Adam Zack

From: Loren Burt <loren.burt@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, August 17, 2021 4:13 AM

To: Comp Plan Update

Subject: Fwd: San Juan County Comprehensive Plan Request 19-0003 Lopez TPN 241021002000
Attachments: Response to Lea family.docx

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the
sender and know the content is safe.

---------- Forwarded message ---------

From: Loren Burt <loren.burt@gmail.com>

Date: Mon, Aug 16, 2021 at 12:20 PM

Subject: San Juan County Comprehensive Plan Request 19-0003 Lopez TPN 241021002000
To: Adam Zack <adamz@sanjuanco.com>

Cc: MARIANNE KARUZA <m.karuza@msn.com>, Lisa Burt <LMBurt@yahoo.com>

Hi Adam,
Thank you for sending us pdfs of the correspondence you received regarding our request 19-0003.

We have prepared three replies and I’'m sending you the docx Word files in three separate emails as the file size for each
of the replies is large. Let me know if you have any issues reading these read-only files.

Let me know if you have any additional questions.

File 2 of 3

Thank you,

Loren Burt

Lisa Burt

Marianne Burt Karuza

Trustees of the Robert & Vivian Burt Family Trust



August 16, 2021

SENT VIA EMAIL AND U.S. MAIL
Adam Zack

Dept of Community Development
135 Rhone St

PO BOX 947

San Juan County, Washington 98250

San Juan County Council Members
San Juan County Planning Commission
RE: San Juan County Comprehensive Plan Update Request 19-0003

Dear Council Members, Mr. Zack and Planning Commission,

We would like this opportunity to respond specifically to the letter that the Lea family
submitted regarding our request for re-designation of our family property of 122 years.
The designation is in error according to county code. We have enjoyed having the Lea
family as neighbors for generations and we hope to continue for many generations to
come. Although they are neighbors, they are not part of the Skid Road neighborhood
that was divided years ago into RFF (including our parcel) and RR, with lot sizes 1 du/5
acres or less in contrast to their agricultural zoning with 20 acre zoning as shown on all
county maps.

1. They claim the proposed re-designation harms neighboring property owners by
increasing future density and suburbanization of the neighborhood.

Response: Please look closely at the history of the Skid Road neighborhood which
was separated from their agriculturally zoned property from the centerline of the
ravine as per order on March 8,1920 by San Juan County Superior Court for the
estate of our great great uncle J.T.Bloor. (See Attachment 1: Court documents,
pages 4 and 5). His wife, our great great aunt, Isabella Burt Bloor, inherited the land
from the centerline of the ravine to the west. Regarding our neighborhood on Skid
Road, which lies on the west side of the ravine, of which the Lea family is not a part
of, please notice that our request aligns with the neighboring RFF and RR
properties, of 1 du/5 acre density or less, including another property of ten acres that
is zoned 1 du/5 acres. See attached Skid Road zoning/density map (Attachment 2)
and overhead Google photo (Attachment 3), which shows how separated we are
from the Lea property via deep ravine and dense tree line.




The parcel just to the west of us, on the north end of our property, is 4.5 acres. The
neighbors next door to us, on the south end of our property, Sosin/McMullin, have
three housing units on .91 acres with three septic tanks, a pump station, and a drain
field (see overhead view on attachment 4). County records also show that, at some
point, 15.13 acres of Lea property (Attachment 5) were divided off the larger parcel
owned by the Lea’s. It is our understanding they have two housing units, a pool
house, three septic tanks and 3 drain fields on what the map shows as agricultural
zoned 1 du/ 20 acre (see overhead photo attachment 6).

. “The existing location of the lot line is consistent with extending the center line of the
North-South Davis Bay Roadway or parcel lines”.

Response: County code states that the density zoning should follow the lot line or
natural landforms and as such the natural ravine, which is also the lot line and
should also be the density boundary. It appears that what happened in our case was
that the density was incorrectly marked by following a section line which does not
follow with SJCC 18.10.040 (C). Please note the printed map of section line of Gov
lot 3 and Government lot 4 (Attachment 7), which is where the density line was
marked incompatible with county code).

The parcel they mention, 241011-003-000, appears to be in the 20 acre density and
agricultural zoning but somehow this parcel of 15.13 acres (see attachment 5) was
broken off the larger parcel Richard Lea purchased. It appears the county has
allowed two housing units, a pool house, three septic tanks and three drain fields, as
mentioned above, on agricultural land 1 du/20 acres.

. “Both existing densities are commonly found in other RFF zoned areas”.

Response: Upon review of the map of the property that was divided with the
centerline of the ravine in 1920 per court order (Attachment 1: Court documents,
pages 4 and 5) regarding the estate of our great great Uncle J.T. Bloor, they will see
that the properties west of the ravine are all zoned RFF or RR1 du/5 acres or less
including a ten acre parcel that is part of our neighborhood. Our field should have
been included in this density when this property was divided into lots in
approximately 1958-1962. Our field has never been in agricultural zoning.
Furthermore, 20 acre zoning is not applicable for our RFF, as part of the Skid Road
neighborhood of 1 du/5 acres or less, as evidenced on the map showing our actual
RFF and RR zoned neighborhood.

. “The change would create an enclave of privileged owners because they are getting
some of their RFF density increased whereas other RFF designated property
owners are not.



Response: Please review the overhead map of our Skid Road neighborhood and
also the satellite photo of our closest neighbors, Sosin/McMullin (Attachment 4),
where there is substantial development on their property on a small lot. Their
property was actually part of the field and it was cut out when our grandmother gave
one to her sister and the other one was sold to another relative. They, and all our
other neighbors along Skid Road, all enjoy 1 du/5 acre density or less. They are
enjoying a much greater privilege than we, including another neighbor on Skid Road
that has the ten acre parcel zoned 1 du/5 acres. Sosin/McMullin, our closest
neighbors, also have the privilege, with their three housing units, to both live in and
actively rent their other dwelling units as vacation rentals over quite a few years.

5. “The impact of approving the proposed density line adjustment will likely trigger a
wave of requests.....”

Response: This is highly unlikely. Our property is very unusual because a mapping
error was made when the density line was drawn along the section line instead of
the lot line, which is not a density marking standard per county code. A prediction
that others may make a similar request, at some point in the unknown future, is
entirely speculative and irrelevant to the issue.

6. Aesthetic views will be compromised by future development

Response: The Lea’s would not be able to view anything that could potentially be
built on our property in the future. There are roads and trees/bushes on two sides of
our property and the east side is fully treed. If something were to be built there in the
future, it should have no view impacts on any neighbor, unlike the impact our
neighbor’s multiple homes have on us.

7. “Environmental impacts from increased density must be considered as the subject
parcel abuts a creek and wetlands”.

Response: The county would review any permit requests in the future, if any were
made. Studies would be performed, as required, and considered at that time. This is
not pertinent to our request of correcting the density so that it conforms with the
neighborhood of Skid Road and county code.

Thank you for taking the time to review our letter and documents provided.
Sincerely,

Loren Burt

Lisa Burt

Marianne Burt Karuza

(Robert and Vivian Burt Family Trust)



Attachments

Attachment 1: San Juan County Superior court record of March 8, 1920
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Skid Road Zoning/Density Map

Attachment 2
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Attachment 3: Overhead Google Photo showing separation of Burt and Lea property by
deep ravine and band of trees




Attachment 4: Overhead photo of Sosin/McMullin Property
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Lea 15.13 Parcel Map

Attachment 5
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Attachment 6: Overhead photo of Lea property
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Attachment 7: Map of Government lot 3 and 4
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