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Chris Pasinetti

From: CORNEL and TRACI WHITFIELD <tlwhitfield1@msn.com>
Sent: Wednesday, April 13, 2016 1:46 PM
To: Chris Pasinetti
Subject: Re: Public Open House for the 2015/2016 Comprehensive Plan

Thanks Chris. 
 
I am not sure of the correct forum to discuss my concerns, so I will tell you and you can let me know. I see a lot of 
documentation around the need for housing our seniors, but nothing about ADUs. My husband and I need to start caring 
for my parents full time and the ADU requirements are so strict that we are going to be forced to sell our house and buy 
a new one that has an existing ADU (in another city) because with our main house square footage we cannot 
accommodate an ADU (with the 40% sq ft restriction). We have lived in our house 11 years and it is very disappointing to 
have to leave it. It seems that if the community plan is seriously concerned with housing our senior population, we 
should be encouraging  ADUs as one of the best options. I believe providing onsite multi‐generational family care is a 
much better option than building new elder homes. That is what city of Seattle is encouraging and King County ADU/ALQ 
rules allow much more flexibility than our City.  
 
Is this something for the upcoming meeting? 
 
Thanks, 
 
Traci 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 
On Apr 13, 2016, at 1:00 PM, Chris Pasinetti <CPasinetti@ci.enumclaw.wa.us> wrote: 

Sorry about that! The website went through an update and the link should be working now! 
  
Thank you!! If you have any questions you are welcome to call anytime! 
  
Chris Pasinetti, AICP 
Interim Community Development Director 
City of Enumclaw 
  
cpasinetti@ci.enumclaw.wa.us 
tel. (360) 615‐5726 
fax (360) 825‐7232 
  
  
  

From: CORNEL and TRACI WHITFIELD [mailto:tlwhitfield1@msn.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, April 12, 2016 12:46 PM 
To: Chris Pasinetti <CPasinetti@ci.enumclaw.wa.us> 
Subject: Re: Public Open House for the 2015/2016 Comprehensive Plan 
  
The link to additional details below‐ second bullet is not working. Takes you to an error page on the city 
of Enumclaw site. 
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Looking forward to learning more. 
  
Thank you, 
Traci Whitfield 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 
On Apr 12, 2016, at 11:20 AM, Chris Pasinetti <CPasinetti@ci.enumclaw.wa.us> wrote: 

Hello, 
  
You are invited to a Public Open House for the City of Enumclaw 2015/2016 
Comprehensive Plan Amendments on April 18, 2016 from 6:00 pm to 8:00 pm at the 
City Hall Council Chambers located at 1339 Griffin Avenue, Enumclaw. The 
Comprehensive Plan contains the community’s vision for its future and sets policy and 
guidance to achieve that vision. In addition to the future vision, the plan also includes 
“Elements” that address a wide range of topics including land use, housing, 
transportation, capital facilities and utilities, parks and recreation and economic 
development. The Open House is an informal opportunity to review the proposed 
changes to the City’s Comprehensive Plan, the materials, make comments and get 
information on how you can participate in the process.  
  
Here are some links to learn more about the Comprehensive Plan, the amendment 
process and other relevant information. 
  
  

 Open House Public Notice *here*: 
http://cityofenumclaw.net/DocumentCenter/Home/View/1970  

 2015/2016 Comprehensive Plan Amendment Page. This page includes back 
ground information on the Growth Management Act, Update Schedule, Public 
Participation Program and DRAFT Comprehensive Plan Amendments *here*: 
http://cityofenumclaw.net/479/3857/2015‐Comprehensive‐Plan‐Update  
  

If you have comments, you can email those to compplan@ci.enumclaw.wa.us or they 
can be mailed to 1309 Myrtle Avenue, Enumclaw WA, 98022. ATTN: Chris Pasinetti.  
  
Thank you! We look forward to seeing you at the open house! 
  
  
Chris Pasinetti, AICP 
Interim Community Development Director 
City of Enumclaw 
  
cpasinetti@ci.enumclaw.wa.us 
tel. (360) 615‐5726 
fax (360) 825‐7232 
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Chris Pasinetti

From: Karen Walter <KWalter@muckleshoot.nsn.us>
Sent: Thursday, March 31, 2016 7:15 AM
To: Chris Pasinetti
Subject: FW: SEPA Notice for the 2015/2016 Comprehensive Plan Amendments, Project No. 

16097
Attachments: image002.jpg

Chris, 
With respect to Enumclaw's 2015/2016 Comprehensive Plan Amendments and the associated SEPA notice, we have 
some questions and comments as noted below in the interest of protecting and restoring the Tribe's treaty protected 
fisheries resources: 
 
1. There appears to be some discrepancies between the stream/habitat; fish and wildlife; and stormwater maps.   Over 
the years, we have noted to the City via various projects that several of the ditches in the City likely support salmon due 
to their proximity to streams, low gradient, and bankfull width and a lack of natural barriers.  Coho salmon, in particular, 
use ditches throughout WRIAs 8, 9 and 10 during flood events and high flows because these areas have lower velocities 
and provide refuge.   The City should consider any ditch, modified stream or channelized wetland with flow that is at 
least 2 feet wide at bankfull and less than 16% gradient to be potential fish bearing waters based on WAC 222‐16‐031.   
 
2.  What version of Ecology's Surface Water Management Design Manual is the City using?   How has LID been 
incorporated into the City's stormwater regulations?  
 
We appreciate the opportunity to review this proposal and look forward to the City's responses.    
 
Thank you, 
Karen Walter 
Watersheds and Land Use Team Leader 
 
Muckleshoot Indian Tribe Fisheries Division Habitat Program 
39015 172nd Ave SE 
Auburn, WA 98092 
253‐876‐3116 
________________________________________ 
From: Cathy Burbank [CBurbank@ci.enumclaw.wa.us] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2016 9:12 AM 
To: Century Link‐Network Real Estate West; City of Buckley; Comcast, Bill Walker; Department of Archaeology & Historic 
Preservation (sepa@dahp.wa.gov); Department of Fish & Wildlife; Dept of Ecology SEPA; DFW ‐ Larry Fisher; DNR; DOE; 
Enumclaw School District; Randy Fehr; Fred Brune; King Co Housing & Community Development; King Co Road Services 
Div; King Co Road Services Div; King Co Road Services Div; King Co Road Services Div; King County Historic Preservation 
Program; King County Metro Transit; Laura Murphy; Karen Walter; Mike Middleton; PSCE; PSE; Puget Sound Regional 
Council; WA State Dept of Commerce; Washington State DSHS Lands and Building; WS Parks and Recreations 
Commission; WSDOT; WSDOT NWR 
Cc: Chris Pasinetti 
Subject: SEPA Notice for the 2015/2016 Comprehensive Plan Amendments, Project No. 16097 
 
Notification for the City of Enumclaw SEPA DNS for the 2015/2016 Comprehensive Plan Amendments. You can 
download the document on the city’s website here: http://cityofenumclaw.net/435/Public‐Notice 
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If you have any questions or comments please email Chris Pasinetti at 
cpasinetti@ci.enumclaw.wa.us<mailto:cpasinetti@ci.enumclaw.wa.us> “ 
 
 
[cid:image002.jpg@01D17F63.F8433920] 
 
Cathy Burbank 
Community Development 
cburbank@ci.enumclaw.wa.us 
360‐825‐3593 ext 5720 
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Chris Pasinetti

From: Julia Fluss Ubbenga <jjjjjseclaw@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, April 19, 2016 2:55 PM
To: Chris Pasinetti
Subject: Great Meeting!

Hi Chris, 
That was a great format in the Open House last night. It answered my questions. Now I have more.  
What could be done to not allow gated communities here? I think that goes against the sense of community we 
have here. If outer lying areas have them, fine. In the city limits we need traffic options and no gated 
communities. 
 
Thanks, 
Julia Ubbenga  
Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE DROID 
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STATE OF WASHINGTON 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
1011 Plum Street SE    PO Box 42525    Olympia, Washington 98504-2525    (360) 725-4000 

www.commerce.wa.gov 
 
April 20, 2016 

 

 

 

Mr. Chris Pasinetti 

Interim Community Development Director 

1309 Myrtle Avenue 

Enumclaw, Washington  98022  

 

RE:  Proposed amendment to the City of Enumclaw’s Comprehensive Plan 

 

Dear Mr. Pasinetti: 

 

Thank you for sending Growth Management Services the proposed amendments to Enumclaw’s 

comprehensive plan that we received on March 17, 2016, and processed with Material ID No. 

22183.  We appreciate you completing and submitting Commerce’s Update Checklist as it makes 

our review much more efficient.  We are impressed with the overall quality and organization of 

the comprehensive plan.  Please consider the following comments as you proceed with the 

adoption process. 

 

We especially like the following: 

 

 The document includes an informative history of Enumclaw. 

 Tables, graphics and maps are clear and easy to understand. 

 The Capital Facilities Element provides a thorough review of available financial resources 

and establishes clear criteria to help prioritize proposed projects.  The plan includes an 

analysis of facility needs beyond the first six years. 

 The Housing Element provides excellent housing and demographic data. 
 

We have concerns about the following that you should consider before you adopt your plan 

amendments: 

 

 The comprehensive plan describes Enumclaw as a “rural community” where the “rural 
quality of life” is expressed as being very important to its residents.  The Land Use Element 

addresses this view by supporting large lot zoning along the north and west perimeter of the 

city’s urban growth area (Policy 3.1) and zoning standards with lower densities and larger 

setbacks (Policy 3.2). 

 

We encourage the City to carefully consider these policy decisions, in particular how they 

relate to the cost of providing facilities and services.  Lower density development results in 

lower property tax receipts without a corresponding decrease in the cost of providing 

services.  Prior to adopting these policies we suggest conducting a simple fiscal analysis 

comparing various development densities.  Further, we recommend looking beyond the 20-
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year time frame of the comprehensive plan to consider where growth will occur.  Allowing 

rural development on the fringe of the existing urban growth area may create a rural/urban 

“leap-frog” development pattern in the future. 

 

Congratulations to you and your staff for the good work these amendments represent.  If you 

have any questions or concerns about our comments or any other growth management issues, 

please contact me at 509.795.6884.  We extend our continued support to the City of Enumclaw 

in achieving the goals of growth management. 

 

Sincerely, 

 
Scott Kuhta 

Senior Planner 

Growth Management Services 

 

SK:lw 

 

cc: Jeffrey Wilson, AICP, Senior Managing Director, Growth Management Services 

David Andersen, AICP, Eastern Region Manager, Growth Management Services 

Ike Nwankwo, Western Region Manager, Growth Management Services 
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Chris Pasinetti

From: John and Doreen Anderson <enumclaw@eskimo.com>
Sent: Wednesday, May 18, 2016 9:40 AM
To: Chris Pasinetti; _Council Members; Liz Reynolds
Subject: Re: Enumclaw Comprehensive Plan--Gated Community Section

To:   City of Enumclaw Planning Commission members and staff 
  
CC:   City of Enumclaw City Council members, mayor, and staff 
  
From:  John Anderson 
 24912 SE 448th St, Enumclaw 
 enumclaw@eskimo.com 
  
RE:  Enumclaw Comprehensive Plan--Gated Community Section 
  
  
I have read the proposed update for the Enumclaw Comprehensive Plan and want to thank the members of the 
Planning Commission, staff, and others who have put so much thought and effort into this document.  I am 
aware it is a difficult task to integrate the wishes of a community having diverse viewpoints with Washington's 
Growth Management Act. 
  
I am particularly impressed with the plan for transportation, including sections that promote connectivity among 
neighborhoods and the downtown core with a network of trails and sidewalks.  These infrastructure 
developments make the town inviting to residents, visitors, and new homeowners. 
  
The one area of concern I have with the plan is with the gated developments.  Here are the issues I see: 
  
1.  Gated developments appear to thwart the goal of connecting the community.   
  
In fact, they isolate rather than connect.  Insiders have their own neighborhoods, recreational facilities, and 
parks.  Outsiders must route themselves around these enclaves to travel about the city. 
  
2.  Required three-car garages and minimum house and lot sizes obviously target only high-income 
buyers and thwart the goal of a mixed community.   
  
A number of enclosed,  homogeneous complexes are not a mixed community. 
  
3.  Enumclaw is a unique town with a unique history.  One of the city policies that has fostered 
interaction among diverse neighbors is the "No private streets" ordinance.  
  
It was enacted for a purpose.  Obviously, that policy will have to be abandoned if gated developments are 
permitted.   
  
4.  As part of the city's plan for connectivity, it has a grid system for its streets.  A patchwork of gated 
developments will wreak havoc with the grid. 
  
5.  A market-driven approach is the antithesis of a plan.   
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A plan is a method of creating a preferred future, based upon the desires of the townspeople.  The market-driven 
approach takes Enumclaw in directions based on what happens to be selling a particular time, and leaves 
permanent structural changes. 
  
The proposed Comprehensive Plan dealing with gated developments assumes that the kind of new housing the 
City promotes should be market driven.  That high-end buyers (the stated target group of this section) willing to 
live this far from upper-level employment would be seeking a housing tract, gated or not, is a questionable 
assumption.   But even if they would, that is not the point.  We should be creating the kind of town we want, not 
one they want.  We can choose to be an open or closed community, and others who would be happy with our 
plan would be welcome to move here. 
  
  
I am very supportive of the proposed revisions to the Enumclaw Comprehensive Plan but would suggest 
deleting the section on gated communities. 


	5. Comments
	MR.Lazarus
	Recevied March 14 2016
	Receveid 4-13-2016
	Linda_Rude_Received_4_27_16
	KWalter_Muckelshoot
	Julia_Ubbenga
	Commerce
	Whiteboard
	Full page photo
	Full page photo2
	Full page photo3


	John_Anderson_Received_5_18_2016



