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The proposal is to amend the Whatcom County Zoning Code (WCC) Title 20 to clarify and revise the definition and
standards of “home occupation.” Incorporating the proposed definition and standards of home occupation into already
existing chapters of Whatcom County Zoning Code for consistency and predictability in implementation.
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Related County Contract #: Related File Numbers:

AB2009-230
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SPONSORED BY: Consent
PROPOSED BY: PDS
INTRODUCTION DATE: April 27, 2010

ORDINANCE NO.

AMENDING WHATCOM COUNTY’S ZONING CODE, TITLE 20, FOR THE PURPOSES OF
CLARIFYING AND REVISING THE DEFINITION AND STANDARDS OF HOME
OCCUPATIONS THROUGHOUT THE CODE

WHEREAS, an interim ordinance amending home occupations was introduced to
council on September 15, 2009; and

WHEREAS, the proposed amendment to the Whatcom County Official Zoning Ordinance
was initiated to the docket by Whatcom County Planning and Development Services, and was
given file number PLN2009-00007; and

WHEREAS, notice of the proposed amendment was sent to the Department of
Community, Trade and Economic Development (CTED) and other state agencies on August 18,
2009. On August 24, 2009 CTED notified Whatcom County that notice of the proposed
amendment had been received and had been forwarded to other interested parties as required.
No comments regarding the proposed amendment have been received from CTED, to date; and

WHEREAS, on September 11, 2009, the Whatcom County State Environmental Policy
Act (SEPA) Official issued a SEPA threshold Determination of Non-Significance (DNS) in regards
to the proposed text amendment, a non-project action. The comment period for this
determination ended on September 25, 2009. No comments were received regarding this
determination; and

WHEREAS, notice of the Planning Commission hearing for the proposed text
amendment was published in the Bellingham Herald on November 29, 2009.

WHEREAS, a Whatcom County Planning Commission public hearing was held on the
subject amendment December 10, 2009, and the Planning Commission voted to recommend
approval to the Whatcom County Council with a 5-2 vote; and

WHEREAS, the County Council has adopted the following findings of fact:

FINDINGS OF FACT:

1. Whatcom County Planning and Development staff has compiled a list of issues
with the current zoning code that are causing confusion and difficulty in implementation.
Among these items were the regulations regarding home occupations.

2. The text amendment will clarify development regulations for the public to clearly
understand what the standards are for home occupations.
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3. Staff sent an initial draft on October 12, 2009 to a stakeholder group of
community members who provided feedback. Three comments were received from the
public and one council member provided feedback prior to the Planning Commission
public hearing indicating support for the proposal to amend the Home Occupation
requirements.

4, Notice of the proposed amendment was sent to the Department of Community,
Trade and Economic Development (CTED) and other state agencies on August 18, 2009.
On August 24, 2009 CTED notified Whatcom County that notice of the proposed
amendment had been received and had been forwarded to other interested parties as
required. No comments regarding the proposed amendment have been received from
CTED, to date.

5. Pursuant to Whatcom County Code (WCC) 20.90.050, as of December 2, 2009,
Whatcom County Planning and Development Services has: evaluated the proposed
amendment in relationship to the goals, objectives and policies of the Whatcom County
Comprehensive Plan as authorized by the Washington State Growth Management Act
(GMA) - RCW 36.70A; and considered possible environmental impacts that have been
identified by the lead agency designated SEPA official through the State Environmental
Policy Act (SEPA) threshold determination process.

6. Whatcom County Council Planning and Development Committee held a work
session on January 26, 2010. Committee members were presented with a memo
explaining the proposed changes. Committee members requested that staff perform
more public outreach and hold in committee until further information is received.

7. Whatcom County Council Planning and Development Committee held a work
session on February 9, 2010. Committee members were presented with a spreadsheet
comparing the scale of home occupations and cottage industries. Council members
discussed: differences between cottage industries and home occupations; certificate of
occupancy requirements; square footage thresholds; whether home occupations require
a permit or are allowed as an accessory use if it meets requirements; life and safety
requirements; whether the county is required to adopt the International Building Code;
building code requirements; commercial certificate of occupancy versus a residential
final inspection; gross vehicles weights of different types of heavy equipment.
Committee members held proposal in committee and requested that staff provide more
options for certificates of occupancy, the use/storage of vehicles, and square footage
limitations.

8. Whatcom County Council Planning and Development Committee held a work
session on March 16, 2010. Committee members removed outside storage standards;
amended limits to employees that “no more than two employees at one time... *; amend
vehicle lot sizes for vehicle storage; square footage limit of 1,250 square feet except in
buildings that existed before 1975, which will be limited to 8,000 square feet. Staff
made changes and proposal was held in committee.
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9. Whatcom County Council Planning and Development Committee held a work
session on March 30, 2010. Committee moved to hold a hearing on current proposal.

Introduced to Council March 30, 2010.

10. Whatcom County Council held a public hearing on April 13, 2010. Council

requested changes to building size and vehicle size limits.

11. Whatcom County Council Planning and Development Committee held a work
session on April 27, 2010.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the Whatcom County Council that:

Section 1. The Official Whatcom County Zoning Ordinance, Title 20 is hereby amended

as shown on Exhibit A.

Section 2. Adjudication of invalidity of any of the sections, clauses, or provisions of this
ordinance shall not affect or impair the validity of the ordinance as a whole or and part thereof

other than the part so declared to be invalid.

ADOPTED this day of

ATTEST:

ATTEST:

Dana Brown-Davis, County Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

=
Civiletor

, 2010.
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WHATCOM COUNTY COUNCIL
WHATCOM COUNTY, WASHINGTON

WHATCOM COUNTY COUNCIL
WHATCOM COUNTY, WASHINGTON

;/a\r% Crawford, Cf)uncil Chair

WHATCOM COUNTY EXECUTIVE
WHATCOM COUNTY, WASHINGTON

Pete Kremen, County Executive
( ) Approved () Denied

Date Signed:
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EXHIBIT A

Chapter 20.20
URBAN RESIDENTIAL (UR) DISTRICT
20.20.100 Accessory uses.

.101 Home occupations pursuant to WCC 20.9784.486150.

.105 Family day care homes subject to the requirerhents of WCC 20.9784.486150 for home
occupations.

CHAPTER 20.22

URBAN RESIDENTIAL - MEDIUM DENSITY (URM) DISTRICT
20.22.100 Accessory uses.

.101 Home occupations pursuant to WCC 20.9784.180150.

.105 Family day care homes subject to the requirements of WCC 20.9784 186150 for home
occupations.

CHAPTER 20.24

URBAN RESIDENTIAL MIXED (UR-MX) DISTRICT

20.24.100 Accessory uses.
.101 Home occupations pursuant to WCC 20.9784.486150.
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.105 Family day care homes subject to the requirements of WCC 20.9784.486150 for home
occupations.

CHAPTER 20.32
RESIDENTIAL RURAL (RR) DISTRICT

20.32.100 Accessory uses.
.101 Home occupations pursuant to WCC 20.9784.186150.

.105 Family day care homes subject to the requirements of WCC 20.9784.488150 for home
occupations.

CHAPTER 20.34
RURAL RESIDENTIAL-ISLAND (RR-I) DISTRICT
20.34.100 Accessory uses.

.101 Home occupations pursuant to WCC 20.9784 .486150.

.105 Family day care homes subject to the requirements of WCC 20.9784.486150 for home
occupations.

CHAPTER 20.35
ELIZA ISLAND (EI) DISTRICT

20.35.100 Accessory uses.
.101 Home occupations pursuant to WCC 20.9784.486150.

.107 Family day care homes subject to the requirements of WCC 20.9784.188150 for home
occupations.

CHAPTER 20.36
RURAL (R) DISTRICT
20.36.100 Accessory uses.

.101 Home occupations pursuant to WCC 20.9784.486150.
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.108 Family day care homes subject to the requirements of WCC 20.9784.186150 for home
occupations.

CHAPTER 20.37

POINT ROBERTS TRANSITIONAL ZONE (TZ) DISTRICT
20.37.100 Accessory uses.
.101 Home occupations pursuant to WCC 20.9784.180150.

.106 Family day care homes subject to the requirements of WCC 20.9784.180150 for home
occupations.

Chapter 20.40
AGRICULTURE (AG) DISTRICT

20.40.100 Accessory uses.*
.110 Home occupations_pursuant to WCC 20.84.150. ;-when-in-compliance-with-the-following:

.112 Family day care homes subject to the requirements of WCC 20.9784.180150 for home

occupations.

Chapter 20.42
RURAL FORESTRY (RF) DISTRICT!

20.42.100 Accessory uses.
.105 Home occupations pursuant to WCC 20.84.150 ;-when-in-compliance-with-the-following:
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Chapter 20.60
NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL CENTER (NC) DISTRICT

20.60.100 Accessory uses.

.104 Family day care homes and mini-day care homes; provided that such uses conform to the
definition of home occupation, WCC 20.9784.480150, and further; provided that the single
family residence is a legally non-conforming use.

Chapter 20.61
SMALL TOWN COMMERCIAL (STC) DISTRICT

20.61.100 Accessory uses.
.102 Home occupation ¢pursuant to WCC 20.9784.180150).

Chapter 20.62
GENERAL COMMERCIAL (GC) DISTRICT

20.62.100 Accessory uses.

.104 Family day care homes and mini-day care homes; provided, that such uses conform to the
definition of home occupation, WCC 20.9784.486150, and further; provided that

such uses require a conditional use permit if located within airport overlay zone 2 or 3 as shown
in Whatcom County Comprehensive Plan Appendix H.

Chapter 20.63
TOURIST COMMERCIAL (TC) DISTRICT

20.63.100 Accessory use
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.104 Family day care homes and mini-day care homes; provided that such uses conform to the
definition of home occupation, WCC 20.9784.188150, and further; provided that the single
family residence is a legally non-conforming use.

Chapter 20.64
RESORT COMMERCIAL (RC) DISTRICT

20.64.100 Accessory uses.

.110 Family day care homes and mini-day care homes; provided that such uses conform to the
definition of home occupation, WCC 20.9784.486150.

Chapter 20.80
SUPPLEMENTARY REQUIREMENTS

20.80.470 Exemptions.

The following types of signs shall be exempt from the regulations of this section and zoning
districts; provided, that such signs shall conform to the general provisions of this section.

(1) Addresses (internal lighting permitted), family names, cottage names, entrance and exit signs,
home-occupation-sigas; up to two square feet; provided, that they are on-premises.

Chapter 20.84
VARIANCES, CONDITIONAL USES, ADMINISTRATIVE APPROVAL USES
AND APPEALS

20.84.150 Home Occupation

A. The following home occupation requirements shall be regarded as cumulative regardless of
the number of home occupations on the site:

(1) No more than two people at one time, other than household members residing on the
premises, shall be engaged in such occupations.

(2) The use of the property for home occupations shall be clearly accessory to its use for
residential purposes.

(3) In all zones except EI, UR, URM, and URMX, home occupations shall not exceed a total of
1250 square feet of building floor area, whether located in the dwelling, accessory structure(s) or
combination thereof: in accessory structures built before 1975, home occupations shall not
exceed a total of 2500 square feet of building floor area. In the EI, UR, URM, and URMX zones
home occupations shall not exceed a total of 500 square feet of building floor area, whether
located in the dwelling, accessory structure(s) or combination thereof.
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(4) There shall be no change in the outside appearance of the building or premises or other
visible evidence of a home occupation inconsistent with the residential character of the dwelling
or neighborhood. other than one sign, not exceeding eight square feet in area, non-illuminated
and mounted on the property. ‘

(5) No traffic shall be generated by such home occupations in greater volume than would

normally be expected in the applicable zoning district and is appropriate for the road
classification which serves the property.

(6) Home occupations may use or store vehicles, in accordance with the following:

1. The total number of vehicles used in connection with the home occupations shall be
permitted as follows:

a. On a lot of record less than one acre; two vehicles, each of which shall not
exceed 105,500 1bs.gvw, and which may include heavy equipment.

b. On a lot of record one acre or greater, but less than, five acres; two vehicles,
which may include heavy equipment regardless of weight;

c. On a lot of record which is five acres or greater, but less than ten acres; three
vehicles, which may include heavy equipment regardless of weight:

d. On a lot of record which is ten acres or greater; four vehicles, which may
include heavy equipment regardless of weight.

2. The vehicles shall not be stored within any required setback areas of the lot or adjacent
roadways and shall be adequately screened from adjacent neighboring residences or

roadways.

3. The parking area for the vehicles shall not be considered part of the outdoor storage
area provided for in subsection (5) of this section.

(7) Any need for parking generated by the conduct of such home occupations shall comply with
the off-street parking requirements as specified in this title. In addition, parking shall be
provided for nonresident employees.

(8) No equipment, process, or materials shall be used in such home occupations which create
noise, vibration, glare, fumes, odors or electrical interference beyond the property line, or outside
the building, in sufficient amounts and of such characteristics and duration as is likely to be
injurious or cause damage to human health, plant or animal life, or property, or impacts heavier

or different than would be expected from a residential property.

(9) Sales are limited to merchandise manufactured or repaired on the premises and/or items
accessory to a service provided to patrons who receive services (such as hair care products for a
beauty salon), telephone, mail order, catalog, e-commerce sales. or other electronic comimerce
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sales. In no case shall home occupations consist of only on site retail sales. Fees rendered for

services for the sole use or

ose of providing merchandise or equipment (such as tannin

beds, copy machines, or similar products) shall be prohibited.

(10) The maximum nameplate horsepower rating of the electrical motors of any single piece of

machinery operating in the home occupations shall be five horsepower. The electrical service for

home occupations shall not exceed 200 amps.

(11) The following activities, which include but are not limited to: mortuaries, funeral homes,

automobile, truck and heavy equipment repair and auto body work or auto body painting,
parking and storage of heavy equipment, storage of building materials for use on other

properties, are prohibited as home occupations.

(12) Customers/clients are prohibited on the premises prior to 7:00 a.m. and after 8:00 p.m.

unless an exception is specifically granted by the administrator.

Chapter 20.97
DEFINITIONS

20.97.180 Home occupation.

“Home occupation” means an small scale occupation conducted -in-aon a property, within a
dwelling unit; and/or permitted accessory structure by the operator who resides on the

property.provided;-that:
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DISCLAIMER: This document is a draft and is provided as a courtesy. This
document is not to be considered as the final minutes. All information contained
herein is subject to change upon further review and approval by the Whatcom
County Council.

WHATCOM COUNTY COUNCIL
Planning and Development Committee

June 8, 2010

CALL TO ORDER

Committee Chair Bill Knutzen called the meeting to order at 2:30 p.m. in the Council
Chambers, 311 Grand Avenue, Bellingham, Washington.

ROLL CALL
Kenn Mann
Barbara Brenner

Carl Weimer
Sam Crawford

COMMITTEE DISCUSSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS TO COUNCIL

4. ORDINANCE AMENDING WHATCOM COUNTY CODE, TITLE 20, TO CLARIFY
AND REVISE THE DEFINITION AND STANDARDS OF HOME OCCUPATIONS
(AB2010-047) (3:31:29 PM)

Wain Harrison, Planning and Development Department, gave a staff report and
stated he was out of town last meeting and there was confusion as to which way to go. He
would like to provide a copy of amendments proposed by Tyler Schroeder. He has not seen
Ms. Brenner’s amendments.

Brenner moved to recommend adoption to the full Council of the version in the
Council packet. She will propose amendments. She moved to amend 20.84.150(6)(1)(a)
in the Council packet, so the language should be, “On a lot of record less than one acre; two
commercial vehicles, each of which shall not exceed 105,500 Ibs. gvw.” Heavy equipment
should be separate.

The motion carried by the following vote:
Ayes: Mann and Brenner (2)
Nays: Knutzen (1)

Brenner moved to amend section 20.84.150(6)(1)(a) from the amendment just
made. The language should be, “On a lot of record less than two acres; two commercial
vehicles, each of which shall not exceed 105,500 ibs. gvw.”

The motion carried by the following vote:
Ayes: Mann and Brenner (2)
Nays: Knutzen (1)

Brenner moved to amend:
o completely delete 20.84.150(6)(1)(c) and 20.84.150(6)(1)(d)

Planning and Development Committee, 6/8/2010, Page 1
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DISCLAIMER: This document is a draft and is provided as a courtesy. This
document is not to be considered as the final minutes. All information contained
herein is subject to change upon further review and approval by the Whatcom
County Council.

e amend 20.84.150(6)(1)(b) so the language says, “On a lot two acres or
greater; one commercial vehicle shall be allowed for each acre, up to ten
vehicles, regardless of weight.”

The motion carried by the following vote:
Ayes: Knutzen, Mann and Brenner (3)
Nays: None (0)

Brenner moved to amend 20.84.150(2) so it should say, “"The vehicles shall not be
stored within any required rights-of-way areas of the lot or adjacent roadways and shall be
adequately screened from adjacent neighboring residences or roadways.”

Tyler Schroeder, Planning and Development Services Department, stated rights-of-
way and setbacks are completely different things.

The motion failed by the following vote:
Ayes: Brenner (1)
Nays: Knutzen and Mann (2)

Brenner moved to amend 20.84.150(3) so the language should be, “In all zones
except EI, UR, URM and URMX, home occupations shall not exceed a total of 1250 square
feet of new building floor area, whether located in the dwelling, accessory structure(s) or
combination thereof. There is no square footage limit inside accessory structures that
existed at the time of adoption of this ordinance; however, there shall not be new square
footage in addition to existing square footage that would bring the total to greater than
1250 square feet. In the EI, UR, URM, and URMX zones home occupation shall not exceed a
total of 500 square feet of building floor area, whether located in the dwelling, accessory
structure(s) or combination thereof.”

The motion carried by the following vote:
Ayes: Knutzen, Mann and Brenner (3)
Nays: None (0)

Mann moved to amend 20.84.150(11) so the language should be, “"The following
activities, which include but are not limited to: mortuaries, funeral homes, automobile, truck
and heavy equipment repair and auto body work or auto body painting, are prohibited as
home occupations.”

The motion carried by the following vote:

Ayes: Knutzen, Mann and Brenner (3)

Nays: None (0)

Mann moved to recommend adoption of the ordinance as amended.
The motion carried by the following vote:

Ayes: Knutzen, Mann and Brenner (3)
Nays: None (0)

Planning and Development Committee, 6/8/2010, Page 2
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DISCLAIMER: This document is a draft and is provided as a courtesy. This
document is not to be considered as the final minutes. All information contained
herein is subject to change upon further review and approval by the Whatcom
County Council.

ADJOURN

The meeting adjourned at 4:45 p.m.

Jill Nixon, Minutes Transcription

ATTEST: WHATCOM COUNTY COUNCIL
WHATCOM COUNTY, WASHINGTON

Dana Brown-Davis, Council Clerk Bill Knutzen, Committee Chair

Planning and Development Committee, 6/8/2010, Page 3
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TITLE OF DOCUMENT:

Rural Element Update — discussion of status and future process. Discussion of Growth Management Act
requirements and the Planning Commission recommendations. (Per March 23, 2010 submittal)

ATTACHMENTS:
1/8/10 Memorandum to County Council.

SEPA review required? ( x)Yes ( ) NO

Should Clerk schedule a hearing? ( ) Yes (x ) NO
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Requested Date: 1/26/10 P&D Committee

SUMMARY STATEMENT OR LEGAL NOTICE LANGUAGE: (If this item is an ordinance or requires a public

hearing, you must provide the language for use in the required public notice. Be specific and cite RCW or WCC as appropriate. Be
clear in explaining the intent of the action.)

Rural Element Update — discussion of status and future process. Discussion of Growth Management Act
requirements and the Planning Commission recommendations. (Per March 23, 2010 submittal)

COMMITTEE ACTION:

1/26/2010: The committee concurred to hold in committee
for two weeks: first meeting, walk through the maps

and answer questions. Second meeting look at the
ordinances (ordinances are in and this item is related
to AB2009-417 and AB2009-417A)

3/30/2010: Discussed. Discuss again in two weeks.
4/13/2010: Discussed.

4/27/2010: Presented and discussed. Hold in Committee
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COUNCIL ACTION:

Ordinance or Resolution Number:




WHATCOM COUNTY

Planning & Development Services
5280 Northwest Drive

Bellingham, WA 98226-9097
360-676-6907, TTY 800-833-6384
360-738-2525 Fax

David Stalheim
Director

J.E. “"Sam” Ryan
Assistant Director

DISTRIBUTED TO
MAY 18 2010
MEMORANDUM %%ngggg&:\;#%%gﬁgf
TO: Whatcom County Council
THROUGH: David Stalheim, Director
FROM: Wain Harrison, Long Range Planning Supervisor %/5,/ |

Gary Davis, AICP, Senior Planner

DATE: May 18, 2010

SUBJECT: Rural Element Update

At its April 27 meeting, Planning and Development Services (PDS) presented to the Planning
and Development Committee options for residential areas with zoning that has been found
out of compliance with the Growth Management Act (GMA). These options include
residential-only LAMIRDs and density overlays, which were outlined in the March 16 and
April 16, 2010 memos. On May 11, the Planning and Development Committee asked PDS to
present alternative maps at the next meeting, showing how these options could be :
implemented. :

PDS is now preparing the alternative maps for these residential areas, and will present them
at the May 25 Committee of the Whole meeting. In areas not adjacent to Urban Growth
Areas, and where a clear LAMIRD boundary is possible based on GMA criteria, a residential
LAMIRD designation is proposed, with existing zoning retained within the LAMIRD boundary.
In other areas, a “Rural Community” designation is proposed, which would act as a density
overlay similar to the one used in Clallam County. The Western Washington Growth
Management Hearings Board found this approach to be compliant because it preserves the
established character of rural residential areas.

These alternative maps will show rural zoning densities at one unit per five acres outside
LAMIRD boundaries. Lots currently zoned Rural (such as R-2A) would be shown as R-5A,
though new lots within the “Rural Community” overlay could be as small as two acres,
depending on the average size of lots within 500 feet. Similarly, lots now zoned Rural
Residential (RR-1, RR-2, RR-3) would be shown as RR-5A, though new lots within the
overlay could be as small as one acre, depending.on the average lot size within 500 feet.
Staff does not propose allowing lots smaller than one acre in these overlays because that is
generally the threshold below which it is not possible to locate a well and septic system on
the same lot. Note the Hearings Board allowed Clallam County to set a minimum lot size of

! Dry Creek Coalition and Futurewise v. Clallam County, Case No. 07-2-0018c, Compliance Order, November 3, 2009, pp 7-12
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2.4 acres in their overlays; the Hearings Board has not yet considered whether allowing lots
as small as one or two acres is appropriate in rural (non-LAMIRD) areas.

Please contact Gary Davis at extension 50246 if you have questions.
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WHATCOM COUNTY COUNCIL
Special Committee Of The Whole

May 25, 2010

CALL TO ORDER

Council Chair Sam Crawford called the meeting to order at 3:00 p.m. in the Council
Chambers, 311 Grand Avenue, Bellingham, Washington.

ROLL CALL

Present: L. Ward Nelson, Barbara Brenner, Sam Crawford, Kathy Kershner, Bill
Knutzen and Ken Mann
Absent: Carl Weimer

COMMITTEE DISCUSSION

1. RURAL ELEMENT UPDATE - DISCUSSION OF GROWTH MANAGEMENT ACT
REQUIREMENTS AND THE PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATIONS
(AB2010-072)

Gary Davis, Planning and Development Department, submitted and read from a
presentation (on file) and presented alternatives to limited areas of more intense rural
development (LAMIRD) designation in certain areas. (3:07:52 PM)

Discussion included the question of Hearings Board cases regarding adjacency to
urban growth areas (UGAs); why they need residential LAMIRDs if there isn’t a bright line
and they have a density overlay; whether a Hearings Board can set a bright line; (3:24:17
PM) whether the 1990 threshold is in the law; lack of definition of certain key terms in the
law; perimeters that hold up against legal challenge; whether a “built environment” has to
include houses, or can include platted areas with roads and services installed; whether there
is any case law on platted lots with roads and all utilities and services, but no houses;
(3:42:09 PM) the reason for the five acre recommendation; the existing character of the
natural neighborhood around Cain Lake; whether the development around Cain Lake should
be upzoned, and why they wouldn’t apply those things to both sides of Cain Lake Road; the
availability of water and sewer in the Chuckanut area; getting more information about water
and sewer availability in all these areas; (4:05:47 PM) actual lot sizes at the Glen at Maple
Falls; how County zoning determinations line up with what the Lummi Tribe wants to do
with its properties; the reason for the recommendation to downzone the one legal LAMIRD
at Lake Samish, and; whether the Hearings Board would allow them to create a LAMIRD
adjacent to an industrial-only UGA.

Nelson stated that since the pattern of development has been rural, one unit per five
acres (R5A) on the east side of Cain Lake, it is reasonable to make that area R5A on the
east side and maintain the current pattern of development on the west side. It has been
based on the differing availability of water and septic systems on each side of the road. He
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needs more information on available water service and Water District 7 at Emerald Lake.
The District can’t expand without approval from the City.

Crawford stated he suggests hearing from folks about the three options: the Planning
Commission recommendation, the overlays, or the residential-only LAMIRD, or any other
options. Address the Guide Meridian in two weeks. Revisit these residential issues and
make decisions in the future. The Council should make decisions at each meeting.

Brenner stated bring this back in two weeks and make specific recommendations,
rather than discuss the Guide Meridian.

Crawford stated he prefers to do both. He will sit down with staff and the Council
calendar to create a schedule. They can discuss that schedule at the next meeting.

Knutzen stated start with Eliza Island.
Davis stated he will post this information on the County website.

The following people spoke:

e lLauralee Brakke, Pleasant Bay Road, stated there was a situation when
people could not get out of the Chuckanut area either end of Chuckanut
Drive. It's not great to put a bunch of people on Chuckanut Drive. In an
emergency, there’s no secondary access.

e Dominique Zervas, 1909 Broadway, Bellingham, asked that those
communications be posted on the rural webpage.

e Dannon Traxlor, 709 Dupont, stated one option is to retain underlying rural
zoning without a LAMIRD. Some areas can be justified as rural. Also,
Whatcom County can do its own thing and be upheld. It doesn’t have to
follow Clallam County.

e Doug Campbell, 1401 Astor Street, stated define the built community. There
doesn’t need to be a structure to have a built community.

e Sid Were, Guide Meridian, stated there are always new laws on his property
on the Guide Meridian. The laws are inconsistent and always changing.

2. DISCUSSION REGARDING THE DRAFT PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PLAN FOR
THE PERIODIC REVIEW REQUIRED BY THE GROWTH MANAGEMENT ACT
(RCW 36.70A) (AB2010-210) (4:31:58 PM)

Kate Blystone, Planning and Development Services Department, stated the Council
Planning and Development Committee recommended approval two weeks ago. Changes
were made in response to comments from Councilmembers Brenner and Kershner.

Mann moved to accept the draft Public Participation Plan as the document guiding
public participation activities in the 2011 Update process.

Brenner stated communication with Planning Commissioners should not be limited to
email. Allow hard copy communication with Planning Commissioners. Blystone stated it’s
addressed on Council packet page 137.

The motion carried by the following vote:
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Ayes: Brenner, Crawford, Kershner, Knutzen, Mann and Nelson (6)
Nays: None (0)
Absent: Weimer (1)

3. DISCUSSION REGARDING THE PROPOSED ORDINANCE AMENDING
WHATCOM COUNTY CODE 2.02, COUNTY COUNCIL (AB2010-143A)

This item was not discussed.

4. DISCUSSION REGARDING THE PROPOSED ORDINANCE AMENDING
WHATCOM COUNTY CODE 2.03, BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS (AB2010-
143B)

This item was not discussed.

OTHER BUSINESS

There was no other business.

ADJOURN

The meeting adjourned at 4:36 p.m.

Jill Nixon, Minutes Transcription

The Council approved these minutes on , 2010.

ATTEST: WHATCOM COUNTY COUNCIL
WHATCOM COUNTY, WASHINGTON

Dana Brown-Davis, Council Clerk Sam Crawford, Council Chair
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WHATCOM COUNTY COUNCIL
Committee Of The Whole

May 25, 2010

Council Chair Sam Crawford called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m. in the Council
Conference Room, 311 Grand Avenue, Bellingham, Washington.

Present: Barbara Brenner, Sam Crawford, Kathy Kershner, Bill Knutzen, Ken Mann, L.
Ward Nelson and Carl Weimer

Absent: None

1. STRATEGY PLANNING DISCUSSION AND POSITIONS TO BE TAKEN

REGARDING COLLECTIVE BARGAINING (AB2010-018)

Crawford stated that discussion of agenda item one may take place in executive
session pursuant to RCW42.30.140 (4)(a) Executive session will conclude no later than 7:00
p.m.

Nelson moved to go into executive session until no later than 7:00 p.m. to discuss
the first two agenda items, pursuant to RCW citations as announced by the Council Chair.

The motion carried by the following vote:

Ayes: Brenner, Crawford, Kershner, Knutzen, Mann, Nelson and Weimer (7)
Nays: None (0)

OTHER BUSINESS

ADJOURN

The meeting adjourned at 7:00 p.m.

Jill Nixon, Minutes Transcription

The Council approved these minutes on , 2010.

ATTEST: WHATCOM COUNTY COUNCIL
WHATCOM COUNTY, WASHINGTON

Dana Brown-Davis, Council Clerk Sam Crawford, Council Chair
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WHATCOM COUNTY COUNCIL
Regular County Council

May 25, 2010

CALL TO ORDER (7:03:45 PM)

Council Chair Sam Crawford called the meeting to order at 7:03 p.m. in the Council
Chambers, 311 Grand Avenue, Bellingham, Washington.

ROLL CALL
Present: Barbara Brenner, Sam Crawford, Kathy Kershner, Bill Knutzen, Ken
Mann, L. Ward Nelson and Carl Weimer
Absent: None

FLAG SALUTE

ANNOUNCEMENTS (7:04:29 PM)

Crawford announced there was a Strategy planning discussion and positions to
be taken regarding collective bargaining (AB2010-018) in executive session during
the Committee of the Whole meeting.

Crawford also announced that the Committee of the Whole had a discussion of
Growth Management Act requirements and the Planning Commission
recommendations (AB2010-072) and discussion regarding the draft Public
Participation Plan for the periodic review required by the Growth Management Act
(RCW 36.70A) (AB2010-210)

Brenner moved to approve the draft public participation plan.
The motion carried by the following vote:
Ayes: Crawford, Brenner, Weimer, Knutzen, Mann and Kershner (6)

Nays: None (0)
Absent: Nelson (1) (out of the room)

MINUTES CONSENT (7:06:29 PM)

Brenner moved to approve the Minutes Consent items.

The motion carried by the following vote:

Ayes: Nelson, Crawford, Brenner, Weimer, Knutzen, Mann and Kershner (7)
Nays: None (0)
1. SPECIAL COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE FOR MAY 11, 2010
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2. COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE FOR MAY 11, 2010

3. REGULAR COUNTY COUNCIL FOR MAY 11, 2010

OPEN SESSION (7:07:24 PM)

The following people spoke:

e Paul Isaacson, 3940 Isaacson Road, submitted and read from a handout (on
file) on a development rights (TDR) program application.

e Yoshi Revelle, 4026 Willowbrook Lane, spoke about children’s health.

e Dale Kinsley, 2744 N. Nugent Road, Lummi Island, spoke about Lummi Island
ferry service.

e Bob Bush, 3612 Sunrise Road, Lummi Island, spoke about Lummi Island ferry
service effects to emergency services.

e Brent Biermann, 1401 Marietta Avenue, Rural Avenue Neighborhood
Association, spoke about jail siting.

e Miley Lopez, Nooksack Valley High School 8" grade student, spoke about E-
Verify.

e Karim Ortega, Nooksack Valley High School 8" grade student, spoke about E-
Verify.

e John Lesow, Point Roberts, submitted and read from a handout (on file)
regarding the safety factor in land use planning.

e Lisa Wolkus, 3811 Constitution Road, Lummi Island, spoke about ferry
service.

e (Clerk’'s Note: The speaker following Ms. Wolkus requested that his/her
testimony not be included in the minutes.)

e Bob Weisen, 3314 Douglas Road, Ferndale, submitted a handout (on file) and
spoke about an event hosted by the Washington Policy Center and land
supply.

e Greg Brown, 4363 Saddlestone Drive, Bellingham, submitted and read from a
handout (on file) regarding a pipeline safety ordinance.

e Jim Dickinson, 2094 West Shore Drive, Lummi Island, spoke about ferry
sizes.

e Shane Roth, 3925 E. Connecticut Street, Bellingham, spoke about retaining
good County employees.

Council Chair Crawford asked County Executive Kremen to provide an update on the
ferry issue.

Pete Kremen, County Executive, described the status of negotiation with the Lummi
Nation. They have been working with the Lummi Nation for months, and are continuing to
do so. Legal counsel have been in contact with members of the Lummi Tribe. Things have
hit a snag, but discussion has not broken down. The Council has asked the administration
to discuss with the Port of Bellingham any possibilities of using the facilities at the cruise
terminal. They cannot provide much information because the Tribe insisted on an embargo
on communications about negotiations. They are not resigned to going to the cruise
terminal. He is optimistic they will be able to negotiate with the Lummi Nation. The
administration will meet with the Lummi Nation probably in a couple of weeks. They have
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the public’s best interest in mind. The County Council will ultimately decide where the ferry
goes. Before that decision is made, the administration and Council will give the Lummi
Island residents an opportunity to explain their preferences. (7:51:27 PM)

PUBLIC HEARINGS

1. ORDINANCE AMENDING WHATCOM COUNTY CODE, TITLE 20, TO REDUCE
DEVELOPMENT POTENTIAL IN ZONING DISTRICTS WITHIN THE LAKE
WHATCOM WATERSHED (AB2010-185) (7:52:26 PM)

Crawford opened the public hearing and the following people spoke:

Bob Wiesen, 3314 Douglas Road, stated they are concerned about taking
development rights from agricultural land, yet they are willing to downzone these properties
without compensation.

Abe Jacobsen, 2314 Samish Way, Bellingham, stated it is a complicated problem.
There is no way to please everyone, but this is necessary to protect the water supply for
100,000 people. It's a disaster to build concentrated density. Most municipalities and
States sequester land for their reservoir and restrict use. They need to protect the future
drinking water supply.

Clair Fogelsong, City of Bellingham, stated the City supports the ordinance for the
reasons stated in the whereas statements. Preventing additional development helps their
joint efforts to improve Lake Whatcom water quality.

Paul Isaacson, 3940 Isaacson Road, stated he would lose 130 units or 65 acres,
totaling $6 million to $10 million. Executive Kremen and Interim Planning Director Sam
Ryan have always been accessible and easy to work with. There are some good people
here. There are also deceptive staff who don’t want to answer questions. The County is not
going to steal from him, or he’ll sue the County.

Marian Beddill, 2700 Old Fairhaven Parkway, stated she supports comments made by
Abe Jacobsen and Clair Fogelsong. Support the ordinance. Water supply treatment can
create cancer-causing organisms that remain in the drinking water supply. Pollution in the
watershed tends to cause cancer in the people who drink the water. Keep that
consideration in mind. Allowing development is an action to cause harm to those who drink
the water containing cancer-causing organisms. With respect to Mr. Isaacson, the County
Council doesn’t protect stock market investors. Real estate investment is a risk.

Charles Rendina, 1991 Lake Whatcom Boulevard, stated he is opposed to the
ordinance and requested the decision be tabled until August. The moratorium is too broad.
It doesn’t allow for unique circumstances. Many people are struggling to hold on to their
homes. Don’t take away their value. Reconsider in August.

Wendy Harris, Bellingham, stated a downzone does not provide anyone with a
compensable property right. Zoning does not confer a property rights. There is a clear
connection between water quality and impervious surfaces connected with development.
Downzoning is an appropriate use of the County’s police powers and is not subject to a valid
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claim of a regulatory taking. If a property owner has a vested right to subdivide, they
aren’t affected by the downzone. Otherwise, the County has no legal obligation to
compensate these watershed property owners. The County must restore water quality and
comply with the total maximum daily load (TMDL) permit. The County needs money to
comply. County money must be applied to the public welfare, not the benefit of a few
property owners who don’t have a legal right to compensation.

Hearing no one else, Crawford closed the public hearing. (8:11:04 PM)

Brenner moved to hold in Council until they can get answers on the boundary lines
presented by Mr. Isaacson. His property is not in the watershed.

Nelson stated there has to first be a motion to consider the ordinance and discussion.

Brenner moved to adopt the ordinance. Mr. Isaacson donated a bunch of his land
to the downzone eight or nine years ago. This was the part of the property that the County
determined is not in the Lake Whatcom watershed.

Brenner withdrew her motion to hold to allow discussion.

Weimer stated he supports the motion. He asked the reason for the motion to hold.
Mr. Isaacson had a concern about some of his parcels not being in the watershed. If that's
his concern, the Code addresses it. The Code specifically says that the maps are not the
definitive maps for the watershed. If someone can do an analysis to show that property is
outside the watershed, the property wouldn’t be included in the ordinance.

Brenner stated Mr. Isaacson went through that years ago. The analysis was done.
Someone recently changed the boundary of the watershed. Mr. Isaacson deserves to get
that cleared up before the Council votes on it. Don’t make him go through an expensive
and timely process again. Get an answer.

Kershner stated she agrees with speakers who said they need to protect the drinking
water. This County is also trying to preserve farmland. They are paying people who own
farmland for their development rights. The drinking water is just as important as the
farmland. Watershed property owners also need to be compensated. If they pay
compensation to protect the farmland, they should also pay compensation to protect
drinking water. She does not support this ordinance until they can come with a way to pay
property owners, just like they do to protect farmland.

Mann stated he is in favor of a motion to hold, given what Mr. Isaacson has been
through with staff. It’s reasonable to make sure they have identified the exact properties.

Nelson stated he remembers Mr. Isaacson speaking in favor of the moratorium. He
was afraid Mr. Isaacson would lose his ability to use his land, because people would lose
track of why they did the moratorium. The purpose of the moratorium was to develop
regulatory practices for development in the watershed that provides necessary protection.
The County is obligated to the public to have a level playing field. Don’t take away people’s
investments. Regarding cancer from drinking water, they are far from having any type of
treated water that would cause a risk of cancer. There has never been an epidemiological
study on Bellingham water’s potential for providing problems. It's inappropriate to scare
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the public in that way. There are problems with water sources that can cause disease
states, such as cholera and dysentery. There are problems from the cities as well. Don’t
simply say that they should take away a rural property owner’s ability to use their lands as
designated by zoning.

Brenner amended her motion and moved to refer to the Planning and
Development Committee in two weeks or four weeks, depending on Council’s schedule, to
determine if Mr. Isaacson’s parcels are in the watershed.

The motion carried by the following vote:

Ayes: Crawford, Brenner, Knutzen and Mann (4)
Nays: Kershner, Nelson and Weimer (3)
2. ORDINANCE AMENDING THE WHATCOM COUNTY CODE, ON AN INTERIM

BASIS, TO ALLOW FOR A ONE-TIME, TWO YEAR ECONOMIC HARDSHIP
EXTENSION TO LAND USE PERMIT EXPIRATIONS (AB2010-180) (8:26:32 PM)

Crawford opened the public hearing and the following people spoke:

Bob Weisen, 3314 Douglas Road, stated he is in favor of the ordinance. It's fair. A
lot of energy has gone into some of these proposals, but they can’t go forward because of
financing and other things. Help the community.

Lesa Kroontje, Lynden, stated the point of the ordinance is to allow people to
continue with projects as they were at the time they were vested. In many cases, the
projects have already begun to develop their infrastructure. They are allowing people to
continue projects that would have already been complete, but for the economic issues.
Approve the ordinance.

Mann asked if permit applications not yet approved would be included in this
extension. Kroontje stated that if there has already been a determination of completeness
for a project, such as a short plat that has already received a notice of additional
requirements. It applies to anything that’s been submitted, with a deadline.

Bill Henshaw, 2653 North Park Drive, Bellingham, stated he is in favor of the
ordinance. Protect construction and development interests in this county. No financial
downturn has been as financially devastating. People must have an opportunity to realize
their investments. Now, appraisals and financing are problems with any speculative project.
The Council must approve this to protect those investments, developers, and contractors
that make up 20 percent of the economic base in Whatcom County.

Lance Clark, Building Industry Association (BIA) Executive Director, stated he
supports the ordinance. Provide the opportunity for individuals to extend their approved
permits and protect their economic contributions and vesting.

Doug Campbell, Associated Project Consultants, submitted a handout (on file) and
stated he supports the ordinance. He read a list of jurisdictions that have already approved
similar extensions. Requiring someone to start over is an unnecessary burden. Adopt the
ordinance. He suggests a fee of $100 per application to keep track of the extensions.

Whatcom County Council, 5/25/2010, Page 5



CONOUITAWNPE

DISCLAIMER: This document is a draft and is provided as a courtesy. This
document is not to be considered as the final minutes. All information contained
herein is subject to change upon further review and approval by the Whatcom
County Council.

Mann asked if the Ferndale and Bellingham extensions are similar or identical.
Campbell stated none are exactly the same. He described the different extensions.

Roger Almskaar, Land Use Consultant, stated that since the Growth Management Act
(GMA) was implemented, short platting has become much more complicated, costly, and
uncertain. Many people who would benefit from this are small land owners, not big land
developers.

Jack Swanson, 900 Dupont, Bellingham, stated they need this legislation. It may
take longer than two years for lenders to become active again. There is no financing
available right now. The permit process is slow and costly. When the economy improves,
they will need shovel-ready projects, not projects that must repeat the process. Many
jurisdictions have allowed this extension already. The Revised Code of Washington (RCW)
58.17.140 was amended to extend the time limit for long subdivisions from five years to
seven years. Set the fee now, rather than later. He supports a fee of $100 per application.

Joseph Garcia, 11061 Whistler Lane, Glacier, stated he is in favor of the ordinance.
Glacier is one of the poorest communities in Whatcom County. He described his project.
The extension is important to this project.

Wendy Harris, Silver Beach resident, stated she is concerned about this proposed
ordinance. The revised version is shocking. She is concerned about extending vesting
rights to something that has expired. There is no legal basis for allowing that. When
something has expired, it doesn’t exist. She is concerned about authorization for extensions
regarding critical areas ordinances. There are special considerations and federal
requirements that have to be met. It's not something that they can mess with. It's
troubling that every speaker supporting this amendment is in the development community.
They don’t hear people from the public talking about this. These are complicated issues.
It’'s not in their interest. The Washington Supreme Court held that development interests
and due process rights protected by the Vested Right Doctrine come at a cost to the public
interest. A proposed development that does not conform to newly adopted laws is against
the public interest embodied in these laws. The Vested Rights Doctrine is a balance
between private property rights and the public interest. She asked how this ordinance
benefits the public. The ordinance is unclear and sloppy. It seems to apply in shoreline
areas. Provisions don’'t cite where they’ll be placed in one of the four regulations being
amended. It is confusing.

Shane Roth, 3925 E. Connecticut, Bellingham, stated he opposes the ordinance.
They don’t know how much revenue will be lost without the extension. The County
government’s role is not to insulate citizens from the inherent risks associated with real
estate investment. This County can’t afford that role. This sets a bad precedence. The
developers and landowners did not experience this economic hardship alone. The entire
community has suffered the hardship, but the entire community won’'t benefit. The
community will have to take on the added cost of this ordinance, without an accurate
estimate of what that cost would be. He would like to see those calculations.

Chet Dow, 5491 Woodfern Way, Bellingham, stated property rights are a
fundamental, God-given right. Twenty percent of the county’s economy was related to
construction activity, which means jobs. Local government should be more concerned
about jobs that pay a living wage. This ordinance will address the need for jobs, more
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economic development, and a healthier economy in Whatcom County. The public will
benefit from that economic activity. A lot of staff time went into the projects. He asked
why they would go through that again. Staff is already over-burdened.

Hearing no one else, Crawford closed the public hearing. (8:53:22 PM)

Brenner moved to adopt the ordinance. This is an inexpensive way for County
government to show support for jobs and people in the community. They can provide jobs
this way, at the front end, or they will have to provide more services at the other end for
people who are going under. She doesn’t believe they should let people go under because
someone thinks they will apply again. This is a very creative way to show sensitivity and
support. They should have done this sooner.

Mann stated he totally supports the concept. It's fine to allow some extensions.
They heard comments about the cost to the community for doing this. He doesn’t see what
a lot of costs would be, other than lost permit fees the second time around, which doesn’t
feel that fair. He is in the real estate business. He owns properties and fixes them up. He
risks his money. He stopped acquiring properties and taking out highly leveraged loans
three years ago, because he could see this coming. He’s not approving this because it
protects the developers. That’s not their role. Having 20 percent of their economy wrapped
up in the building and development industry wasn’t sustainable. They aren’t ever going to
see those levels again. His real concern is about the amendments made the last couple of
weeks. He needs rationale about the dates in the amendments. It seems overly broad to
go back to January 1, 2009. He can’t support the ordinance without the rationale behind
the dates in the recent amendments.

Crawford stated the market began to collapse September 2007. By January 2007,
the secondary financing market for unconstructed land evaporated. They could have gone
back further than January 1, 2009. The draft ordinance was not retroactive to the current
economic situation. The dates are based on the current economic crisis. It is a little bit
arbitrary.

Mann asked if that encompasses permits that may have been issued as far back as
2004 through 2006. That goes back really far.

Crawford stated they are aware of the situations of larger developers, but it has
trickled down affect every landowners access to financing.

Nelson asked about fees.

Tyler Schroeder, Planning and Development Services Department, stated that either
the Council can establish an appropriate fee, or the Department can use the applicable fee
for an extension in the Unified Fee Schedule. An extension generally takes from one to
three hours.

Weimer stated it makes sense in this economic downturn to help people who have
already paid their money to keep things alive. Other jurisdictions have done a lot more
analysis of what they’re getting. He asked how many projects are involved. Schroeder
stated they haven’t done that review. This is an interim ordinance. That analysis would be
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done once it is scheduled before the Planning Commission in August to make the ordinance
permanent.

Weimer stated he would also like to know where these permits are. Extending some
of these projects may not be good for the public benefit, if they are in lands they are trying
to protect or in the watershed. He wouldn’t want people to divide lands in the rural study
areas, and then have to try and buy back those development rights. Schroeder stated he
doesn’t have that information at this point. They may go through that identification process
through the Planning Commission process.

Weimer asked if they agree that this does not apply to critical areas within shoreline
jurisdictions, according to the State Department of Ecology. Schroeder stated critical area
assessment reports have a five year timeframe. They are extending that by two years for
critical area assessment reports. He hasn’t reviewed Barry Wenger’s email about shoreline
jurisdiction. Other than the critical area assessment report, this ordinance does not talk
about shoreline jurisdiction or any timeframes associated with shoreline permits. The State
law determines those timeframes.

Weimer stated he is in favor of this, but will vote against it until they get answers to
these questions. He moved to hold in Planning and Development Committee until the
Council receives answers to these questions.

The motion to refer to the Planning and Development Committee failed by the
following vote:

Ayes: Weimer, Mann and Brenner (3)

Nays: Knutzen, Crawford, Nelson and Kershner (4)

The motion to adopt the ordinance carried by the following vote:

Ayes: Nelson, Crawford, Brenner, Knutzen, Mann and Kershner (6)
Nays: Weimer (1)
3. ORDINANCE AMENDING WHATCOM COUNTY CODE, TITLE 20, TO CLARIFY

AND REVISE THE DEFINITION AND STANDARDS OF HOME OCCUPATIONS
(AB2010-047) (REVISED VERSION) (9:11:05 PM)

Brenner stated there was an article in the Bellingham Herald. The reporter will make
clarifications. This Council has eased regulations with home occupations, not made them
stricter, as appeared in the newspaper. The Council identified the lesser impacting types of
cottage industries and determined that people no longer need permits.

Crawford opened the public hearing and the following people spoke:

Bob Wiesen, 3314 Douglas Road, Ferndale, stated this is a great improvement, but
needs clarification. On Council packet page 216, section 2.84.150(A)(6)(2), define
adequate screening. In section 2.84.150(A)(9), e-commerce sales is still questionable,
given the other wording. Add a new sentence, “Off site and e-commerce sales will be
allowed.” In section 2.84.150(A)(11), it says that storing building materials for other
properties is prohibited. Remove that restriction.
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Gina Brester, Ferndale, stated she is concerned about vehicle requirements and
storing building materials for other properties. Her husband is a contractor. Their property
is not littered, but they don’t qualify for home occupation under these restrictions. They
have a considerable investment in their property for their business. Allowing only two
vehicles on four and a half acres isn’'t many.

Ron Roosma, 4977 Wahl Road, stated allow a contractor to store materials on-site.
Contractors need to be able to store form boards, or a sewer contractor needs pipes. The
regulation could designate a specifically-sized area, such as 20 feet by 20 feet or 40 feet by
40 feet, for that storage use.

Tom Pullar, 2499 E. Smith Road, stated allow one or more vehicles on five acres or
less. They’re all out there trying to make a living. This regulation makes it difficult. He
can’t afford the cottage industry. Work with the small business owners.

Kathleen Watkins, 983 Old Samish Way, Bellingham, stated they own equipment and
trucks. She explained the history of her family’s business. People are working hard and the
County is making it hard.

Brad Bytnar, 2607 Lochcarron Drive, Ferndale, stated he is considering purchasing a
home based business. He asked if a home-based business can still be run out of a location
if it’'s been sold to another party.

Crawford stated the Code has to do with use. It’s not a business licensing issue.

Levy Nyberg, 1816 Harksell Road, Ferndale, stated he is a small contractor with
three pieces of equipment. He asked the definition of a vehicle. He is also concerned about
vehicle storage outside of a required setback and screening and materials storage. It
doesn’t make sense that he can’t keep the tools of his trade on his property.

Peter Len, 2606 Haynie Road, Custer, stated he does automotive fabrication
metalwork. This regulation legislates him out of being able to do business at home. He’s
paid taxes and lived in the county since 1991. He wants to continue his business, support
his family, and be in compliance.

Hearing no one else, Crawford closed the public hearing. (9:32:28 PM)

Brenner moved to adopt the ordinance. She didn’t want the language about
storage of materials.

Knutzen stated this has been frustrating. They took up this ordinance originally and
tried to make it more friendly for small businesses. He thanked those who helped with that
process. It's frustrating that they’ve been dealing with this for a long time. Don’t put it
back in committee. With the help of staff, he hopes to make minor changes tonight and
adopt the ordinance.

Nelson asked why the regulation limits the number of vehicles if there are screening
requirements. Eliminate subsection (6)(1) on Council packet page 216.
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Kershner moved to amend to delete completely 2.84.150(A)(6, 9-12). Don't
regulate home occupations to this extent. Make it as simple as possible for the owners of
home occupations. They could continue to prohibit mortuaries and funeral homes as home
occupations. Otherwise, be reasonable.

Nelson stated hold this in committee and work on it during a work session.

Brenner stated she is against the motion to amend. Because of the way the Code is
written, they have to include the minutia. If something isn’t specifically included, it’s
prohibited. Removing language doesn’t automatically allow uses. They are trying to
improve on something that is already there. The real issue is to go back through Title 20
that prohibits anything not specifically stated in the Code.

Mann stated he was shocked by the newspaper article. They attempted to make the
regulation less restrictive. The reason for rules like this is to be able to deal with the people
who aren’t clean and respectable, unlike the audience members. The Council also received
emails from people who had neighbors of these businesses. People don’'t need a permit for
a home occupation.

Sam Ryan, Interim Planning and Development Services Department Director, stated
a land use permit is not required.

Mann stated that if a person doesn’t qualify as a home occupation, then the next
step is a cottage industry, which has two layers. After that, the next step is a conditional
use permit, depending on the impact of the use. The County is not trying to run people out
of business. It is reasonable to outline some restrictions for operations that don’t require
any land use permit or oversight. That may be annoying to a business owner, but they also
hear from the neighbors about high impact uses. They can tweak the number of allowed
stored vehicles and building materials storage. He also has problems with subsection (9) on
Council packet page 216. However, Councilmember Kershner’s proposal goes too far.

Nelson stated he is against the motion. There are things they could tweak. Use
what'’s required to protect the property owners next to the business and the business itself.
The primary use is as a home, not an industry. He doesn’t want to tweak this now to try
and make everything legal within an accessory use. He understands the concerns, and they
can work on those things.

Knutzen stated he would take this back in the Planning and Development Committee.
They did not start from scratch on this. They are not trying to put people out of business.
If people are noncompliant, they were noncompliant before the Council started working on
this. The thresholds for vehicle numbers, vehicle weight limits, and acreage were lower.

Kershner stated she would withdraw her motion if it goes back into committee.
Item (8) on Council packet page 216 stated the elements that need to be worked around.

Crawford stated look at the items that were struck out on Council packet page 217.
That was the existing Code. Staff came forward with this ordinance and asked for more
clarification.

Knutzen moved to hold in committee.
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The motion carried by the following vote:
Ayes: Nelson, Crawford, Brenner, Weimer, Knutzen, Mann and Kershner (7)
Nays: None (0)

CONSENT AGENDA

Mann reported for the Finance and Administrative Services Committee and moved
to approve Consent Agenda items one through three.

The motion carried by the following vote:

Ayes: Nelson, Crawford, Brenner, Weimer, Knutzen, Mann and Kershner (7)
Nays: None (0)
1. REQUEST APPROVAL FOR THE COUNTY EXECUTIVE TO ENTER INTO A GRANT

AGREEMENT BETWEEN WHATCOM COUNTY SHERIFF’S OFFICE DIVISION OF
EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AND WASHINGTON STATE MILITARY
DEPARTMENT FOR GRANT FUNDING TO SUPPLEMENT EMERGENCY
MANAGEMENT OPERATING BUDGET, IN THE AMOUNT OF $55,358 (AB2010-
220)

2. REQUEST APPROVAL FOR THE COUNTY EXECUTIVE TO ENTER INTO A
CONTRACT BETWEEN WHATCOM COUNTY AND KINGWORKS CONSULTING
ENGINEERS FOR DESIGN AND ENGINEERING SERVICES FOR SILVER LAKE
PARK DAY LODGE RENOVATIONS, IN THE AMOUNT OF $22,940 (AB2010-
221)

3. RESOLUTION AMENDING CRP NO. 909009 AND APPROVAL FOR THE COUNTY
EXECUTIVE TO AWARD A CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT FOR “RUTSATZ ROAD
REPAIR” TO LOW BIDDER TRIMAXX CONSTRUCTION, INC., IN THE AMOUNT
OF $161,093 (AB2010-222)

OTHER ITEMS

1. RESOLUTION AFFIRMING THE PDR OVERSIGHT COMMITTEE RANKING AND
AUTHORIZING THE COUNTY EXECUTIVE AND PDR ADMINISTRATOR TO
PROCEED WITH THE ACQUISITION PROCESS FOR ROUND 8 APPLICATIONS
(AB2010-215)

Weimer reported for the Natural Resources Committee and moved to approve the
resolution.

Crawford stated he will vote for this, however the County must extract itself from
financially supporting purchases of development rights (PDR’s) to a great degree. He’'s
interested in other programs from other jurisdictions. They have decided to do this
program, and he will support it to the degree they have so far. It's another programmatic
step in that program. In the long term, extract the County from this great expense.
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The motion carried by the following vote:

Ayes: Nelson, Crawford, Brenner, Weimer, Knutzen, Mann and Kershner (7)
Nays: None (0)
2. ORDINANCE AMENDING THE 2010 WHATCOM COUNTY BUDGET, TENTH

REQUEST, IN THE AMOUNT OF $556,762 (AB2010-213)

Mann reported for the Finance and Administrative Services Committee and moved
to adopt the substitute ordinance, which does not include funds for firefighter training, in a
total amended amount of $161,700.

The motion carried by the following vote:

Ayes: Nelson, Crawford, Brenner, Weimer, Knutzen, Mann and Kershner (7)
Nays: None (0)
3. REQUEST AUTHORIZATION FOR THE COUNTY EXECUTIVE TO ENTER INTO AN

AGREEMENT WITH THE CITY OF BELLINGHAM AND THE OESER COMPANY
FOR CLEAN UP OF CONTAMINATED MATERIALS IN LITTLE SQUALICUM PARK
(AB2010-219)

Mann reported for the Finance and Administrative Services Committee and moved
to approve the request.

The motion carried by the following vote:

Ayes: Nelson, Crawford, Brenner, Weimer, Knutzen, Mann and Kershner (7)
Nays: None (0)

INTRODUCTION ITEMS

Crawford moved to accept the Introduction Items.

The motion carried by the following vote:

Ayes: Nelson, Crawford, Brenner, Weimer, Knutzen, Mann and Kershner (7)
Nays: None (0)
1. ORDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE 2009-071, THE OFFICIAL WHATCOM

COUNTY ZONING MAP, AND COUNTY COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AND MAPS, TO
IMPLEMENT CHANGES RELATED TO COMPLETION OF THE 10-YEAR REVIEW
OF THE URBAN GROWTH AREAS REQUIRED UNDER THE GROWTH
MANAGEMENT ACT, SPECIFICALLY THE URBAN GROWTH AREAS OF BIRCH
BAY, FERNDALE, NOOKSACK, AND SUMAS (AB2010-054C) (ordinance
revised to include a change to Map UGA 4a for a parcel of land located along
Portal Way)

2. ORDINANCE AMENDING THE 2010 WHATCOM COUNTY BUDGET, ELEVENTH
REQUEST, IN THE AMOUNT OF $445,062 (AB2010-223)

OTHER BUSINESS
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There was no other business.

REPORTS AND OTHER ITEMS FROM COUNCILMEMBERS

Knutzen thanked Councilmember Brenner for inviting him to the salmon festival at
the Lummi Nation.

Brenner stated Public Works Assistant Director John Hutchings was recognized at
that ceremony.

Nelson asked everyone to honor fallen military this Memorial Day.

Pete Kremen, County Executive, invited all to attend a ceremony at 3 p.m. on June 1
to unveil Aaron Aamot’s name on the courthouse memorial wall.
ADJOURN

The meeting adjourned at 9:59 p.m.

Jill Nixon, Minutes Transcription

The Council approved these minutes on , 2010.

ATTEST: WHATCOM COUNTY COUNCIL
WHATCOM COUNTY, WASHINGTON

Dana Brown-Davis, Council Clerk Sam Crawford, Council Chair
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WHATCOM COUNTY COUNCIL
Board of Health

June 1, 2010

CALL TO ORDER

Council Chair Sam Crawford called the meeting to order at 10:30 a.m. in the Council
Chambers, 311 Grand Avenue, Bellingham, Washington.

ROLL CALL

Present: Barbara Brenner, Sam Crawford, Kathy Kershner, Bill Knutzen, Ken Mann,
L. Ward Nelson and Carl Weimer
Absent: None

1. PUBLIC SESSION
No one spoke.
2. PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICES PRIORITIZATION

Regina Delahunt, Health Department Director, stated she wants to focus today on
how the Board envisions the Health Department operating over the next period of time.
She hopes to do business differently.

Brenner stated there is a lot of subjective political terminology instead of public
health terms in the packet. She’s very upset about it. She asked who wrote the
documents.

Crawford stated they will discuss that after Ms. Delahunt’s introduction.

Delahunt asked for direction on how they do their work in the future. They would
like to work differently.

Crawford referenced packet page 18, and asked if the Board should take votes on
the items on page 18. Delahunt stated the Advisory Board made recommendations on the
items on page 18 and how they feel the department should consider providing those
services in the future. She submitted the information (on file). She would first like to talk
about the systems-level approach to things.

The strategic plan talks about how they do what they do in the community, not what

they do. They would like to incorporate the three strategies on packet page three into
everything they do. She described the three strategies.
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The main item to focus on it the second strategy of creating a system-level change.
There are examples of how to apply this strategy in the Human Services Division of the
Health Department.

Ann Deacon, Health Department, stated they try to leverage as many resources as
possible, due to budget cuts. They are reconsidering the role in the community, which is to
build capacity in the community. Three examples of working with community partners to
build a comprehensive system in the community include the triage center, housing program,
and sales tax funding programs. She described the three examples. They want to leverage
more than just County resources and partner with other jurisdictions and agencies to build
capacity within the community. Through partnership building and relationships, they can
build a capacity that wouldn’t exist if the Health Department tried to do everything.

Delahunt stated there are many areas in the Community Health Division to apply
these principles. There are examples of where they have tried to do some of these things
in this division. Programs would look different if they moved in that direction.

Astrid Newell, Health Department, state the Community Health Division is trying to
do systems-level health care in areas including tobacco prevention (10:49:39 AM),
breastfeeding promotion, and the program for children with special healthcare needs. They
must coordinate with community partners to provide direct services, so the Health
Department can focus on making sure those services exist for the community, rather than
providing direct services. They struggle with staff capacity.

Delahunt stated they have minimal or almost no staffing for some of these programs
because they’ve lost so many public health nurses. The nurses still remaining with the
County have been moved to other programs that provide required direct services. Now,
they’re not doing a good job with direct services in those areas, and they are doing a poor
job with the community coordination and policy level and systems level change that they
need to focus on. (10:53:53 AM)

Brenner stated she cares about public health and helping those who are having a
harder time. The entire packet includes subjective political terminology, not public health
terminology. For example, the packet includes a term “social justice.” The definition looks
like the definition of socialism. There is too much subjective terminology. Use the term
“mental illness” instead of “mental health.” Deal with the problem, not with the health.
Certain groups use the term “social justice,” which sounds exclusive and causes others to be
concerned.

Delahunt stated they are going to see these terms in much of what they’'ve been
discussing in public health. Over the last three to five years, this has been the direction
where people in public health are looking. They are looking at the basic causes of issues,
such as poverty and lack of education. Public health is going in the direction of addressing
those basic causes rather than chasing diseases.

Brenner stated “social justice” is a partisan comment by certain groups. She doesn’t
understand what it means, but she understands what “public health” means. Therefore, she
feels left out. It's another instance of using politically correct terms rather than talking
about what is really wrong.
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Delahunt stated they intended for the term to mean they are all-inclusive.

Crawford stated they all understand what they intend. However, folks in the
community could read a lot into this. This phrase is creeping into the public health
discussion, and it's a fact they have to deal with.

Brenner stated government must acknowledge and respect mental iliness, not hide it
under other terms.

Mann stated he agrees that the definition of social justice hasn’t anything to do with
health in the draft plan, but he understands the intent.

Knutzen stated he also understands the intent of the term. He asked if there is any
problem with religious affiliations when choosing community partners to work with.
Delahunt stated they work with different faith organizations.

Knutzen asked if those partners would have access to the County database.
Delahunt stated they would. They're making it easier for those partners to obtain Health
Department information, and want to spend more time analyzing the data to pinpoint
necessary improvements. They can make a better public health system in the community
than what currently exists by doing their work in a different way. They’re not trying to
eliminate programs.

Nelson asked how many homeless are in Whatcom County. Deacon stated the
annual point-of-time count in January was 1,300. The chronically homeless population has
been cut by one-third in the last two years.

Nelson asked if the homeless population has not changed. Deacon stated it has
changed. They have become better and finding people to count. The count the previous
year was also about 1,300.

Nelson stated they have an increased tax to eliminate the homeless problem. No
matter how much they spend, homeless is an issue that will always be with them. Deacon
stated Clallam County has almost gotten to almost zero homeless with their programs.
Whatcom County is paralleling some of those programs. The economy slowed their
progress and challenged numbers. However, programs are in place.

Nelson asked to evaluate dollar effectiveness in programmatic results. He’d like to
see the details of how they are spending the dollars and the result of those expenditures.
Deacon stated she can make a presentation on a future agenda.

Nelson asked for more information about how they determine the needs of the
stakeholders, based on a larger and broader infrastructure, without becoming chaotic.
Deacon stated one example is their partnership with the school districts. She described
partnerships with school districts for mental health services.

Nelson stated he has no problem using a broader infrastructure, as long as there is
monitoring of efforts. Put this in the Health Committee to discuss this more in-depth.
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Delahunt stated quality assurance is part of the systems approach of public health.
Their job is to make sure services delivered are quality, make a difference, and are what
people in the community really need.

Nelson stated don’t get so expansive that they don’t have enough personnel to make
sure they get results. Delahunt stated that is factored into the systems approach.

Deacon stated program and outcome monitoring is part of any contract with a
partner.

Nelson stated he would like more information on how that’s done. He asked about
how they determine and implement the policies to control behavior. Newell stated they are
working also with the hospital, City, and other policy makers in addition to the Board of
Health. The Advisory Committee will vet policy plans for the Board of Health.

Delahunt stated they aren’t talking just about public policy. They are also talking
about educating school districts, for example, on creating policies for the school districts.

Nelson stated they are talking about comprehensive health planning so they all agree
on what’s happening in the community. Some of this is beginning to get disjointed. They
have to be done comprehensively. This needs to go to the Health Committee to review
what the Health Department is doing. The Board members will get concerned about the
Department developing policies to control behaviors. He is interested in determining issues
of public health, not social justice. (11:23:27 AM)

Knutzen asked about partnering with school districts to provide lockers to the
homeless community.

Brenner asked if the school districts pay the true cost of programs with the Health
Department. Delahunt stated there are no contracts where the districts pay the County.

Brenner stated do what they’re doing with the school districts already, but the
County should only agree to pay the costs of district programs if the districts agree to
ensure that their school meals are healthy.

Some of the values listed in the packet should be changed. Regarding the integrity
value, they should say they strive to do their best, not the right thing. Regarding the
positive work environment, change the word “enjoyment” to “satisfaction.” Also, they can
strive for mental health and chemical non-dependency. She made other suggestions
(11:28:38 AM) When addressing problems, those problems should be clearly stated.

Mann asked how many homeless are repeat customers. He asked if there is
turnover. Deacon described the homeless services. Once housed, it’s rare for someone to
come back into the system.

Mann asked if the border situation is one of the reasons for the homeless population.

Deacon stated the homeless population has changed. The count is misleading because
they’'ve become more adept at counting.
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Mann asked if there is a circumstances in Whatcom County that give them a fresh
supply of homeless people. Deacon stated folks the Health Department serves can’t be
transient who arrived in Whatcom County recently. They have guidelines about who the
County services, which include people who have been homeless here for a very long time or
who were residents here and lost housing.

Delahunt stated a big part of the program is preventing homelessness.

Knutzen asked if they work with Washington State University (WSU) Cooperative
Extension on school nutrition, and how effective that program is. Newell stated they work
with WSU Extension, but she can’'t say how effective their program is.

Brenner stated many people are turned away at the border, and Whatcom County is
the end of the line for them. Border counties tend to have that problem. That population
needs to be acknowledged. The State and federal government must acknowledge that
Whatcom County has problems different from other counties.

Nelson stated have a discussion on maintaining the protection for all in addition to
vulnerable populations. Don’t lose the focus of what public health is. Delahunt stated she
agrees to look at the population as a whole, including the most vulnerable.

Nelson stated discuss what they do and don’t want to do at this time, but schedule it
before the Health Committee.

Crawford stated schedule a discussion with the Health Committee on the future role
of the Health Department in the community, based upon strategic goals.

Chris Phillips, Public Health Advisory Board Chair, stated the Public Health Advisory
Board is committed. The Advisory Board affirms this strategic direction toward a systems
approach. Given the budget crisis, there is opportunity to affirm the system direction. He
referenced and read from the handout of the Public Health Advisory Board recommendations
(on file).

Crawford asked if this is driven by money. Delahunt stated it is partially about
money, and partially about transitioning to a systems approach.

Crawford asked why they feel that someone else can provide a service more cost-
effectively than the Health Department. Phillips stated there is some duplication of existing
services. If a service is provided well in the community, the Health Department doesn’t
need to duplicate the service.

Mann stated all the community agencies are suffering budget crises. He asked how
the community can pick up the services that the County drops. This puts a lot on the belief
that someone else will pick up the slack. Phillips stated if the County doesn’t provide the
service, the clients will shift to the private providers, and their financial situation will
improve. They are Medicaid services.

Delahunt stated they aren’t planning to do anything that will have a negative impact
on the community. They are meeting with these providers. Also, they are exploring the
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ways to make the system better. The State will meet with community providers about
improving the system. They don’t want to make things worse.

Brenner stated the Health Committee should discuss these issues. She asked how
they can do something different about Group A and B drinking water sanitation.

Delahunt stated the State Department of Health is responsible for those systems,
and they can provide that service.

Crawford asked if this discussion is in the context of work done in 2011. Delahunt
stated it is. They're just looking for agreement on the broad direction the Health
Department is going.

Nelson stated be careful about targeting public health programs. The Board’s
responsibility is not administrative. It's about policy. Develop policies so the administration
can make a recommendation on programs. Don’t try to go through an incorrect process.
He asked how the essential projects are deemed essential. Phillips stated they had
conversations with staff, made a recommendation, and considered the possibility for
community engagement.

Nelson asked if system leverage means there will be evaluation of the results or just
that they will control the contracts. Phillips stated the Advisory Board assumes there will be
measures tied to goals.

(12:01:23 PM)

Nelson stated have more dialog on this. He is interested in the policies they can
make regarding better-managing finances overall. They need to have a clearer
understanding of the relationship of the Board of Health to provide guidance to
administration.

Kershner stated she fully supports allowing community providers to do the programs
just as well, with more capacity. She likes this direction. She supports moving forward
with finding that capacity in the community. It costs about twice as much for government
to provide the service as it does for the community to provide it.

Crawford asked if they’'ve done a financial analysis on moving certain programs to
the community providers. Delahunt stated they haven’t. They wouldn’t eliminate all
staffing associated with a program, because they would still do system-level work.

Crawford asked that the Health Committee look at the Maternal Child Health,
Children with Special Needs, and Women, Infant, and Children (WIC) programs when it
meets in two weeks.

Brenner asked for a list of potential community partners in these areas that are
recommended for modification or elimination.

Crawford stated the Board members seem to agree to give the Health Department

direction to continue to work on these programs and this systems approach, and discuss it
further in the Health Committee.
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Nelson stated they must first keep in mind that they’re developing policies to help
the administration make determinations for recommendations. Second, the goal for the
Health Department is to decide how they work on public health for the entire community.
Third, define the relationship of the Health Board, administration, Public Health Advisory
Board, and County Council. This process today is very important. Don’t attack specific
programs.

Brenner stated this is overwhelming. Councilmembers should attend the Health
Committee meeting.

Weimer stated he is comfortable with the direction. Develop measures to ensure
that people don’t fall through the cracks.

Mann stated it’'s fine to move toward a systems approach. He has concerns with WIC
and maternity support services.

Knutzen stated he agrees with moving forward with the systems strategy.
3. ONSITE SEPTIC ENFORCEMENT (12:15:30 PM)

John Wolpers, Health Department, stated they have strengthened education efforts
and reviewed the reasons behind the time limits. The homeowner classes have been very
successful. Most people seem to enjoy and understand the class. The County has been
awarded $1.5 million for the homeowner low interest loan program.

Brenner stated she is very pleased with the tone of the draft letters provided in the
packet.

Nelson stated neither letter he received indicated which class he should attend. Also,
the class schedule was not included in the letter. Have a regular class schedule that they
can include in the letter. He asked what is in the class that will benefit him as a
homeowner. Wolpers described the topics discussed in the class.

Nelson stated provide more specifics about and justification for the purpose of the
class.

Knutzen stated explain the necessity for the Glendon system and why it's so
proprietary that most contractors in the county can’t service or install it. Delahunt stated
staff will put together a fact sheet about Glendon systems.

Crawford asked for a presentation on the systems in the Council Public Works and
Safety Committee or the Health Committee.

Delahunt stated they also must come up with a process for people who really can’t

afford to take the class or do an inspection.

ADJOURN

Board of Health, 6/1/2010, Page 7



CONOUITAWNPE

DISCLAIMER: This document is a draft and is provided as a courtesy. This
document is not to be considered as the final minutes. All information contained
herein is subject to change upon further review and approval by the Whatcom
County Council.

The meeting adjourned at 12:26 p.m.

Jill Nixon, Minutes Transcription

The Council approved these minutes on , 2010.

ATTEST: WHATCOM COUNTY COUNCIL
WHATCOM COUNTY, WASHINGTON

Dana Brown-Davis, Council Clerk Sam Crawford, Council Chair

Board of Health, 6/1/2010, Page 8



WHATCOM COUNTY COUNCIL AGENDA BILL NO. 2010 — 242

CLEARANCES Initial Date Date Received in Council Office Agenda Date Assigned to:

.- 6/4/2010 6/22/2010 | Council
Originator:

Division Head:

Dept. Head:

Prosecutor:

Purchasing/Budget:

Executive:

TITLE OF DOCUMENT:

~ Appointment to fill vacancy on Solid Waste Advisory Committee Pete Edwards

ATTACHMENTS:
Application

SEPA review required? ( ) Yes ( ) NO | Should Clerk schedule a hearing ?  ( )Yes ( X ) NO
SEPA review completed? ( ) Yes ( ) NO | Requested Date:

SUMMARY STATEMENT OR LEGAL NOTICE LANGUAGE: (If this item is an ordinance or requires a public

hearing, you must provide the language for use in the required public notice. Be specific and cite RCW or WCC as appropriate.
Be clear in explaining the intent of the action.)

Applicant. Pete Edwards. The Solid Waste Advisory Board has 4 Vacancies - 1 representing Citizen group,1 representing Business/Industry.group
1 representing Solid Waste Disposal Facility, 1 representing Public Interest Group. No two representatives can be from the same company or public
interest group. This committee provides ongoing public input and advice to Whatcom County on solid waste management issues. Three year term.

COMMITTEE ACTION: COUNCIL ACTION:
Related County Contract #: Related File Numbers: Ordinance or Resolution
Number:

Please Note: Once adopted and signed, ordinances and resolutions are available for viewing and printing
on the County’s website at: www.co.whatcom.wa.us/council.




dated Wosto /chs/OOM/[/‘ ApLer0 Ty 7

COUNCILMEMBERS:

/ -d’ ; . Barbara E. Brenner
W ﬁ 76//6 Sam Crawford

PETE KREMEN
County Executive

RECEIVED

Kathy Kershner
. . Bill Knutzen_
-~ JUN:-4 2010 L Wal:anzllzgg
Carl Weimer
WHATCOM COUNTY
COUNCIL

APPLICATION FOR APPOINTMENT TO WHATCOM COUNTY BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS

Name of board or committee-please éee reverse: So/ip LIASTE ApvisolY Commitise (Stodc )

Which position on this board are you applying for (if applicable)? AsTEdiﬂ L z e ST20Y, O L:&L
,E E :\ a/ , <S - 22 e
Which Council district do you reside in? ( ) One ( ) Two o ( Tr?#eee po J

Are you a US citizen? | (}Q ves ( )no Are you a registered voter? () yes ( )no
Name: _{Zte Epwnrros Date: 4/-26-/0

Street Address: _ 62 0¢f Cascups _pe.

City: FECMNOME. . - .. . L Zip Code: 7824 %
Mailing Address (if different from street address):

Day Telephone: _ 28%- o/t Evening Telephone: _ 3/ -(22 &

Fax Number: _ 2 §4- 0873 _E-mail address: Fete ® 2Ds Pisposnl .conn

Occupation (If retired, please indicate former occupation): 724wsFer stqfior C;IM .

Professional/Community Activities:

Education: //rg,lq scloof ; ggsrié'ﬂ Ca//ég& L LiFE

Qualifications réfated to position: SE@EMA MAM%&/L of Ztayc (z';ug —

Describe why you are interested in serving on this board or commission: ol el (ke To Have

He oia(por%uuﬁ;y +eo (Qgﬁl‘l‘?‘cilpmfe ON__ o comm i Tlge a@'ﬂfd‘?ﬁ: t+le

botinge  of +he busingse feeld = wople W

Do you or your spouse have a financial interest in or are you an employee or officer of any business or
agency that does business with Whatcom County? (¢ yes. ( )no

If yes, please explain: 3&/(Q 1 /ASTE bﬂ_&u&.ﬁﬂ” 1o RDS

References (please include name and daytime telephone number): LuRRY Mcéﬂﬂfélﬁ
(z60) 739 - 4343

Signature of applicant: %@Qﬁw CQ/J-

As a candidate to a public board or commission, the above information will be available to
the County Council, County Executive, and the public.




WHATCOM COUNTY COUNCIL AGENDA BILL NO. __2010-256

CLEARANCES Initial Date Date Received in Council Office Agenda Date Assigned to:
Originator: SM &/14/10 R E @ E ” v E D June 22, 2010 Council
Division Head: »

JUN 15 2010
Dept. Head:
Prosecutor: W H ATC O IV! C 0 U NTY
COUNCIL
Purchasing/Budget:
Executive: 4)’2 lg“\ L)" ’ 0

TITLE OF DOCUMENT: Appointment to the Marine Resources Committee.

ATTACHMENTS: Application for Appointment

SEPA review required? ( ) Yes ( ) NO | Should Clerk schedule a hearing ?  ( ) Yes ( ) NO
SEPA review completed? ( ) Yes ( ) NO | Requested Date:

SUMMARY STATEMENT OR LEGAL NOTICE LANGUAGE: (If this item is an ordinance or requires a public

hearing, you must provide the language for use in the required public notice. Be specific and cite RCW or WCC as appropriate.
Be clear in explaining the intent of the action.)

County Executive Pete Kremen requests the confirmation of his appointment of Atina Casas
to the Whatcom County Marine Resources Committee.

COMMITTEE ACTION: COUNCIL ACTION:

Related County Contract #: Related File Numbers: Ordinance or Resolution
Number:

Please Note: Once adopted and signed, ordinances and resolutions are available for viewing and printing
on the County’s website at: www.co.whatcom.wa.us/council.




PETE KREMEN
County Executive

. COUNCILMEMBERS:
RECEIVED  =rprove
Kathy Kershner

JUN 2- 2010 Bill Knutzen

Ken Mann
L. Ward Nelson

PETE KREMEN Carl Weimer
COUNTY EXECUTIVE

APPLICATION FOR APPOINTMENT TO WHATCOM COUNTY BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS

Name of board or committee-please see reverse: Marine Resources Committee

Which position on this board are you applying for (if applicable)? Relevant Scientific Expertisex
Which Council district do you reside in? ( ) One (%) Two ( ) Three

Are you a US citizen? (x)yes ( )no Are you a registered voter? (x)yes ( )no

*Fulfill remainder of Mark Herrenkohl's term

Name: Atina Casas . Date: 5/28/10

Street Address: _2724 Niagara Street - _
City: Bellingham . Zip Code: 98226

Mailing Address (if different from street address):
Day Telephone: _(360) 715-7450 _Evening Telephone: (360) 933-1615

Fax Number: E-mail address: atinazeke@msn.com

Occupation (If retired, please indicate former occupation): Senior Planner-Biologist

Professional/Community Activities: Obtain environmental permits for Whatcom County road,

maintenance, and stormwater projects. Assist with water quality and MRC projects.

Education: M.S. Fishery and Aquatic Sciences; B.A. Biology

Qualifications related to position: Environmental assessmentsg, project management,

chemical/biological monitoring, data collection/evaluation, technical writing.

Describe why you are interested in serving on this board or commission: I support the mission

of the MRC and want to participate in efforts that protect and restore our local

marine environment.
Do you or your spouse have a financial interest in or are you an employee or officer of any business or

agency that does business with Whatcom County? ( ) yes (%) no
If yes, please explain:

References (please include name and daytime telephone number): Mark Herrenkohl

(360)319-0721

. 1
Signature of applicant: a\)bl Ao WM

As a candidate to a public board or commission, the above information will be available to
the County Council, County Executive, and the public.




WHATCOM COUNTY COUNCIL AGENDA BILL NO. 2010 — 243

CLEARANCES Initial Date Date Received in Council Office Agenda Date Assigned to:
- . 6/15/2010 6/22/2010 | Council
Originator. ) R E @ E ” v E D
Division Head:
Dept. Head: %%& (o-1D-j0 JUN ' l' 2010
Prosecutor: : WHATCOM COUNTY
Purchasing/Budget: C O U N C I L
Executive: .
TITLE OF DOCUMENT:

Resolution in support of continuing multi-agency coordination center

ATTACHMENTS:

SEPA review required? ( ) Yes ( ) NO | Should Clerk schedule a hearing ?  ( ) Yes ( ) NO
SEPA review completed? ( ) Yes ( ) NO | Requested Date:

SUMMARY STATEMENT OR LEGAL NOTICE LANGUAGE: (If this item is an ordinance or requires a public -

hearing, you must provide the language for use in the required public notice. Be specific and cite RCW or WCC as appropriate.
Be clear in explaining the intent of the action.) '

Resolution in support of continuing muiti-agency coordination center

COMMITTEE ACTION: COUNCIL ACTION:
Related County Contract #: Related File Numbers: Ordinance or Resolution
Number:

Please Note: Once adopted and signed, ordinances and resolutions are available for viewing and printing
on the County’s website at: www.co.whatcom.wa.us/council.




SPONSORED BY: Consent
PROPOSED BY: Consent
INTRODUCTION DATE: June 22, 2010

RESOLUTION NO.

IN SUPPORT OF CONTINUING THE
MULTI-AGENCY COORDINATION CENTER IN WHATCOM COUNTY

WHEREAS, Whatcom County shares a land and maritime border with
Canada, necessitating mutual cooperation and coordination among local, state,
tribal, federal and foreign government agencies with regard to preventing and
controlling border-related criminal activity, terrorism, public health matters and
other emergency management issues; and

WHEREAS, Whatcom County is home to numerous strategic assets and
critical infrastructure vital to the economic well-being and security of our state and
nation; and

WHEREAS, Whatcom County has experienced border-related incidents and
events of local and national significance and regularly provides assets to support
the Department of Homeland Security and other federal agencies in furtherance of
their mission of securing the international border and preventing terrorism; and

WHEREAS, there exists a high level of inter-agency cooperation and support
among municipal, tribal, county, state and federal agencies; and

WHEREAS, there is a need for effective coordination and communication
among all public safety and government agencies as well as private-sector
partners; and

WHEREAS, significant funding and resources have been dedicated to the
establishment of a coordination center supporting law enforcement, emergency
management and national security operations within Whatcom County; and

WHEREAS, the “"2010 Olympics Coordination Center” was successful in its
mission of synchronizing federal, tribal, state, local and Canadian Security Partners
in providing a safe, secure Washington State and northern border region in
conjunction with the 2009 World Police & Fire Games and 2010 Olympics &
Paralympics Games; and

WHEREAS, the 2010 Olympics Coordination Center was described by
officials of the Department of Homeland Security as a “model of cooperation” for
local, state and federal authorities;



NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Whatcom County Council,
together with the Whatcom County Executive and the Whatcom County Sheriff,
support Washington State, United States Congressional, and United States
Department of Homeland Security efforts to continue and maintain a multi-agency
coordination center as developed for the 2010 Olympic Winter Games as permanent
infrastructure in Whatcom County, WA.

APPROVED this day of , 2010.
WHATCOM COUNTY COUNCIL
ATTEST: WHATCOM COUNTY,
WASHINGTON:
Dana Brown-Davis, Clerk of the Council Sam Crawford, Council Chair
APPROVED AS TO FORM: WHATCOM COUNTY EXECUTIVE:
Civil Deputy Prosecutor Pete Kremen, County Executive

WHATCOM COUNTY SHERIFF:

Bill Elfo, County Sheriff





