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AGENDA 
  ENUMCLAW PLANNING COMMISSION 
 CITY OF ENUMCLAW - COUNCIL CHAMBERS 
 

July 27, 2017 
 

********7:00 p.m.******** 
 

I. CALL TO ORDER 
 

II. APPROVAL OF MINUTES – June 22, 2017 
 

III. COMMENTS FROM THE AUDIENCE 
 

IV.   PUBLIC HEARING 

A.  NONE  

V. NEW BUSINESS 

A. NONE 

VI.   OLD BUSINESS  

A.   SINGLE FAMILY DESIGN STANDARDS 

VII.   COMMUNICATIONS 
 

VIII.  FYI MATERIALS - MINUTES ON CITY’S WEBSITE AND PERMIT STATUS FOR THE MONTH OF JUNE  
 

IX.  STAFF COMMENTS  
 

X. COMMISSION COMMENTS 
 

XI.  COMMENTS FROM THE AUDIENCE 
 

XII.   ADJOURNMENT 
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CALL TO ORDER:  The Planning Commission met in a regular session on June 22, 2017 in 

the Council Chambers. 

 

Chairperson Hancock called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m.  

 

ATTENDANCE: 
Planning Commission Members present: Lee Blechschmidt, David Hancock, Barbara Hull, Lori 

McDonald, and Fred Sears.  Members Absent: Mike Kuffler.  Staff members present were Chris 

Pasinetti, Community Development Director, Dan Catron, Associate Planner, and Cathy 

Burbank, Department Secretary.  

 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES: 

Sears made a motion to approve the minutes of the April 27, 2017 meeting.  McDonald seconded 

the motion, and the motion carried unanimously. 

 

COMMENTS FROM AUDIENCE: 

None 

 

PUBLIC HEARING: 

There was none. 
 

NEW BUSINESS 

None   

 

OLD BUSINESS 
A. SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DESIGN STANDARDS  

Staff gave background on project.  This came from Comprehensive Plan, Policy 7.1 and was 

approved as part of the 2017 Work Plan for the City.  Mentioned that staff found City of Sumner 

and City of Gig Harbor to have design standards, however, mainly used City of Sumner as Gig 

Harbor seemed to not fit Enumclaw.    

 

Commissioners thought there would be more communities to look at than just the two.   

 

Chairperson Hancock question if the Planning Commissioners are ready to look at the 

regulations and go forward with this project.   

 

In terms of moving forward there are several ways the Commissioners can go: 

 Review materials and say they do not want to move forward on this project; 

 Review materials, put together a set of design standards and then decide Enumclaw does 

not need this and not adopt the standards; 

 Review material, make edits and come up with something that is right for the community 

and make a recommendation to City Council to adopt.  

 

Majority wanted more information before going forward.  Wanted to hear pros and cons from 

other communities. 
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Commissioners were hoping to see a matrix showing the different cities and what they have, 

such as design standards? Design review board? Do they regulate paint colors? Regulate garage 

doors? Regulate fence types? Etc to give them an idea about what other cities do. 

 

Pro and cons on how much staff time this will take 

Will there be fees? And will the fees cover staff time 

Pros and cons on whether this will stunt growth. 

What kind of feedback from other cities. 

 

Discussed items such as: 

 Keep the process simple with a scoring system – too much detail is time consuming for 

staff, confusing for builders or residents.  

 Have we identified neighborhood types for Enumclaw and do we want to? 

 Should design standards be required for certain size additions?  And what size should that 

be? 250 SF?  And what level of difficulty does that make for the 20 year home owner 

who want to upgrade or complete an addition on their home? 

 What kind of staff time will design regulation take?  (Staff’s comment: Any regulations 

are going to take staff time, such as our current Planned Unit Development zoning.  

Under the City’s current code that is the only area in town that has design standards.) 

 The concept of setting up the framework and then let people be flexible within the 

framework.    A checklist is a good idea, to help the community as well as staff with the 

process.   

 Has the City of Sumner had any issues with the standards? 

 To what degree of flexibility there should be.   

 Consistency between Single Family and Multifamily. 

 It was mentioned there were words to stay away from yet they are in this draft.   Brought 

up “proportionately fenestrated” and what it means. 

 Are there problems we are trying to fix or are we trying to get in front of the problem?   

 A forum with builders and the public. Staff stated that was their intent before anything is 

adopted.  Commissioners thought more information is needed before forming a valid 

option. 

 When a permit is needed.  An accessory structure larger than 120 needs a permit, an 

addition of any size requires a permit.  The question is do we want to set certain criteria 

for aesthetics.   

 How can the Commissioners get more input.  Staff stated there will be a public hearing 

where staff would publish a notice hoping the local builders and community members 

would see and want to give input.  That would be their opportunity to make suggestions 

and comments which could affect what is sent to City Council.  More interested in the 

affected residents comments versus a builders comment. 

 Whether this city wants specifications that any new development would be required to 

comply with.    

 

Chairperson would like to see a bullet list instead of the text to begin with to help put together 

the detail choices such as upper addition; single family homes; additions in the backyard versus 

the front yard; etc.   Once they have a list of choices then we can dive into the details.  Feels this 

is a large product that is going to take a lot of time. 
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Commissioner’s request: 

1. How many cities have design standards in western Washington? 

2. Bullet list of types of items that could be focused on in any design review ordinance for the 

commission to look at and say what is important.   

3. Examples from other cities to read through and see what the targets are for design standards.  

See what benefits they have seen or what problems they have encountered. 

4. Would like to see 4 or 5 key design requirements from staff – that would be the most common 

sense to the average citizen and not be burdensome. 

 

COMMUNICATIONS: 

Minutes on City’s website 

Permit status for the month of April & May 2017 

 

STAFF COMMENTS: 

None 

 

COMMISSION COMMENTS: 

Chairman Hancock welcomed new Commissioner David Halverson.  Halverson asked about 

status report?  Commissioners use the information to see the development in town. 

Inquired about subdivision on Semanski Street progress.  Just waiting on applications. 

Inquired about 1446 Harding Street.  That is a Code Enforcement issue to clean up property.  

 

COMMENTS FROM THE AUDIENCE: 

No audience 

 

ADJOURNMENT: 
McDonald made a motion to adjourn the meeting at 8:23 p.m.  Sears seconded the motion, and 

the motion carried unanimously. The meeting was adjourned at 8:23 p.m. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

Cathy Burbank,  

Community Department Secretary  
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STAFF REPORT 

 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 

 

TO:  Planning Commission 

 

FROM: Dan Catron, AICP, Associate Planner 

  Chris Pasinetti, AICP, Community Development Director 

 

DATE:  For the July 27, 2017, meeting 

 

SUBJECT: Single Family Residential Design Standards  

 
 

Recommendation: 

 

Staff recommends this meeting be treated as a study session for the Commission to discuss the merits of a 

design review program. Review materials presented and give staff feedback.  

 

Background: 

 

On June 22, 2017, the Planning Commission was provided information regarding the formulation and 

adoption of design regulations that would be applicable to single family residential development. The 

Planning Commission requested additional information regarding what other jurisdictions have done with 

regard to design review. The Commission asked for a matrix to show what other cities do- what types of 

projects do the design regulations apply to, what specific topics are addressed, and what level/form of 

review is required. 

 

Staff has reviewed city codes from jurisdictions in King, Pierce, Kitsap, and Snohomish Counties, and 

encountered a wide range of approaches to residential design review. The results of this survey are 

attached as Exhibit A. Staff looked at whether the jurisdiction had design regulations for single family 

residential development, and whether the jurisdiction had a design review board. Code sections regarding 

single family residential design standards have been compiled for the commission's reference. At the last 

meeting the commission requested “Examples from other cities to read through and see what targets are 

for design standards.” Exhibit B is a summary of the jurisdictions that have residential design review. 

Exhibit C includes written design guidelines for many cities in Western Washington for the commission 

to review. 

 

Review: 

 

The Enumclaw City Council has directed that the Planning Commission (as part of the yearly work plan) 

to review and draft recommendations for the implementation of Single Family Residential Design 

Standards. The Enumclaw Comprehensive Plan (as recommended by the Planning Commission and 
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adopted by the City Council) also includes policies directing for the creation and adoption of SFR design 

standards. The City currently imposes design standards on new subdivisions through the Planned Unit 

Development (PUD) process (specific to properties located in the PUD zone), however these standards do 

not apply to new residences constructed on lots that are not part of a PUD. The City of Enumclaw 

Municipal Code already includes design standards for commercial, industrial (minimal), and multi-family 

residential development.   

 

Comprehensive Plan policy 7.1 states: 

 

7.1 Create and adopt design standards for new single family development 

that will ensure that new development fits into the character of existing 

neighborhoods in terms of scale, density and design. 
 

PROS or Benefits: 

The benefits of such a program include the potential for improved building designs and more consistent 

architectural character within neighborhoods over time.  Homes that are constructed with elevated design 

standards will likely have higher values and will sell for more; which will generate more Real Estate 

Excise Taxes (REET) which funds projects within the city’s capital facilities plan (government buildings, 

parks, etc). Variation in housing design can be considered a benefit in neighborhoods and having a 

minimum set of design guidelines can be seen as preserving the neighborhood character. Homes that are 

required a higher standard are often built to a higher quality as well; however this is not always the case. 

 

CONS or negative aspects: 

A design review program inevitably increases project cost, and additional demands on applicants to read 

and apply design guidelines to their projects. Additional staff effort will be required including 

documenting design review compliance, communicating with applicants regarding design review 

requirements, and potentially presenting projects to the design review board when/if necessary. 

Additional design requirements that increase costs can make affordable housing goals and targets more 

difficult to meet. Design standards will also increase permit review time. Having additional design 

guidelines that increase cost will make housing affordability more difficult due to the increase cost in 

home design. 

 

Staff believes that the most efficient programs incorporate design review into a comprehensive 

"Development Review" process, which includes review for compliance with basic development standards 

as well as any applicable design review guidelines, and carried out at the administrative (staff) level 

during permit review. Review is accomplished through a simple consolidated administrative process to 

verify compliance with straightforward development standards as well as applicable design guidelines. 

This form of design review has the advantage of being folded into review that is already taking place 

which will hopefully not slow the permit process down dramatically. 

 

Staff suggests the Planning Commission establish a residential design review ordinance in Enumclaw that 

includes the following elements (at the last meeting the commission requested “Bullet list of types of 

items that could be focused on in any design review ordinance for the commission to review): 

 

 Be applicable to a specific set of project applications that have the potential to impact the 

aesthetic quality of the surrounding residential neighborhood; 

 Suggest design solutions that are readily achievable and do not add substantially to the cost of a 

project; 

 Provide specific policies and principles that require minimal interpretation; and do not get into a 

level of detail that will be difficult and time-consuming for staff to enforce or for the applicant to 
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understand. Chasing inconsequential details is a drain on staff resources and erodes the credibility 

of the program, puts the city at risk for legal challenge, and can be frustrating for applicants. 

 

At the last meeting the commission requested “4 or 5 key design requirements from staff that would be 

the most common sense to the average citizen and not be burdensome”. Specific items that can be 

reviewed as part of a Design Review Ordinance include: 

 

 Porch or stoop requirements 

 Roof pitch requirements 

 Fence requirements 

 Requiring Design Standards for new homes only 

 Roof material requirements (wood shake vs. Comp or tile) 

 Minimum front window coverage 

 Setback projections 

 

City of Gig Harbor: 

 

The City of Gig Harbor has required design guidelines for SFR homes since 1996. In a very short 

discussion with their Director she recapped a couple items that they were struggling with. 

 

1. De-emphasizing garages. Many builders are now constructing homes that already meet this 

requirement and in the end what they end up getting is more windows on the front façade. 

 

2. Looming Wall Plan Provision. This standard does not allow tall single-plane blank facades to visible 

from the right-of-way (corner lots). Builders tend to design nice facades on only the front of the house, 

they constantly complain about this requirement. I actually like this provision and it usually yields a nicer 

landscaping against the wall, or a more articulated façade. 

 

Exhibits: 

 

A. Number of Jurisdictions in the Puget Sound surveyed for SFR Design Standards 

B.  Summary of the jurisdictions Design Review programs 

C.  Specific Design Review Guidelines for cities in Western Washington 

 

 



Comparison of Residential Design Review Programs

SF Res Design 

Guidelines?

Design Review 

Board?

2nd Story/ 

Additions Compatibility Landscaping Garages

Setback 

Averaging

Walls and 

Fences

Ext. 

Lighting Front Porch

Trim/ 

Fenestration

Roof 

Design

Building 

materials

Process and 

Appeal

Enumclaw Zoning

Draft Design Regs.

Suntop PUD

CITY

Auburn Y (for infill) N X X X X

Beaux Arts Village N N

Bellevue N N

Black Diamond N N

Bothell N N

Burien N N

Carnation N N

Clyde Hill N N

Covington N N

Des Moines Y N X X X X

Duvall Y N X X X X X X X

Enumclaw N Y

Federal Way N N

Hunts Point N N

Issaquah N N

Kenmore N N

Kent N N

Kirkland N Y

Lake Forest Park N N

Maple Valley N N

Medina N N

Mercer Island Y Y X X X X X X X X

Milton N

Newcastle N N

Normandy Park N N

North Bend Y N X X X X X X X X

Pacific N N

Redmond N Y

Renton N N

Sammamish N N

SeaTac

N (Y for "small 

lot") N

Seattle N Y

Shoreline Y N X X X X

Skykomish Y Y X X X X X X X X

Snoqualmie N N

Tukwila N N

Woodinville N N

Exhibit A



Comparison of Residential Design Review Programs

SF Res Design 

Guidelines?

Design Review 

Board?

2nd Story/ 

Additions Compatibility Landscaping Garages

Setback 

Averaging

Walls and 

Fences

Ext. 

Lighting Front Porch

Trim/ 

Fenestration

Roof 

Design

Building 

materials

Process and 

Appeal

Yarrow Point N N

Bainbridge Island N Y

Bremerton N Y

Port Orchard N Y

Poulsbo N N

Bonney Lake N Y

Buckley N N

Carbonado N

DuPont N N

Eatonville Y N X X X X X X

Edgewood Y N X

Fife N N

Fircrest Y N X X X X X X X X X X X

Gig Harbor Y Y X X X X X

Lakewood N N

Orting N N

Puyallup N Y

Roy Y (Small Lot) N X X X X X X X X X X X

Ruston N N

South Prairie N

Steilacoom N

Sumner Y Y X X X X X X X X

Tacoma N Y (Historic)

University Place Y (Small Lot) N X X X X X X X X X X X

Wilkeson N N

Arlington N N

Brier N N

Darrington N Y (multifamily/Com)

Edmonds N Y

Everett N N

Gold Bar N N

Granite Falls N N

Index N N

Lake Stevens Y Y

Lynnwood N N

Marysville N N

Mill Creek N Y

Monroe N N



Comparison of Residential Design Review Programs

SF Res Design 

Guidelines?

Design Review 

Board?

2nd Story/ 

Additions Compatibility Landscaping Garages

Setback 

Averaging

Walls and 

Fences

Ext. 

Lighting Front Porch

Trim/ 

Fenestration

Roof 

Design

Building 

materials

Process and 

Appeal

Mountlake Terrace Y N X X

Mukilteo N N

Snohomish Y Y X X X X X

Stanwood Y (for new homes) N X X

Sultan N N

Woodway N N



King County 

Auburn. The City of Auburn has "infill" residential design standards. Design standards regarding 

building orientation, access, second-story setbacks, architectural elements, and building massing 

are applicable where a permit applicant wishes to take advantage of the special infill 

development standards. 

Des Moines.  The City of Des Moines has design review criteria built into the project review 

process. Criteria for consideration include (1) Relationship to Building Site, (2) Relationship of 

Building and Site to Adjoining Area, (3) Landscape and Site Treatment, and (4) Building 

Design. There are also special guidelines applicable to specific "design districts". 

Duvall. The City of Duvall has a city-wide design review program, with special criteria 

applicable in the Old Town historic district and other specific design districts. Design regulations 

applicable to single family residential development include parameters for building on slopes, 

garage placement and orientation, utility placement, and general building design elements 

including streetscape appearance, massing and composition, porch height, building modulation, 

entries and porches, decks, roof pitch and overhangs, doors, primary windows, chimneys, corner 

boards, trash and recycling collection areas, mailboxes, and building colors/materials. 

Mercer Island.  Mercer Island has a robust residential design review program implemented 

through a design review board. Review elements include site features and context, building 

design and visual interest, landscape design and outdoor spaces, screening of service areas and 

mechanical equipment, and exterior lighting. 

North Bend.  The City of North Bend has design standards applicable to all new residential 

development. Sections of the single-family residential design standards include: Architectural 

style and related matters, materials and color, building mass and scale and building orientation. 

Shoreline. The City of Shoreline has a Design Review subchapter applicable to single-family 

residential projects that intends to: Ensure that new infill development is compatible with the 

character of the surrounding neighborhood; Establish front yard setbacks that allows for a 

landscaped front yard; and, reduce the visual impact of garages from the street view.  Sections 

include provisions for adjustment of setbacks, standards for detached accessory buildings; 

standards for fences and walls; and standards for exterior lighting fixtures. 

Skycomish. The City of Skycomish has design guidelines that focus on landmark properties and 

the city's historic commercial district. Residential design guidelines are provided, however 

compliance with the findings of the design review board is voluntary for residential properties 

outside of the historic district. The design review regulations include a significant amount of 

information regarding the history of the town and the development of the landscape/streetscape 

over time. The Design Guidelines include (among other sections) General Design Guidelines, 

Guidelines for Residential Development, and Guidelines for Other Site Work. 

Exhibit B



Pierce County 

 

Eatonville. The Eatonville Municipal Code contains design standards for detached single-family 

uses and duplexes. The standards address garage placement and design, vehicular access and 

driveways, and building design including covered entries, windows and transparency, 

architectural details, architectural variety, exterior materials, roof design, and accessory 

buildings. 

 

Edgewood.  The City of Edgewood does not have design guidelines generally applicable to 

single-family dwellings, but do have design guidelines applicable to small lot and attached 

single-family "townhouse" style developments. 

 

Fircrest.  The City of Fircrest does not have design guidelines generally applicable to single-

family dwellings, but do have design guidelines applicable to small lot and attached single-

family "townhouse" style developments. The guidelines are contained in a separate document 

that is essentially identical to the Design Standards adopted by the City of University Place. 

These standards address 1) Site Planning and Design, including building siting and orientation, 

grading and stormwater management, garage placement and design, outdoor spaces, accessory 

structures; and, 2) Building Design including mass, scale, form and style, facades and entries, 

roofs, building materials and colors; and, 3) Exterior Lighting. A checklist for small-lot projects 

is included. 

 

Gig Harbor. The City of Gig Harbor has residential guidelines of general applicability, as well as 

guidelines applicable only in the city's historic district. The general residential guidelines include 

directives to de-emphasize garages, emphasize front entries, reducing visual massing of wall 

planes, outdoor lighting, and fencing.  

 

Roy. The City of Roy has design guidelines applicable to small lot development similar to the 

cities of Fircrest and University Place. 

 

Sumner. The City of Sumner has a chapter in its Design and Development Guidelines applicable 

to Single-Family and Duplex development, where default development standards are relaxed for 

projects that agree to implement the special design guidelines. The Guidelines address detached 

single-family dwellings, accessory dwelling units, subdivision design, and building design.  

 

University Place. The City of University Place does not have design guidelines generally 

applicable to single-family dwellings, but do have design guidelines applicable to small-lot 

developments. The guidelines are essentially identical to the Design Standards adopted by the 

cities of Fircrest and Roy. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Snohomish County 

 

Montlake Terrace. The City of Montlake Terrace has a limited set of residential design 

guidelines addressing roof pitch, eave projections, foundation treatment, and windows. 

 

Snohomish. The City of Snohomish has a code section titled "Design Standards Outside Historic 

District", which includes standards applicable to small lot developments. These standards 

address front yards/entrances, individual outdoor spaces, house size in relation to lot size 

(FARs), roof pitch, windows, articulation of walls, and location of garages.  

 

Stanwood. The City of Stanwood has design standards applicable is specific residential zoning 

districts.  The standards address architectural style, building corners, building materials on 

facades, projections and mechanical details, garbage and recycling collection areas, and fences. 

 

 

Other 

 

Kennewick. The City of Kennewick has a set of design standards (dated March 2004) that are 

applicable to all new single family residential developments (at the subdivision level). The 

Standards have separate sub-chapters addressing: fences, open spaces, subdivision signage, 

residential street lights, arterial street landscaping, residential street landscaping, RV storage, 

architectural features, setbacks, shared street frontages, alleys, and pedestrian walkways. The 

architectural features section address building projections, porches and garage placement, and 

decks.  

 



Exhibit C





















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































        Status Report 

      June 2017 
 ID # SUB TYPE CONTACT ADDRESS APPLIED ISSUED EXPIRES FINALED  

 ACTIVE 

 COD2017-0034 TALL GRASS/VEGETATION BEEK GARRETT VAN 244TH AND 448TH 06/09/2017  

 COD2017-0036 PROPERTY MAINTENANCE KAREN E STONE 1214 HARDING ST, ENUMCLAW 06/19/2017  

 COD2017-0038 RV PARKING SUSANNE T AAGERUP 1457 FLORENCE ST, ENUMCLAW 06/22/2017 06/22/2017  

 COD2017-0040 NUISANCE MELODY L HILDEBRAND 1443 FLORENCE ST, ENUMCLAW 06/22/2017 06/22/2017  

 COD2017-0041 NUISANCE MATTHEW+RISA LYON 1156 FLORENCE ST, ENUMCLAW 06/22/2017 06/22/2017  

 COD2017-0050 SIGNS FUGATE FORD - PROPERTIES LLC  526 ROOSEVELT AVE, ENUMCLAW 06/28/2017  

 Total: 6  

 APPLIED 

 BLD2017-0151 RESI-BUIL-ADDI CHAD+JULIE JORDISON 42730 257TH PL SE, ENUMCLAW 06/05/2017 12/02/2017  

 BLD2017-0172 RESI-BUIL-ADDI TRINITY CONSTRUCTION SERVS L 2343 INITIAL AVE, ENUMCLAW 06/16/2017 12/13/2017  

 BLD2017-0181 COMM-BUIL-ADDI INDEPENDENT ELECTRICAL CONT 2715 GRIFFIN AVE, ENUMCLAW 06/23/2017 12/20/2017  

 BLD2017-0185 RESI-MOBI-NEW MOUNTAIN VILLA ESTATES - THER 1210 MAPLE DR, ENUMCLAW 06/30/2017 12/27/2017  

 BLD2017-0186 COMM-BUIL-ADDI B & T DESIGN AND ENGINEER INC  1920 GARRETT ST, ENUMCLAW 06/30/2017 12/27/2017  

 LDA2017-0006 COMMERCIAL GRADING CARL SANDERS 801 SEMANSKI ST, ENUMCLAW 06/07/2017  

 LUA2017-0015 DRB MODIFICATIONS INDEPENDENT ELECTRICAL CONT 2715 GRIFFIN AVE, ENUMCLAW 06/05/2017 06/15/2017  

 LUA2017-0016 MOBILE HOME / RV PARK old site plan permit 13075 - DOUGLA 1920079079; 19*20079051; 30200790 06/08/2017  

 LUA2017-0017 FINAL PLAT CARL J SANDERS MEADOWS PARK PHASE II 06/09/2017  

 LUA2017-0018 TREE PERMIT KIBLER AVE CHURCH OF CHRIST -  2627 KIBLER AVE, ENUMCLAW 06/20/2017 06/22/2017  

 PRE2017-0010 COMMERCIAL PRE APPLICATION JK MONARCH - JOHN EVERETT SEMANSKI 06/19/2017  

 PWD2017-0023 RIGHT-OF-WAY CONSTRUCTION PCOMCAST - MICHAEL LEMBO ENUMCLAW TRANSFER STATION 06/02/2017 11/29/2017  

 PWD2017-0024 RIGHT-OF-WAY CONSTRUCTION PJUNG CHUL+MI JA CHOE CHOE 1551 PORTER ST, ENUMCLAW 06/08/2017 12/05/2017  

 PWD2017-0025 RIGHT-OF-WAY CONSTRUCTION PPSE - CARLI BUNKELMAN MEADOW PARK AVE AND VOSS ST 06/22/2017 12/19/2017  

 PWD2017-0026 RIGHT-OF-WAY CONSTRUCTION PCITY OF ENUMCLAW 3320 KIBLER AVE, ENUMCLAW 06/29/2017 12/26/2017  

 PWD2017-0027 RIGHT-OF-WAY CONSTRUCTION PHENRY LAINS 2063 ROOSEVELT AVE, ENUMCLAW 06/29/2017 12/26/2017  

 Page 1 of 4 

FYI



 ID # SUB TYPE CONTACT ADDRESS APPLIED ISSUED EXPIRES FINALED  

 APPLIED - continued 

 SGN2017-0010 COMMERCIAL SIGN DAVID PAUL+TERAH R LA LONEY 2238 CINKOVICH ST, ENUMCLAW 06/06/2017 12/03/2017  

 SGN2017-0011 COMMERCIAL SIGN PREFERRED CAPITAL MANAGEME 1499 FARMAN ST N, ENUMCLAW 06/06/2017 12/03/2017  

 Total: 18  

 CLOSED 

 COD2017-0031 TALL GRASS/VEGETATION FRANK + KUEI FANG TSAI JOHNSON CT 06/05/2017 07/10/2017 07/13/2017  

 COD2017-0032 PROPERTY MAINTENANCE AARON TRAVIS BEAIRD 1634 PORTER ST, ENUMCLAW 06/06/2017 07/11/2017  

 COD2017-0033 TALL GRASS/VEGETATION GARY DALE MPPPT (MONE JONES 44807 244TH AVE SE, ENUMCLAW 06/09/2017 06/27/2017  

 COD2017-0035 TALL GRASS/VEGETATION MOOSE LODGE ENUMCLAW 24506 SE 448TH ST, ENUMCLAW 06/09/2017 07/06/2017  

 COD2017-0037 OTHER KEN+SUSAN HEHR 1751 GARFIELD ST, ENUMCLAW 06/20/2017 10/31/2017 06/20/2017  

 COD2017-0039 RV PARKING DEAN R HODGINS 1415 FLORENCE ST, ENUMCLAW 06/22/2017 06/22/2017  

 COD2017-0042 NUISANCE GREGORY A+TAMMI L JOHNSON 1140 FLORENCE ST, ENUMCLAW 06/22/2017 07/03/2017  

 COD2017-0045 TALL GRASS/VEGETATION DONNA J CROSS MCHUGH AVE 06/26/2017 06/27/2017  

 COD2017-0046 SIGNS K STORES INC CIRCLE 2415 GRIFFIN AVE, ENUMCLAW 06/27/2017 07/18/2017  

 COD2017-0047 SIGNS VAPE SHOP - CHIN TRUST HONG 819 GRIFFIN AVE, ENUMCLAW 06/28/2017 07/17/2017  

 COD2017-0048 SIGNS THE CLAW CROSSFIT - WAYNE E S1642 3RD ST, ENUMCLAW 06/28/2017 07/17/2017  

 COD2017-0049 SIGNS VERIZON - LLC JOSHIN 1539 BLAKE ST, ENUMCLAW 06/28/2017 07/13/2017  

 COD2017-0051 SIGNS WORK SPORTS - SLAWSON LLC A 840 ROOSEVELT AVE, ENUMCLAW 06/28/2017 07/11/2017  

 COD2017-0052 TALL GRASS/VEGETATION STEPHEN V CHISAM 642 HARMONY LN, ENUMCLAW 06/29/2017 07/11/2017  

 COD2017-0053 NUISANCE JOHN S & SHEREE J SCHMIDT 26824 SE 432ND ST, ENUMCLAW 06/29/2017 11/11/2014 07/11/2017  

 COD2017-0054 NUISANCE LINDA K DEJONG 1556 HARDING ST, ENUMCLAW 06/30/2017 07/17/2017  

 COD2017-0055 PROPERTY MAINTENANCE CHIN TRUST HONG 805 GRIFFIN AVE, ENUMCLAW 06/30/2017 07/17/2017  

 PRE2017-0009 COMMERCIAL PRE APPLICATION LEONY'S CELLARS - SANDI OR SAL1107 GRIFFIN AVE, ENUMCLAW 06/15/2017 06/29/2017  

 Total: 18  

 FINAL 

 BLD2017-0145 COMM-RE-R-REPA CHINOOK ROOFING - KAELEE PICK1752 WELLS ST, ENUMCLAW 06/01/2017 06/01/2017 12/17/2017 06/20/2017  

 BLD2017-0147 COMM-PLUM-REPA LLOYD'S HEATING 1708 PORTER ST, ENUMCLAW 06/01/2017 06/20/2017 01/08/2018 07/12/2017  

 BLD2017-0152 RESI-MECH-REPA BRENNAN HEATING 445 MICHAEL AVE, ENUMCLAW 06/06/2017 06/07/2017 12/12/2017 06/15/2017  

 BLD2017-0155 RESI-MECH-REPA AUBURN SHEET METAL DBA TREA 740 HARMONY LN, ENUMCLAW 06/06/2017 06/06/2017 12/20/2017 06/23/2017  
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 BLD2017-0161 RESI-PLUM-NEW CARL SANDERS 45026 244TH AVE SE, ENUMCLAW 06/09/2017 06/09/2017 12/30/2017 07/03/2017  

 BLD2017-0179 RESI-MECH-REPA AUBURN SHEETMETAL INC - DAVE  2921 EDITH AVE, ENUMCLAW 06/22/2017 06/22/2017 01/07/2018 07/11/2017  

 Total: 6  

 ISSUED 

 BLD2017-0146 RESI-BUIL-ADDI KYLE AND TAYLOR CONWELL 472 PETERSEN DR E, ENUMCLAW 06/01/2017 07/10/2017 01/09/2018  

 BLD2017-0149 RESI-MECH-REPA AUBURN SHEETMETAL INC - DAVE  907 BATHKE AVE, ENUMCLAW 06/05/2017 06/05/2017 12/02/2017  

 BLD2017-0150 RESI-MECH-REPA ABLE AIR 3417 WYNALDA DR, ENUMCLAW 06/05/2017 06/06/2017 12/03/2017  

 BLD2017-0153 COMM-MECH-REPA NORTHWEST PERMIT INC 110 ROOSEVELT AVE E, ENUMCLA 06/06/2017 06/06/2017 12/03/2017  

 BLD2017-0154 RESI-MECH-REPA AUBURN SHEET METAL DBA TREA 202 ALMADON ST, ENUMCLAW 06/06/2017 06/06/2017 12/03/2017  

 BLD2017-0156 COMM-MECH-REPA PUYALUP HEATING & A/C - HENSO 428 ROOSEVELT AVE, ENUMCLAW 06/06/2017 06/06/2017 12/03/2017  

 BLD2017-0157 RESI-MECH-REPA AUBURN SHEET METAL DBA TREA 3048 CARBON RIDGE ST, ENUMCLA 06/06/2017 06/06/2017 12/03/2017  

 BLD2017-0158 RESI-MECH-REPA AUBURN SHEETMETAL INC - DAVE  3482 PHILLIPS AVE, ENUMCLAW 06/07/2017 06/07/2017 12/04/2017  

 BLD2017-0159 RESI-RE-R-REPA THOMAS P SR+PATRIC THOMPSO 1242 MCHUGH AVE, ENUMCLAW 06/08/2017 06/09/2017 12/06/2017  

 BLD2017-0160 COMM-BUIL-ALTE CITY OF ENUMCLAW - BRANDEN H 1309 MYRTLE AVE, ENUMCLAW 06/08/2017 06/09/2017 12/10/2017  

 BLD2017-0162 RESI-MECH-REPA AUBURN SHEETMETAL INC - DAVE  903 BATHKE AVE, ENUMCLAW 06/09/2017 06/12/2017 12/09/2017  

 BLD2017-0164 RESI-RE-R-REPA BRUCE'S ROOFING LLC - BRUCE S 1826 PARK ST, ENUMCLAW 06/12/2017 06/12/2017 12/09/2017  

 BLD2017-0165 RESI-MECH-REPA ABLE AIR LLC - RUSSELL TRUSSEL1018 GARFIELD ST, ENUMCLAW 06/13/2017 06/13/2017 12/12/2017  

 BLD2017-0166 RESI-RE-R-REPA GEORGE ROACH 525 MYRTINE ST, ENUMCLAW 06/13/2017 06/14/2017 12/11/2017  

 BLD2017-0167 RESI-MECH-REPA ADVANCED FILTER & MECH INC - R1709 MARION ST, ENUMCLAW 06/13/2017 06/15/2017 12/12/2017  

 BLD2017-0168 RESI-DEMO-ALTE CARL SANDERS 657 SEMANSKI ST, ENUMCLAW 06/13/2017 06/16/2017 12/13/2017  

 BLD2017-0169 RESI-MECH-REPA ADVANCED FILTER & MECH INC - R1941 DIVISION ST, ENUMCLAW 06/14/2017 06/15/2017 12/12/2017  

 BLD2017-0170 RESI-BUIL-NEW SUN TOP HOMES LLC 3386 MEADOW PARK AVE, ENUMCL 06/14/2017 07/11/2017 01/14/2018  

 BLD2017-0173 RESI-RE-R-REPA BRUCE'S ROOFING 2048 PARK ST, ENUMCLAW 06/19/2017 06/19/2017 12/16/2017  

 BLD2017-0174 RESI-PLUM-REPA FAST WATER HEATER - JEFFERY J 2037 ROOSEVELT AVE E, ENUMCLA 06/19/2017 06/19/2017 12/16/2017  

 BLD2017-0175 RESI-MECH-REPA BRENNAN HEATING & A/C LLC - DA445 VICTOR ST, ENUMCLAW 06/20/2017 06/21/2017 12/18/2017  

 BLD2017-0176 RESI-DEMO-ALTE JOHN+MARLENE KOOPMAN 211 BLAKE ST, ENUMCLAW 06/21/2017 07/11/2017 01/07/2018  

 BLD2017-0177 RESI-RE-R-REPA BRYAN DUNNING CONSTRUCTION  3015 CHELSEA LN, ENUMCLAW 06/21/2017 06/21/2017 12/18/2017  

 BLD2017-0178 RESI-MECH-REPA AUBURN SHEETMETAL INC - DAVE  2227 GRIFFIN AVE, ENUMCLAW 06/22/2017 06/22/2017 12/19/2017  
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 BLD2017-0180 RESI-MECH-REPA AUBURN SHEETMETAL INC - DAVE  1806 PORTER ST, ENUMCLAW 06/22/2017 06/23/2017 12/20/2017  

 BLD2017-0182 RESI-BUIL-ALTE T M POHLMAN CONST INC 1936 LAFROMBOISE ST, ENUMCLA 06/26/2017 07/18/2017 01/14/2018  

 BLD2017-0183 COMM-BUIL-REPA EVERGREEN REFRIGERATION LLC  1804 GARRETT ST, ENUMCLAW 06/26/2017 07/14/2017 01/14/2018  

 BLD2017-0184 RESI-MECH-REPA AUBURN SHEETMETAL INC - DAVE  2019 EDITH AVE, ENUMCLAW 06/30/2017 06/30/2017 12/27/2017  

 SGN2017-0013 COMMERCIAL SIGN INDEPENDENT ELECTRICAL CONT  2715 GRIFFIN AVE, ENUMCLAW 06/23/2017 06/26/2017 12/23/2017  

 Total: 29  

 READY TO ISSUE 

 BLD2017-0148 RESI-BUIL-ADDI CHRIS R+KIMBERLY K SYLVAIN 519 FARRELLY ST, ENUMCLAW 06/02/2017 11/29/2017  

 BLD2017-0163 RESI-BUIL-ALTE DAVID BOZLEE 217 CHINOOK AVE, ENUMCLAW 06/09/2017 12/06/2017  

 BLD2017-0171 RESI-BUIL-ADDI JEFF REICH 1148 HARDING ST, ENUMCLAW 06/14/2017 12/11/2017  

 PWD2017-0028 SIDE SEWER KEENAN C DAMERY 1910 HARDING ST, ENUMCLAW 06/30/2017 12/27/2017  

 SGN2017-0012 COMMERCIAL SIGN GAMBLIN HOLDINGS LLC 1047 ROOSEVELT AVE E, ENUMCLA 06/08/2017 12/05/2017  

 Total: 5  

 VOID 

 COD2017-0043 PROPERTY MAINTENANCE MARY LEWIS 1980 MCKINLEY ST, ENUMCLAW 06/23/2017  

 COD2017-0044 TALL GRASS/VEGETATION NATHAN DARREL STALEV 2462 MCHUGH AVE, ENUMCLAW 06/26/2017  

 Total: 2  

Grand Total: 84   
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