











and general welfare of the residents of this development, the rest of the community, and the Fire
and Police personnel we count on to keep us safe and secure.

3. It is in the best interests of the residents of Bellingham:

SNA Response:

This is not in the best interest of the residents of Bellingham for many of the reasons previously
noted and is contrary to the principles and goals in the Samish Neighborhood Plan. Approving
this rezone request in any manner would reflect poorly on our neighborhood and the community
as a whole.

4. The subject property is suitable for development in general conformance with zoning
standards under the proposed zoning district;

SNA Response:

Contrary to this statement, the property is not amenable to development as evidenced by the
difficulty experienced by the previous owners in getting the preliminary plat approved years ago.
The steep topography, numerous streams and springs, wetlands and other infrastructure
limitations on the property were the reasons for this difficulty. Rezoning this area to
accommodate up to four times the original platted density will only serve to create “islands” of
multi-family residences within the area interconnected with a network of narrow roads. This is
not a suitable area for this kind of development considering that other areas along San Juan
Boulevard and Governor Road are more appropriate, providing the infrastructure and services to
support multi-family residential development. We recognize our community’s need for flexible
and diverse housing forms, and suggest there are more appropriate areas in the Samish area for
multi-family development.

5. Adequate public facilities and services are, or would be, available to serve the
development allowed by the proposed zone;

SNA Response:

Public facilities and services are currently available only at the perimeter of the development
site. During construction and many years after completion these services will be inadequate to
meet the needs of the residents. In addition to the fire and safety issues already discussed, there
will also be significant traffic impacts and safety issues.

According to the developer’s Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA):

“The northbound I-5 interchange ramp intersection at Old Fairhaven Parkway (SR 11) will
require major intersection improvements to obtain acceptable WSDOT level of service
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standards. The State has recommended these improvements for the northbound ramp
intersection in its Fairhaven to Slater Interstate 5 Master Plan, (November 2008).

The developer has committed to funding 100% of the cost of installation of a traffic light here.
This should be clearly incorporated into the formal rezone request.

All traffic leaving the development will approach the 34™ Street/Connelly intersection from the
south. According to the TIA, at full build-out there will be an average of 4,332 trips per day
from the development, which during PM peak hour will degrade the Level of Service at this
intersection to E or F. This gives rise to safety problems as drivers get impatient to make their
turns onto Connelly. The city has declined to mitigate this intersection due to the status of
Connelly as an arterial. The safety problems will remain.

There are also concerns about the traffic impact on 34™ Street and 36" Street heading north from
their Connelly intersections. The TIA estimates 5% of the 4,332 trips per day, or about 215 trips,
will travel on each of these two residential streets. Neither street was constructed in a way that
will adequately accommodate this extra traffic load. This will make driving, walking, and biking
on both streets more hazardous. The Samish Neighborhood Plan (p 12) already identifies 36"
Street as an area of concern.

The proposed development will also exacerbate the already dangerous conditions at the I-5
northbound Samish Way off-ramp. The TIA predicts that this will fail by 2023; the increased
traffic will only hasten this failure.

6. It will not be materially detrimental to uses or property in the immediate vicinity of the
subject property; and

SNA Response:

The development will be “materially detrimental” to all the property in the immediate vicinity
due to the strain it will place on the existing traffic infrastructure and corresponding residential
traffic.

7. It is appropriate because either:

a. Conditions in the immediate vicinity have changed sufficiently since the property was
classified under the current zoning that a rezone is in the public interest; or

b. The rezone will correct a zone classification or zone boundary that was inappropriate when
established; or

¢. The rezone will implement the policies of the Comprehensive Plan.
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SNA Response:

Conditions in the area have changed, but it has been for the worse since the property’s previous
zoning and preliminary plat were approved. Mitigation has been attempted such as installing
sidewalks on Old Fairhaven Parkway and speed humps on 34™ and 36" streets. Traffic in the
immediate vicinity, however, has increased 50% in some areas since the last traffic study was
completed in 2006. A multi-family residential development with no means for buses to access
and egress the area will only compound the traffic problems in the area.

Conclusion:

In summary, this rezone request will allow much higher densities in an area that does not have
the public facilities, fire and police services or infrastructure to support these densities and is
located in an area that was not identified in the Samish Neighborhood Plan as appropriate for this
zoning. Moreover, this rezone request does not correct an inappropriate zone classification or
zone boundary. We therefore strongly recommend that this rezone request be denied.

Submitted on behalf of the SNA Board of Directors and residents in the Samish neighborhood
area.

Joseph Carpenter, President
Samish Neighborhood Association
joseph_carpenter@ml.com

6e; Jeff Thomas, Director, Bellingham Planning and Community Development Department
Kathy Bell, Planner II, Bellingham Planning and Community Development Department
City Council, city of Bellingham
George Huston, Padden Trails, LLC
Samish Neighborhood Association Board of Directors
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f | Re: Padden Trails Rezone joseph_carpenter@ml.com |
- ' Michael Lilliquist to: joseph_carpenter 08/08/2011 01:14 PM
' Cc: Kathy M Bell

Joseph,

Thank you for the letter from the Samish Neighborhood Assoc. regarding the Padden Trails rezone
request. | have taken the liberty of passing it along to my fellow City Council members as well. | read
your comments, and | will certainly keep them in mind when this comes forward to the City Council.

| think the Assoc. has put its finger on some of the most important issues, particularly the question of
traffic impacts and the question of whether the proposal meets our community’s goals for "in fill." My
understanding and hope is that these issues will receive full discussion by staff and the Planning
Commission before the matter is forwarded to the Council.

Also, | heard that the scheduled hearing before the Planning Commission may have been re-scheduled
once again. You may want to look into that. | myself have asked for clarification on the date.

Yours,

Michael Lilliquist
Bellingham City Council, Ward 6

Joseph D. Carpenter Hello Councilman Lilliquist, Please accept the... 08/08/2011 07:22:00 AM
From: Joseph D. Carpenter
To: mlilliquist@cob.org
Date: 08/08/2011 07:22 AM
Subject: Padden Trails Rezone joseph_carpenter@ml.com
Sent by: Anonymous

Hello Councilman Lilliquist,
Please accept the enclosed letter from the Samish Neighborhood Association regarding Padden Trails.

Thank you.



public comment on Padden Trails requested rezone

% gj Abe Jacobson to: Kathy Bell, jthomas, ccomeau 09/20/2011 01:56 PM
P Cc: Abe Jacobson
Please respond to abejacobson1948
HIStOl’)}I T TFIIé rﬁgés-a;ge has been'f—o‘r—vuvwardeci [

2011 September 20

I live at 2314 Samish Way, Bellingham 98229, and am commenting on the
request for a rezone of the Padden Trails development land.

I oppose this rezone for reasons that are exclusively based on
transportation infrastructure, or lack thereof:

(1) A bedrock principle of the City's comp plan is that urban
develcpment must be transportation-friendly, located along bus routes.
The Padden Trails high-density proposal earns a "FAIL"™ grade on this
criterion. No bus route = Lots of mandated car trips. This is
diametrically opposed to the City's comp plan.

(2) The Padden Trails folks will see 34th and 36th northbound as
shortcuts to the N and NE directions. This will lead to horrible traffic
snafu's at the intersections respectively of Taylor with Samish Way and
of 36th and Samish Way. Each of these intersections seems to have been
cleverly designed to provide a full-employment program for EMTs and
auto-body shops.

(3) The "arterial" from Fairhaven/Happy Valley/I5 to Samish Way is a
sick joke. This is the "staircase, starting (at its lower end) as
Connely Ave, and finishing (at its upper end) as Broad St. Its problems
are grave:

(a) Complete and total lack of pedestrian sidewalks beyond the
Connely segment.

(b) Severe engineering impediments to there ever being such

sidewalks; this is not just an oversight, but a legacy physical constraint.

(c) A safe speed at the several right-angle corners cf 15 mph.

(d) A gauntlet of blind driveways, completely obstructing vision of
drivers within driveway from what is approaching on the staircase, and
vice versa.

(e) T-bone Jjunction at its upper end into 40th, pouring its traffic
onto yet another roadway utterly lacking in pedestrian sidewalks of any
kind. Right-turning traffic (to Padden Lake, for example) would have
another right-angle turn. Left-turning traffic would encounter a
dangerous oblique intersection at Samish, with a dangerous offset to the
traffic coming down 40th to Samish from uphill.

Now you propose to increase car traffic on this "arterial"? That is a
sick joke. It is outrageous that the COB maintains "arterial" status for
the Staircase, when its design features make it *at best* a pokey
country lane.

In conclusion, there is not at present the adequate transportation
infrastructure to allow this rezoning to be granted.

Abram R. Jacobson
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RESOLUTION NO.2011-07

A RESOLUTION BY THE BELLINGHAM TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION REGARDING THE PROPOSED
“pADDEN TRAILS” REZONE IN SAMISH NEIGHBORHOOD k

The Transportation Commission has discussed the Comprehensive Plan Amendment and Rezone of 113
acres in Areas 5 and 6 on the Samish Neighborhood applied for by Free Spirit Enterprises for Padden
Trails LLC and has the following comments:

e The development has limited street ingress and egress. All traffic must enter via two streets,

; yet-to-be constructed Cody and 34th and all traffic must exit via 34th street and Connelly.
Development will increase traffic at that intersection.

o While technically providing “infill” by increasing the number of dwelling units in a specific area,
the area is at the edge of existing infrastructure and will be more difficult to reach by emergency
services.

s The development is auto-centric and is not proposing to support the city’s mode shift goals
(Comp Plan TG-28). The project’s Traffic Impact Analysis states “The transportation character of
the development is likely to be primarily vehicle oriented. No local transit service is available
within the generally accepted quarter mile walking distance of the proposed future homes.” The
application states that "At present, regular WTA service is not anticipated into the site ."
Regarding bicycles, the Traffic Impact Analysis states “..Bellingham’s employment centers are
located a fair distance away and bicycles cannot be expected to be used regularly for
commuting.” A similar comment would apply to walkers.

e The development is also in conflict with sections V-2, TG-30, TG-32, TP-5, TP-7, TP-9 and
possibly other elements of the Bellingham Comprehensive Plan.

The Transportation Commission requests the Planning Commission carefully consider the transportation

aspects of the proposed rezone application.

PASSED by the City of Bellingham Transportation Commission

this A7 dayof SEFT, 2011

Chair, City of Bellingham Transportation Commission
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