
 

Establish a Baseline 
Hiltonmail 

sent: Wednesday, March 23, 2011 6:52 PM 
To: Glowacki, Margaret;  
Cc: fmmargaret@qwestoffice.net;  

 

 

Somebody needs to do an in-depth study of what Lake Union is all about - a current snap shot -
- B4 proceeding to set lofty goals to create an idyllic setting that does not balance existing and 
future interests across a wide range of public and private interests. We need to know the 
baseline. My guess is that this task has never been done. 

• How many business front on and use the lake?  
• What does this represent in number of employees, payroll, revenue?  
• How many people live on the Lake?  
• How many people play on the lake - rowing, sailing, etc?  
• How many public places can people touch the lake (street ends, parks, moorages, etc.)? 
• How many trips per year do people make to use public resources? Private resources? 

Look at the Lake as an economic engine; as a societal engine; as a revenue engine for the city 
and private interests. 
  
With this baseline then do the planning to balance the interests of the past, present and future. 
  
If every business and residence on the lake contributed $100 we would have many times more 
money than needed to fund such a study by a responsible third party not married to any 
interest. They did this on the waterfront and it changed the course of the planning. It showed 
the DPD that the planning was economically and societally misdirected. 
  
It is not too late, but it will be after May. 
  
Hilton Smith 
Founder/CEO 
  
Waterways Cruises and Events 
2441 N. Northlake Way 
Seattle, WA 98103 
  
Tel: 206-999-2500 
Fax: 206-237-8650 
E-Mail: hiltonmail@aol.com 
  
www.waterwayscruises.com 
  
We have MOVED! Please note our new address. 
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May 31, 2011    

Margaret Glowacki       via electronic mail 
City of Seattle – DPD       margaret.glowacki@seattle.gov 
700 Fifth Ave. Suite 2000  
P.O. Box 34019  
Seattle, WA 98124-4019  
  
 
RE: Shoreline Master Program 
 
Dear Ms. Glowacki, 
 
I’m writing to you on behalf of the Association of REALTORS®1 to offer written comments 
of record regarding the update of the Shoreline Master Program.   Thank you for the 
opportunity to comment. 
 
I have attached a White Paper and request that it be included in the record - along with 
these written comments -  because it outlines what we believe are appropriate 
considerations for achieving the kind of balanced shorelines program required by state 
law.  
  
In addition, it also discusses in some detail the appropriate standards by which the City’s 

plan must be evaluated.  We trust you will find it helpful. 

As REALTORS® we are strong supporters of the environmental values embodied in the 
State’s Shorelines Act.   
 
As you may know, our local Association established the ‘First in the Nation’ REALTORS’® 
Environmental Council that not only provides environmental education and classes for 
REALTORS®, we also annually undertake a significant environmental remediation or 
enhancement project here in King County:   
 

 During the last three years our REALTORS® from throughout King County have 
planted thousands of riparian and wetland plants, shrubs and trees; In fact, by the 
end of this year we expect the total will exceed 20,000 plantings.  

                                                           
1
  Our 6,000

+
 REALTORS® on whose behalf these comments are submitted are members of the SEATTLE 

KingCounty REALTORS®, Washington REALTORS®, and the National Association of REALTORS®.  

mailto:margaret.glowacki@seattle.gov
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 Our efforts have remediated and enhanced locations as diverse as the Hylebos in 
Federal Way, the Mercer Slough and wetland areas of Kelsey Creek Farm in 
Bellevue. Last fall, we undertook an invasive species removal and native species 
replacement planting project at Seward Park in Seattle. 

 
There are a few issues we wish to raise for your consideration. 
 
Overall, we urge that the City remain cognizant of the wide range of uses along the city’s 
shorelines.  These uses are critical to the quality of life and economic vitality of our city.  
We believe that thoughtful and reasonable public policy is an essential component to a 
thriving community. 
 
Residential setbacks 
We ask that the city reconsider its proposed setback requirements on residential lots.  
Currently, in compliance with the Environmentally Critical Areas (ECA) regulations, the 
setback requirement for residences is 25 feet.  The proposal adds another 10 feet, for a 
total set back of 35 feet.  We believe the additional 10 feet of setback will place an undue 
burden on property owners in Seattle, without a commensurate environmental benefit.  
Many lot depths along Seattle shorelines are shallow, particularly north of Magnuson Park.  
An additional 10 foot setback will restrict use and shoreline enjoyment.    
 
Shoreline stabilization and bulkheads  
In regards to shoreline stabilization and bulkhead standards, we seek less ambiguity in 
regulating whether a homeowner may repair or replace an existing bulkhead.  And we urge 
greater flexibility.  Due to land use and development constraints, shoreline stabilization 
and bulkheads play an important role in residential access to water and protecting existing 
uplands. 
 
Residential Uses on the Water  
One issue that has emerged as in connection with the SMP update is residential uses on the 
water.  These include floating homes, house barges and vessels.   
 
A floating home is a house on a raft semi-permanently moored to a dock.  It is always 
attached to city utilities, including the sewer and is subject to an array of regulations in the 
city building code.  The Seattle Shoreline Master Plan defines a floating home as a single-
family dwelling constructed on a float that is moored, anchored, or otherwise secured in 
waters. Seattle construction standards regulate floating homes comparably to ones built on 
land. Floating homes are required to be located in approved “floating home moorages” and 
have direct connections to sewer and water utilities, in addition to other location and design 
restrictions. The number of authorized moorage locations is very limited. 
 
House barges appear to be an attempt to offer a floating home or houseboat product 
without the regulation or ability to operate as a vessel.  These dwellings tend not to be 
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bound by the construction or utility requirements applied to floating homes.  Of particular 
concern is their lack o connection to sewer. 
 
It is not our intention to preclude the opportunity for people to live aboard a vessel which 
we view as capable of being able to travel on the water, under their own power, fitted with 
all necessary steering, propulsion, navigational and nautical systems. 
 
We encourage the city to continue to distinguish between these categories and support the 
SMP’s proposed approach.  We support the philosophy that moorage restrictions on house 
barges are intended to preserve moorage space for boats or vessels rather than residential 
applications in the form of house barge moorage. 
 
 
 
Thank you again for the opportunity to offer these comments. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Randy Bannecker 
SEATTLE KingCounty REALTORS® 
 















































From: Donna Kostka [mailto:donna4510@comcast.net]  
Sent: Thursday, March 03, 2011 11:29 AM 
To: Glowacki, Margaret 
Subject: Donna's comments on Shoreline MP 
 
Hi, Maggie – I am writing separately to comment as an individual (not a member of 
HHH) on the new draft Shoreline Management Plan.  I make this comment after 
reading only the GOALS section from your website.  I have not reviewed the entire 
document.   
 
NOTE the Goals section did not include any mention that I could see about increased 
protection from tsunamis.  I think this should be an important aspect of the revised 
plan, if it is not already included. 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment.  Cheers, Donna 
 
Donna Kostka, PhD 
6516A 24th Ave. NE 
Seattle, WA 98115 
(206) 283-7805 
donna4510@comcast.net 
 
 



From: ccoxley@comcast.net [mailto:ccoxley@comcast.net]  
Sent: Monday, May 30, 2011 7:46 AM 
To: Glowacki, Margaret 
Subject: Comments on the proposed Shoreline Management Regultions 
 
Hello Margaret 
 
I hope you enjoyed the holiday weekend. 
 
I'm sending in my comments on the Shoreline Masterplan Update...apologies that this is so close to 
deadline. 
 
My general comments revolve around how the proposed updates work with the current and anticipated 
future zoning and use of the shoreline-adjacent and upland properties. My observation from reading some 
of the documents and attending the March 8, 2011 public meeting is that there are going to be some direct 
conflicts between the proposed policies the and land use. I'll use as specific examples the 2 that I'm most 
familiar with. These are numbers 19 and 20 in the section of the Proposal Summary A.2 titled Specific 
Proposals. 
 
Both of these proposals lay within the Rainier Beach Neighborhood Plan boundaries and Beer Sheva Park is 
within the RB Urban Village boundaries. Both of these parks are designed for active use by the community. 
You may be aware that the old City of Seattle Parks Dept. nursery has just been approved to become the 
Atlantic City Urban Farm. And, at Beer Sheva Park, Mapes Creek is scheduled to be daylighted through the 
park to the lake as part of the Seattle Public Utilities CSO upgrade project in the South Henderson basin. 
 
I say all this because they speak directly to active and recreational uses by the community. In fact there 
will be more pressure brought to bear as Rainier Beach is in the middle of the process of reviewing and 
updating it's Neighborhood Plan. There will be more focus on density and growth within the Urban Village 
and therefore more need for open space that is truly useable by the residents of Rainier Beach. 
 
My concern with re-designating these 2 areas with stricter regulations is that it will put onerous restrictions 
on how these parks can be used. There have been many great ideas that have come from the first large 
community input meeting that was co-sponsored by the Rainier Beach Neighborhood Plan Advisory 
Committee, the City of Seattle's Depts. of Planning and Neighborhoods and the Rainier Beach Community 
Empowerment Coalition that involve further developing these parks to better meet the community's needs 
for recreational spaces. With the opportunities of the Neighborhood Plan Update just starting to reveal 
themselves, it would be a dis-service to the Rainier Beach residents for them to be limited by trying to 'fix' 
something that doesn't appear to be broken 
 
To put a finer point on this, I'm concerned that with a stricter Conservancy designation there might not be 
the possibility to add a swimming beach at Beer Shiva should the community desire that. Or, that there 
would not be the opportunity to eventually have a great connection from Beer Shiva Park through to 
Pritchard Beach. That would be a possibility with the new Atlantic City Farm concept. It would be a great 
asset to be able to easily walk or bike that whole length and really activate that whole string of parks/green 
space. 
 
I also realize the unique environmental benefits that wetlands provide and my observation of our current 
situation is that our wetlands are thriving. We have beavers, river otters, muskrats, all kinds or waterfowl, 
ospreys and eagles, etc. I believe we can keep this kind of thing going with our current designation. Our 
newish Chinook Beach Park [directly to the south of Water's Edge Condos] was specifically designed to be a 
resting place for juvenile salmon to hang out and get bigger and stronger before making the big push up 
the lake and through the locks to salt water. The beach at Martha Washington Park has also been restored 
to allow for a greater diversity of wildlife and Dead Horse Canyon has been really well restored. [I know, 



outside of our N'Plan boundaries, but since I run through both of these on a regular basis I consider them 
ours too]. So I guess I feel that we are doing a good job balancing recreation with preservation. 
 
So to summarize, in general, I would ask that the team review one more time how the specific proposed 
updates work with the current and anticipated future zoning and use of the shoreline adjacent and upland 
properties, and address those conflicts with those communities. And, in particular I've listed above the ones 
that impact my community most directly. 
 
Thank you for all your hard work on behalf of the residents of Seattle in ensuring that we have the best 
mix of preservation and active use of our shorelines. 
 
Regards, 
Christie Coxley 
Resident of Rainier Beach 
 
 



From: m smith [mailto:msmith102@hotmail.com]  
Sent: Monday, May 30, 2011 9:24 PM 
To: Glowacki, Margaret 
Subject: Comment about Shoreline Master Program Update 
 
Dear Ms Glowacki 
  
Frankly I think Seattle has way enough shoreline access points and viewpoints.  Surely tourists 
from other parts of the country must think so. 
  
That said, I truly believe the tone and intent of the Draft Shoreline Master Program Documents is 
going way overboard trying to "put a shoreline access or viewpoint" in every home,  kind of like a 
"chicken in every pot."  Right now, today, if you're anywhere near the shoreline, you don't have 
to go many blocks/miles to have direct access to the water.   
  
This reminds me strongly of the "have not uplanders" in Leschi several years ago forcing street 
end parks without regards for the neighbors that happened to abutt those street ends.  Also 
much like the guy in Calif several years ago who made it his personal vendetta to walk across 
every privately owned shoreline there was.   
  
It seems to me that there is a better use of public resources that going overboard with the 
shoreline thing. 
  
Sincerely 
  
M Smith 
  
 




