUST TO BUCK LEGAL DESCRIPTION SAN JUAN COUNTY, WASHINGTON

95092925

EXHIBIT “A5

PARCEL A:

Al\that portion of the Southeast quarter of the Northwest quarter o Section

14, ‘township 35 North, Range 3 West, W.M., In San Juan County, U shington;
1yinq’outh of Lampard Road and lying West of the centerline of acated old
County Xoad No. 5, as said road was located at the time of it vacation on
April 3’k944
EXCEPT thaè\portlon, if any, lying Southeasterly of County Road No. 5 as it
presently exi;

EXCEPTING THERE’’IOM any portion of theEgeland Place S ott P1st as recorded
in Volume 2 of Shât Flats, page 47 and 47A, records o said county; AND ALSO

EXCEPTING THEREFROM’èIat portion of the above—descr ad parcel lying Easterly
of the following descNed line:

Beginning at the So’à4hwest corner of Lot of said Egeland Place Short
Flat from which the Sjtheast corner of aid Lot 2 lies South 8858’25”
East, 257.13 feet per\safd short p1 ; THENCE from said Southwest
corner, South 7°32’46” 1iest, 355.00 set, more or less, to a point on
the South line of said S&htheast q rter of the Northwest quarter and
terminus of said described ‘ine.

PARCEL B:

All that portion of the Southeast at r of the Northwest quarter of Section
14, Township 35 North, Range 3 st, U. ., in San Juan County, Washington;
lying South of Lanpard Road and lying Wes of the centerline of vacated old
County Road No. 5, as said to U was locate at the time of its vacation on
April 3, 1944;

/
EXCEPT that portion, if a, lying Southeaster of County Road No. 5 as it
presently exists; / • ‘N
EXCEPTING THEREFROM aj portion of the Egeatd Plac\Short Flat as recorded
in Volume 2 of Slior’ Plate, pages 47 and47A, recor of said county, AND
ALSO /
EXCEPTING THEREF)6M that portion of the above—described pal lying Westerly
of the fo11owi,p described line:

Beginnl/g at the Southwest corner of Lot 2 of said Ege1anPlace Short
Plat çtom which the Southeast corner of said Lot 2 lies Soui R8°58’25”
Eastj 257.13 feet per said short plat; THENCE from said”\Southwest
coç.ier, South 732’46” West, 355.00 feet, more or less, to a”oint on
tjr South line of said Southeast quarter of the Northwest quar\er and
erminus of said described line.

-,
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Exhibit “A”

All that portion of the Southeast Quarter of the Northwest Quarter of Section 14,
Township 35 North, Range 3 West, W.M., in San Juan County, Washington, lying South
of Lampard Road and lying West of the centerline of vacated old County road No. 5, as
said road was located at the time of its vacation on April 3, 1944;

EXCEPT that portion, if any, lying Southeasterly of County Road No. 5 as it presently
exists.

EXCEPTING THEREFROM that portion of the Southeast Quarter of the Northwest
Quarter of Section 14, Township 35 North, Range 3 West, W.M., in San Juan County,
Washington, described as follows:

Beginning at the intersection of the center line of Lampard R , s conveyed to the
County of San Juan by deeds recorded in Volume 16 of Deeds pages 44 and 4$, with
the centerline of vacated County Road No 5, as said road was located at the time of its
vacation on Apnl 3, 1944, thence along the centerhiie of said vacated County Road No 5
South 3$030t West, 217.4 feet; thence South 16°30’ West, 60 feet; thence leaving said
centerline West, 640 feet; thence North 495 feet, more or less, to the centerline of
Lampard Road; thence Easterly along said centerline of Lampard Road to the point of
beginning;

4
EXCEPTING THEREFROM añyportinn of the Egeland Place Short Plat as recorded in
Volume 2 of Short Plats, Pages 47 and 47A, records of said county; AND ALSO

EXCEPTING THEREFROM that portion of the aivc-described parcel lying Westerly
of the following described line:

Beginning at the Southwest corner of Lot 2 of said Egetand Place Short Plat from which
the Southeast corner of said Lot 2 lies South 88058125u East, 257.13 feet per said short
plat; thence from said Southwest corner, South 7°32’46” west, 355.00 feet, more or less,
to a point on the South line of said Southeast Quarter of the Northwest Quarter and the
terminus of said described line.

Situate in San Juan County, Washington
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San Juan County, WA
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Recorded at the request of:
STEVE SUCK

BOUNDARY LINE MODIFICATION

Steven H. BuckGrantor(s) Name
and address: P.O. Box 100
(please print)

Has either parcel in the proposed change been involved in any way in a Simple Land Division in the
last five years? Yes No D
is any of the property dassified as “Open Space” or “Designated Forest Land” for taxation purposes?
YesJ No

ISLAND Sin Juan SUBMITTAL DATE

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN DESIGNATION RFE SHOREUNE DESIGNATION Nk
S:CORRE$PONDENCE2906 BUCK\BLMBLM APPLICATION CHECKLIST.doc

BUCK

Recorded by:

Return to:

‘?-ô L.O2

2Di.’ .La)4

2010-1 101012
1710112010 12:35 PM

Total: $114.00

full11111 IIlIIIIIl1lIllIIlIlllIlI lIJlII0001 51 96201 01101 0120070072

A.

Because a boundary line modification is not a conveyance there is no Grantee. For purposes of
recording a boundary line modification, the Auditots Office treats all parties as both Grantors and
Grantees.

Grantor(s) statement: I certify that all of the information submitted herewith is true and correct. I
understand that this application is for boundary alterations between adjacent parcels and that approval
does constitute approval for creation of additional parcels or lots

_____________________________

LauneA_Buck

Fndav Harbor.WA’

%ñ P.O. Box 100

A Grantor(s) -%
B Grantor(s) Name

______ _____

and address
(please pnnt)

_________________________________

Fiv Harbor. WA. 98250

B. Grantor(s)
signature:

Parcel Number

‘4 r. r. ,—.S.J.L

AU’.; 2 3 2U10

DE\-:.’. -

Abbreviated
Legal Description

Auditors File
Number
of Latest
Deed

Existing Area New Area

i A.351424004 I PTNS14T35NRW I 20100809018 I 6.51 I 14.27
B. 351424001 PTN S14T35N RJ 2oiooeoeoie 10.68 2.92

C.

?d 5’h/5’, 6D /%/i pcx’/5?
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Approval does not change ownership of land. If ownership is to be conveyed, the applicant
shall effect an appropriate legal instrument for conveyance.

Approvals of boundary line modifications shall expire If the authorized deeds transferring
property ownership, together with a copy of the approved boundary line modification and map,
am not recorded within six months of the approval, unless the application Identified the
modification as subject to a pending development pemift application as a documented contingency
agreement between the prospective land seller and purchaser. In that event, the recordings required
above shall be filed within 30 days of the effective date of the approved development permit or shall
become void upon the denial of a development permit. Documentation authorizing the transfer of
property ownership may be placed on the original boundary line map along with the legal descriptions
of those portions of land being transferred. (S]CC I 8.70.030G)

LAND DIVISION ADMINISTRATOR’S
CERTIFICATE: Pursuant to 51CC 18.70.030
Community Development & Planning has
reviewed this application and found it in
compliance with the codes applicable at the
time of the application. All boundary line
modifications are subject to SJCC
I 8.70.030(A)5 “ Pursuant to RCW 58.17.060
the property subject to this authorization
may not be divided in any manner within a
period of five (5) years without the filing of

an application for a long subdivision un
eligible tot redMsion by short plat in
accordance with state law.

Approve

Administrator

TREASURER’S CERTIFICATE: All taxes and
assessments of the current year, Zcth
in-duding advance taxes per RCW 58.08.040,
for current year tax not yet levied or certified
and any delinquent taxes or assessments which
have become a lien upon the lands herein
described have been fully paid and discharged
according to the records of my office. If any
penalty fees are due under the provisions of the
Open Space or DFL Law (84.33 and
84.34RCW) this does not guarantee that they
have been paid.

( -

_______________________ ___________________

I/I
— Dates /

set- 4 $&n Juan County Treasurer Date

NOTE: This modification Is not valid unless ft Is recorded with the San Juan County Auditor
/ within 6 months of the approval date, together with a map (8 112”X11”) containing an original

approval stamp signed by the Director of Community Development & Planning or designee.

2 08 acres of the 1427 acre parcel (Parcel A) do
not count for density purposes in future divisions.
That acreage is the balance of the 5-acre average
density that was not used in creating the 2 92 acre
parcel (Parcel B)

IDate received: Receipt Number I

BUCKiBI.MBLM APPLICATION CHECKLIST.doc
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2010-1101012 Page4of7
SAN JUAN COUNTY, WASHINGTON

EXISTING LAND DESCRIPTION Of
PARCEL A

BEFORE BOUNDARY LINE MODIFICATION

All that portion of the Southeast Quarter of the Northwest Quarter of Section 14,
Township 35 North, Range 3 West, W.M., in San Juan County, Washington, lying South
of Lampard Road and lying West of the centerline of vacated old County road No. 5, as
said road was located at the time of its vacation on April 3, 1944; AND ALSO

EXCEPT any portion of the Egeland Place Short Plat as recorded in Volume 2 of Short
Plats, Pages 47 and 47A, records of said county; AND ALSO

EXCEPT that portion of the above-described parcel lying easterly of the following
described line:

Beginning at the Southwest corner of Lot 2 of said Egeland Place
Short Plat from which the Southeast corner of said Lot 2 lies South
8$°58’25” East, 257 13 feet per said Short Plat, thence from said
Southwest corner, South 7°32’46” West, 355.00 feet, more or less,
to a point on the South line of aid Southeast Quarter of the
Northwest Quarter and the terminus of said described line; AND
ALSO

Situate in San Juan County, Washington ()
j

EXCEPT the South 700 feet.
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SAN JUAN COUNTY, WASHINGTON

EXISTING LAND DESCRIPTION Of
PARCEL B

BEFORE BOUNDARY LINE MODIFICATION

The South 700 feet of that portion of the Southeast Quarter of the Northwest Quarter of
Section 14, Township 35 North, Range 3 West, W.M., in San Juan County, Washington,
lying South of Lampard Road and lying West of the centerLine of vacated old County
road No. 5, as said road was located at the time of its vacation on April 3, 1944; AND
ALSO

EXCEPT any portion of the Egeland Place Short Plat as recorded in Volume 2 of Short
Plats, Pages 47 and 47A, records of said county; AND ALSO

EXCEPT that portion of the above-described parcel lying easterly of the following
described line:

4
Beginning at the Southwest corner of Lot 2 of said Egeland Place
Short Plat from which the Southeast corner of said Lot 2 lies South
88°58’25” East, 257.13 feet per said Short Plat; thence from said
Southwest corner, South 7°32’46” West, 355.00 feet, more or less,
to a point on the South line ol said Southeast Quarter of the
Northwest Quarter and the terminus of said described line; AND
ALSO

I

Situate in San Juan County, V. ashrngton
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SAN JUAN COUNTY, WASHINGTON

MODIFIED LAND DESCRIPTION Of
PARCEL A

AFTER BOUNDARY LINE MODIFICATION

All that portion of the Southeast Quarter of the Northwest Quarter of Section 14, Township 35 North,
Range 3 West, W.M., in San Juan County, Washington, lying South of Lampard Road and lying West of
the centerline of vacated old County road No. 5, as said road was located at the time of its vacation on
April 3, 1944; AND ALSO

EXCEPT any portion of the Egeland Place Short Plat as recorded in Volume 2 of Short Plats, Pages 47
and 47A, records of said county; AND ALSO

EXCEPT that portion lying easterly of the following described line:

Beginning at the Southwest corner of Lot 2 of said Egeland Place Short Plat from which the
Southeast corner of said Lot 2 lies South $$°5$’25” East, 257.13 feet per said Short Plat; thence
from said Southwest corner, South 7°32’46” West, 355.00 feet. more or less, to a point on the
South line of said Southeast Quarter of the Northwest Quarter and the terminus of said described
line; AND ALSO

EXCEPT that portion described as follows;

Commencing at said Southwest corner lace Short Plat, thence along the West
boundary of said lot 2, North 2°20’03 9 . 4 feet to the True Point of Beginning; thence,
leaving said West boundary, South 76 ‘54” West 51 93 feet to a 5/8” rebar with an LS 8657
aluminum cap; thence continuing South 76°40’54” West 339.3$ feet to a 5/8” rebar with an LS
8657 aluminum cap; thence South $$G5749 East 160.01 feet to a 5/8” rebar with an LS 8657
aluminum cap; thence South l°48’28” West 118.74 feet to a 5/8” rebar with an LS $657
aluminum cap; thence South 35°39’06” East 200.26 f.et to a 5/8” rebar with an LS 8657
aluminum cap; thence South 87°49’S 1” East 49.45 feet to a 5’8” rebar with an LS 8657 aluminum
cap; thence North 76°40’54” East 325.02 feet to a 51$” rebar with an LS 8657 aluminum cap;
thence continuing North 76°40’54” East 51.93 feet to a point on said West boundary; thence,
along said West boundary, North 2°20’03” East 283.93 feet to the True Point of Beginning.

‘+ San Juan Surveying P.O. Box 611 FrWav Harbor, WA 98250
(360) 378-2300 FAX (360) 378-4140

EXCEPT the East 50 feet of the above described

fl’//7//c
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SAN JUAN COUNTY, WASHINGTON

MODIFIED LAND DESCRIPTION Of
PARCEL B

AFTER BOUNDARY LINE MODIFICATION

That portion of the Southeast Quarter of the Northwest Quarter of Section 14, Township 35 North, Range
3 West, W.M., in San Juan County, Washington, described as follows:

Commencing at the Southwest corner of Lot 2, Egeland Place Short Plat as recorded in Volume 2
of Short Plats, pages 47 and 47A, records of said county; thence, along the West boundary of said
lot 2, North 2°20’03” East 297.94 feet to the True Point of Beginning; thence, leaving said West
boundary, South 76°40’54” West 51.93 feet to a 5/8” rebar with an LS $657 aluminum cap;
thence continuing South 76°40’54” West 339.38 feet to a 5/8” rebar with an LS 8657 aluminum
cap; thence South 88°57’49” East 160.01 feet to a 5/8” rebar with an LS 8657 aluminum cap;
thence South 1°4$’2$” West 118.74 feet to a 51$” rebar with an LS $657 aluminum cap; thence
South 35°39’06” East 200.26 feet to a 5/8” rebar with an LS 8657 aluminum cap; thence South
87°49’51” East 49.45 feet to a 5/8” rebar with an LS 8657 aluminum cap; thence North
76°40’54” East 325.02 feet to a 5/8” rebar with an LS $657 aluminum cap; thence continuing
North 76°40’54” East 51.93 feet to a point on said West boundary; thence, along said West
boundary, North 2°20’03” East 283.93 feet to the 1frue Pint of Beginning.

4. San Juan Surveying P.O. Box 611 Friday Harbor, WA 98250
(360) 378-2300 FAX (360) 378-1140

EXCEPT the East 50 feet of the above described parcel.

/ Of/i/to



SAN JUAN COUNTY WASH.
REAL ESTATE EXCISE TAX

AMOUNT PAID $

SEP 1 696

Kathy Turnbüll
FRIDAY HARBOR ESCROW SERVICE, INOUNTy TREASURER
POST OFFICE BOX 623
FRIDAY HARBOR, WASHINGTON 98250

TPN: 351424003
Short Legal: Ptn SE/NW, S14, T35N, R3W, W.M.

i:d ..epts
no liability lot its accuracy or validity

THE GRANTOR, STEVEN H. BUCK and LAURIE A. BUCK, husband and wife for
and in consideration of transfer to family corporation (WAC 458-61-375) conveys and quit
claims to SAN JUAN PROPERTIES, INC., a Washington corporation, the following
described real estate, situated in the County of San Juan, State of Washington, together
with all after acquired title of the grantor therein:

SEE ATTACHED EXHIBIT “A” FOR COMPLETE LEGAL
DESCRIPTION, WHICH IS INCORPORATED HEREIN BY
THIS REFERENCE AS THOUGH FULLY SET FORTH.

p

Dated: September l’.{ 1998

c\ STE , H BUCK

V /

IE A. BUCK
STATE OF WASHINGTON )

ss.

On this day personally appeared before me STEVEN H. BUCK and LAURIE A.
BUCK to me known to be the individuals described in and who executed the within and
foregoing instrument, and acknowledged that they signed the same as their free and
voluntary act and deed, for the uses and purposes therein mentioned.

GIVEN under my hand and official seal this jI day of September, 1998.

V OF ICIAL SEAL

.Y F. CHAFFEE

________________________________________

uvcomm.EmSOCIW1.11 Washington residing at Friday Hbor

., UBLC STATE OF WASHINGTON Notary Public in and for tWe State of
COUNTY OF SAN JUAN

My commission expires: A—/f(’%’{

1998 0916026 PAGE 1 OF 2
SAN JUAN COUNTY. WASHINGTON

- a

Island Title Company has PISced this docurnnlfor recording as a customer courtesy and an: pr’(10 ‘ability for accuracy or validity

FILED FOR RECORD AT REQUEST OF
WHEN RECORDED RETURN TO:

Audrtor File #: 1998 091 6026

QCD
Recorded at the request of:

ISLAND TITLE COMPANY
°n 09/16/1998

at 1 428
Total of 2 page(s) Fee: $ 9.00

SAN JUAN COUNTY, WASHINGTON

St A. STEPHENS, AUDITOR

JR
QUIT CLAIM DEED

.4

COUNTY OF SAN JUAN )



BUCK TO SAN JUAN PROPERTIES, INC. LEGAL DESCRIPTION

19980916026 PAGE 2 OF 2
SAN JUAN COUNTY. WASHINGTON

EXHIBIT “A”

All that portion of the Southeast Quarter of the Northwest Quarter of Section 14, Township 35
North, Range 3 West, W.M, in San Juan County, Washington; tying south of Lampard Road
and lying west of the centerline of vacated old County Road No. 5, as said road was located at
the time of its vacation on Apnl 3, 1944;

EXCEPT that portion, if any, lying southeasterly of County Road No. 5 as it presently exists;

EXCEPTiNG THEREFROM That portion of the Southwest Quarter of the Northwest Quarter of
Section 14, Township 35 North, Range 3 West, WM., in San Juan County, Washington,
descnbed asfotlows:

Beginning at the Intersection of the center line of Lampard Road, as conveyed to the
County of San Juan by deeds recorded in Volume 16 of DeedsPages 44 and 46, with
the centerline of vacated County Road No 5, as said road was located at the time of cts
vacation on April 3, 1944; thence along the centerline of. said vacated County Road
No. 5 South 36’SO’ West, 217.4 teet thence South 1630k West. 60 Feet, thence teavng
said centerline West, 640 teet thence North 495 feet, more or less, to the centerline of
Lampard Road, thence easterly along said centine of Lampard Road to the point of
beginning;

EXCEPTING ThEREFROM any portion of Plat as recorded in
Volume 2 of Short Plats, Pages 47 and 4Th, ALSO

EXCEPTiNG ThEREFROM that portion lying westerly of the
following described line:

Beginning at the southwest corner of Place Short Plat from which
the southeast corner of said Lot 2 lies East, 25713 feet per said short
plat thence from said southwest corner, South T32’46’ West, 355.00 feet, more or less,
to a point on the south line of said Southeast Quarter of the Northwest Quarter and
terminus of said descnbed line.



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, 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.

Instructions for applicants:

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
“does not apply” only when you can explain why it does not apply 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 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 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.

Instructions 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.

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 NONPROJECT ACTIONS (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 [HELP1

1. Name of proposed project, if applicable: Westward View (may be changed)

2. Name of applicant: Steven H Buck; San Juan Properties, Inc., Steven H Buck President

SEPA Environmental checklist (WAC 197-11-960) July 2016 Page 1 of 15



3. Address and phone number of applicant and contact person: Steven H BucK; PC Box 100,
Friday Harbor, WA. 98250 360-472-0895

4. Date checklist prepared: 4/13/18

5. Agency requesting checklist: San Juan County Department of Community Development

6. Proposed timing or schedule (including phasing, if applicable): Est. 2-5 years for 1st phase.
2 phase will depend on demand. 3 phase in the distant future.

7. Do you have any plans for future additions, expansion, or further activity related to or
connected with this proposal? If yes, explain. Nothing other than what is being proposed.

8. List any environmental information you know about that has been prepared, or will be
prepared, directly related to this proposal. There’s nothing I know of.

9. Do you know whether applications are pending for governmental approvals of other
proposals directly affecting the property covered by your proposal? If yes, explain. Not that I
know of.

10. List any government approvals or permits that will be needed for your proposal, if known.
This is the initial stage requesting inclusion into the UGA. I don’t know yet all that will be
required. If this property is allowed into the UGA and then allowed to be annexed into the Town
of Friday Harbor, everything that is required by the Town of Friday Harbor for development will
apply.

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 modify this form to include additional specific information on project
description.) Please see the attached: REASONS TO PLACE THE PROPERTY BETWEEN
LAMPARD AND SAN JUAN VALLEY ROADS INTO THE UGA.

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. If 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. Please see the attached maps showing tax parcels 351424003;
351424004 and 351424001.

B. Environmental Elements [HELP1

1. Earth [helpi

a. General description of the site:

SEPA Environmental checklist (WAC 197-11-960) July 2016 Page 2 of 15



(circle one): Flat, rolling, hilly, steep slopes, mountainous, other: Slightly sloping land going from
the east to the west with a mixture of trees, rock outcroppings and grassy areas. Lots of sun
exposure from the south and west. Housing would be the best use of this property.

b. What is the steepest slope on the site (approximate percent slope)? Please see the attached
contours map. Regarding parcel 351424003: Other than the large rock outcropping at the
eastern portion, the land slopes gently down, but just steep enough so that it should be great for
positioning homes so that most or all can have valley views. Regarding parcel 351424004. With
the exception of a small rock outcropping, the southeasterly portion is fairly level with a little bit
of slope. The northern portion then it levels out in most of the southwesterly portion,. The
middle and northeasterly portion has gentle slopes that are also ideal for positioning of homes.
The northwesterly portion is mostly treed with a large rock outcropping and good slopes for
housing as well. Parcel 351424001 is mostly level in the middle and then has some gently
sloping to the easterly and westerly portions.

c. What general types of soils are found on the site (for example, clay, sand, gravel, peat,
muck)? If 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. Where there aren’t rock outcroppings the ground has a little bit
of top soil and then mostly dirt, gravel, clay, and sand.

d. Are there surface indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity? If so,
describe. No.

e. Describe the purpose, type, total area, and approximate quantities and total affected area of
any filling, excavation, and grading proposed. Indicate source of fill. I had a pond made years
ago. The soils weren’t very good though so it leaked. I then had it lined. The contours map
shows it looking dry because we had drained it into Sundstroms pond (with permission) in
order to prep it for the liner.

f. Could erosion occur as a result of clearing, construction, or use? If so, generally describe.
Not much if any erosion would occur I think because the land slopes gently and it already has
a natural path for water to flow. Also, the make up of the land is a variety of rock
outcroppings, grassy areas and sparce trees so there isn’t much area that could erode. I’ve
been living there since 1998 and have yet to see any erosion even during heavy rain storms.

g. About what percent of the site will be covered with impervious surfaces after project
construction (for example, asphalt or buildings)? That will depend on the lot sizes allowed and
what the req uirments will be should I be able to get the properj annexed into the Town of
Friday Harbor. I am hoping to be able to do approximately 113t acre lots with no on street
parking and a nice amount of area between each home.

h. Proposed measures to reduce or control erosion, or other impacts to the earth, if any: I don’t
think erosion is going to be much of an issue due to the type of ground and lay of the land. If it
turns out there would be a potential erosion problem then I will have it designed so that there
won’t be.

SEPA Environmental checklist (WAC 197.11-960) July 2016 Page 3 of 15



2. Air [helpi

a. What types of emissions to the air would result from the proposal during construction
operation, and maintenance when the project is completed? If any, generally describe and
give approximate quantities if known. Because this property is located adjacent to the Town
of Friday Harbor, the creation of emissions should be far less than say a project far out of
Town since it’s more central, therefore trucks and people working there would be coming
from closer locations on average. Also, when more materials are needed, the lumber yard
and other stores are only a short distance away. Since this property is also in such a sunny
location and literally walking distance to town, the green homes and people living here would
have a much smaller environmental impact.

b. Are there any off-site sources of emissions or odor that may affect your proposal? If so,
generally describe. As I said previously, I’ve lived here since 1998. This property is just a short
distance from the airport so on rare occasion, when there are certain planes at the airport and
the wind is just right, you can smell some exhaust, but I would guess that’s maybe about 1% of
the time. Planes are also becoming more fuel efficient so that should improve over time.

c. Proposed measures to reduce or control emissions or other impacts to air, if any: My desire
is for this area to be one of the nicest, most environmentally friendly and cost efficient
communities in San Juan County. Due to great sun exposure homes could have passive
or active solar energy from windows to roofing. Because it’s close to town, electric cars,
bikes and walking make a lot of sense. And even if someone drives a fossil fuel
propelled car, they don’t have far to go for work, groceries, etc so they won’t be using
much fuel. I also plan to have walking trails throughout to encourage walking and a
friendly community.

3. Water [helpi

a. Surface Water: [helpi

1) Is there any surface water body on or in the immediate vicinity of the site (including
year-round and seasonal streams, saltwater, lakes, ponds, wetlands)? If yes, describe
type and provide names. If appropriate, state what stream or river it flows into. There are
two man made ponds. One I had built for recreation and fire protection. The other is the
Sundstrom pond that comes onto my property in the northwestern corner, It was built for
irrigation purposes for the Sundstrom farm.

2) Will the project require any work over, in, or adjacent to (within 200 feet) the described
waters? If yes, please describe and attach available plans. Since this property hasn’t
been accepted into the UGA yet, or further yet annexed into the Town of Friday Harbor, I
have no plans to provide. In the foreseeable future, the only body of water that would be
within 200 feet would be the pond I had built on parcel 351424001, which is less than ½
in size. I don’t plan on developing the northern ½ of parcel 351424004 for many years. It
will be the last portion to be developed.

SEPA Environmental checklist (WAC 197-11.960) July 2016 Page 4 of 15



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. None.

4) Will the proposal require surface water withdrawals or diversions? Give general
description, purpose, and approximate quantities if known. No withdrawals. Perhaps
diversions if erosion is an issue at all, and then I would have the ability to divert to the
pond in the northwestern corner, but I don’t expect there would be much if any of that.

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

6) Does the proposal involve any discharges of waste materials to surface waters? If so,
describe the type of waste and anticipated volume of discharge. No.

b. Ground Water: fhelpj

1) Will groundwater be withdrawn from a well for drinking water or other purposes? If 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. If this property is allowed to be
annexed into the Town of Friday Harbor then Town water and sewer hook ups will be
used.

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 served (if applicable), or the
number of animals or humans the system(s) are expected to serve. If this property is
allowed to be annexed into the Town of Friday Harbor then Town sewer hook ups will be
used.

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? If so, describe. I expect a storm water plan to be
part of the project and will do whatever is necessary to accommodate it. Storm water
currently flows in primarily two areas from this property onto the property to the west,
which includes a low spot in the middle that flows onto the Sundstrom farmland and
where the irrigation pond is in the northwestern corner. If need be, a storm water system

SEPA Environmental checklist (WAC 197-11-960) July 2016 Page 5 of 15



could be designed so that the vast majority of run off goes to the irrigation pond in the
northwestern corner and then that water would flow just as it does now during the winter
so there should be no additional impact.

2) Could waste materials enter ground or surface waters? If so, generally describe. Not that
I can think of.

3) Does the proposal alter or otherwise affect drainage patterns in the vicinity of the site? If
so, describe. The drainage patterns should be essentially the same unless the storm
water plan requires that I divert it.

d. Proposed measures to reduce or control surface, ground, and runoff water, and drainage
pattern impacts, if any: The design and layout of the community with adequate spacing between
the homes should absorb most of the runoff. The amount of runoff should end up being not
much different than it is now.

4. Plants [helpi

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
_X_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? Much of the ground is rocky
or has rocky soils and grass. There are some evergreen trees and frankly a lot of scotch
broom and hawtorns that keep coming back. All of the scotch broom will be removed
eventually and what trees will be removed will depend on how the development lays out.
There is one maple tree that will never be removed.

c. List threatened and endangered species known to be on or near the site. None that I know
of.
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U. Proposed landscaping, use of native plants, or other measures to preserve or enhance
vegetation on the site, if any: Landscsaping will definitely be required, as will maintenance of
landscaping to keep things looking nice. I plan to encourage and provide information
regarding low water use native plants. The cost of Town water will also be an incentive.

e. List all noxious weeds and invasive species known to be on or near the site. Scotch broom is
the only one I know of.

5. Animals [helpi

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

Birds typically found on the island including hawks, eagles, herons, ducks, geese,
hummingbirds, robins, woodpeckers, finch. Animals are mostly deer, lots of deer. There
are bass in the irrigation pond.

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. None that I
know of.

c. Is the site part of a migration route? If so, explain. Not that I know of.

U. Proposed measures to preserve or enhance wildlife, if any: It all seems fine as it is and I
expect that won’t change.

e. List any invasive animal species known to be on or near the site. None that I know of.

6. Energy and Natural Resources [helpi

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. I expect electricity will be the primary source of energy. I’m hoping solar
will be a big part of that. Ideally by the time homes would be built here I would love to see
Tesla solar tile roofs on each home that would take care of most of the electrical energy
needs as well as potentially the electric cars in their garages that will easily be able to get
around on daily charges so no fossil fuels would be needed living here.
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b. Would your project affect the potential use of solar energy by adjacent properties?
If so, generally describe. Hopefully it would encourage it. There is an upfront cost, but a
hopefully not too long term payout that will prove it’s the way to go.

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: Solar roofing is the

primary contributor of electrical energy and therefore the greatest source of conservation. In
addition, solar windows are possible as well as newer wind generators for homes that require
less average wind speeds. Then of course, there are construction practices such as tighter
building, design, insulation, and construction materials. Everything that Green construction
recommends. Fortunately, this property, this location, new technologies and peoples desire
for cost efficient, eviornmentally friendly designed homes can make this a reality.

7. Environmental Health [helpi

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?
If so, describe.

1) Describe any known or possible contamination at the site from present or past uses.
None that I know of.

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. None that I know of.

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. None that I know of.

4) Describe special emergency services that might be required. This is also a great
location if there is an emergency being right next to the new hospital, the EMT’s and
the airport.

5) Proposed measures to reduce or control environmental health hazards, if any: Making
sure contractors keep sites clean and picked up during construction processes.

b. Noise

1) What types of noise exist in the area which may affect your project (for example:
traffic, equipment, operation, other)? I don’t think any noise will affect the project. It’s
pretty quiet here, even being adjacent to the airport because we’re beside the airport, not
under the flight path, and we’re over the hill from it. Lampard road is pretty quiet. We’re
also over the hill from Spring Street so we don’t get hardly any noise from there.
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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)? Indi
cate what hours noise would come from the site. Construction equipment and the
construction process, but those noises would be periodic and temporary.

3) Proposed measures to reduce or control noise impacts, if any: Mostly just asking
contractors to be considerate and be as quiet as possible.

8. Land and Shoreline Use [helpi

a. What is the current use of the site and adjacent properties? Will the proposal affect current
land uses on nearby or adjacent properties? If so, describe. The current use is residential R
5. The adjoining property to the north is in the Town of Friday Harbor and is a residential
development. The property to the east is in the Town of Friday Harbor and has a
combination of residential and commercial uses. The property to the west is farmland. The
property to the south is a combination of residential and commercial. The hospital is right
across the Street from that.

b. Has the project site been used as working farmlands or working forest lands? If 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? If 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.

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? If so, how: No, the only equipment that’s ever on the farmland to
the west is haying equipment in the summer and that’s interesting to watch. We don’t
affect their access at all. They come in from San Juan Valley road.

c. Describe any structures on the site. There’s a house and one shed on 351424001. There is a
house and two sheds on 3351424004.

d. Will any structures be demolished? If so, what? The sheds will probably be demolished
eventually.

e. What is the current zoning classification of the site? R-5

f. What is the current comprehensive plan designation of the site? R-5 residential. When the
Growth Management Act first came about, it was in the blue zone for potential high density
zoning. Prior to the GMA is was zoned for one house per ½ acre. The County told me at the
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time that under the GMA they were going to keep the zoning at 1/2 acre per parcel, or that it
would be higher density. That’s why I didn’t apply for a development plat back then.

g. If applicable, what is the current shoreline master program designation of the site? NA

h. Has any part of the site been classified as a critical area by the city or county? If so, specify.
Not that I know of.

i. Approximately how many people would reside or work in the completed project? It depends
on if it gets into the County UGA, then annexed into the Town of Friday Harbor. My
desire is to have 1/3 acre parcels.

j. Approximately how many people would the completed project displace? No one. In fact, it
would help provide places for people in our community to help retain balance.

k. Proposed measures to avoid or reduce displacement impacts, if any: This project would
provide housing for people potentially displaced elsewhere on the island so they
wouldn’t have to leave.

L. Proposed measures to ensure the proposal is compatible with existing and projected land
uses and plans, if any: This property is ideal for housing. It is the best possible use for this
land.

m. Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts to agricultural and forest lands of long-term
commercial significance, if any: This property fits right in with the goals of the Growth
Management Act. It would provide housing up on the mostly rocky shelf above the farmland
with views looking out over the farmland.

9. Housing [helrl

a. Approximately how many units would be provided, if any? Indicate whether high, mid
dle, or low-income housing. I don’t know how many homes yet and won’t until it gets
accepted into the UGA and annexed into the Town. If it does, this property will likely end up
being for middle and upper middle housing. That actually ends up helping starter level
housing because if you don’t provide for the middle, the middle will buy what they can afford,
which means they would absorb what should have been starter level housing. Middle and
upper middle level housing is also important for hopefully maintaining the balance in our
community too. (That should be one of our biggest concerns.)
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b. Approximately how many units, if any, would be eliminated? Indicate whether high,
middle, or low-income housing. No units will be eliminated.

c. Proposed measures to reduce or control housing impacts, if any: I think the affect would be
absolutely positive. We need more housing in the low income, starter, mid level and
upper mid levels.

70. Aesthetics [helpi
a. What is the tallest height of any proposed structure(s), not including antennas; what is

the principal exterior building material(s) proposed? The heights will be determined by
building codes. Exterior building materials will be determined when the project is designed.
My concept is good quality, good looking, clean, environmentally friendly and cost efficient to
install and maintain.

b. What views in the immediate vicinity would be altered or obstructed? Most of the views come
from within the property. Some view from a small portion of Lampard Road may be
obstructed by homes someday but those could be obstructed anyway if I decided to plant
trees along the line, for instance.

b. Proposed measures to reduce or control aesthetic impacts, if any: Most of this property is
tucked away, only partially seen by a small portion of a major county road, (San Juan Valley
Road). While a small portion of Lampard Road may lose a part of their view someday, the
housing that will be created I think will also be pleasant to look at.

77. Light and Glare [help]

a. What type of light or glare will the proposal produce? What time of day would it mainly
occur? It would be housing so whatever light housing creates in general. It’s a good question
though and one that should be considered when creating the CC&R’s.

b. Could light or glare from the finished project be a safety hazard or interfere with views? I
imagine there would be more of a sense of safety.

c. What existing off-site sources of light or glare may affect your proposal? The church next
door has a bright security light, but it’s no big deal.

d. Proposed measures to reduce or control light and glare impacts, if any: It’s a good question
and one that should be considered when creating the CC&R’s. Perhaps less bright LED
exterior lights would be a good idea.
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72. Recreation [helpi
a. What designated and informal recreational opportunities are in the immediate vicinity?

Everything that San Juan and the San Juan Islands offer.

b. Would the proposed project displace any existing recreational uses? If so, describe. No.

c. Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts on recreation, including recreation
opportunities to be provided by the project or applicant, if any: It is possible that this project
would have a community facility. That hasn’t been determined yet.

73. Historic and cultural preservation [helpi

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? If so,
specifically describe. NO

b. Are there any landmarks, features, or other evidence of Indian 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. No.

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.
There’s nothing here or nearby of historic or cultural significance.

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. NA

74. Transportation [helpi

a. Identify 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. This
property is accessed by Lampard Road on the north side will be accessed by Spring Street,
just across from the airport on the east side. The east access will be the primary or perhaps
only access for the first and second phases of the development.

b. Is the site or affected geographic area currently served by public transit? If so, generally
describe. If not, what is the approximate distance to the nearest transit stop? We don’t have
public transit here other than tourism vehicles and cabs.
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c. How many additional parking spaces would the completed project or non-project proposal
have? How many would the project or proposal eliminate? The amount created would
depend on the size of parcels allowed. None would be eliminated.

d. Will the proposal require any new or improvements to existing roads, streets, pedestrian,
bicycle or state transportation facilities, not including driveways? If so, generally describe
(indicate whether public or private). No.

e. Will the project or proposal use (or occur in the immediate vicinity of) water, rail, or air
transportation? If so, generally describe. Just that transportation that’s already available on
San Juan Island.

f. How many vehicular trips per day would be generated by the completed project or proposal?
If 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? That will depend on the size of parcels allowed.

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? If so, generally describe. No.

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

75. Public Services [helpi

a. Would the project result in an increased need for public services (for example: fire protection,
police protection, public transit, health care, schools, other)? If so, generally describe. Yes,
to the extent of the number of parcels and homes allowed.

b. Proposed measures to reduce or control direct impacts on public services, if any. There
could be an actual net improvement in services due to property tax income from new
homes in this community as well as from the people within the comm unity.

76. Utilities [helpi

a. Circle utilities currently available at the site:
electricity, natural gas, water, refuse service, telephone, sanitary sewer, septic system,
other Electricity, telephone, fiber, refuse and hopefully water and sewer via the Town of

Friday Harbor.

____________
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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. Electricity, telephone, fiber, refuse and hopefully water and sewer via the
Town of Friday Harbor.

C. Signature FHELP1

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 Agency/Organization

Date Submitted: L7f 13

D. Supplemental sheet for nonproject actions [HELP1

(IT IS 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 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
general terms.

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?

Proposed measures to avoid or reduce such increases are:

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

Proposed measures to protect or conserve plants, animals, fish, or marine life are:
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3. How would the proposal be likely to deplete energy or natural resources?

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

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?

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

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?

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

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

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

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