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analysis that accounts for topography when selecting light head heights and/or restrict the heights to 
25 feet.  
14.16.180(7)(d): Mechanical equipment shall be enclosed or blocked from view by a 100% site-
obscuring wall or enclosure. Any equipment located along or within 250 feet of BR-R or RRv zones 
must show compliance with SCC 9.50.  
14.16.180(7)(e): Equipment or vents that generate noise or air emissions shall meet 14.16.180(7)(d) . 
Any equipment located along or within 250-feet of BR-R or RRv zones must show compliance with 
SCC 9.50 and all State and County emissions standards.  
14.16.830(4)(f)(iii)(A) and (B): Plantings need to meet diameter breast height (dbh) or gallon sizes 
that are typical standards at nurseries. A six-foot tree is around a 1.5” dbh where the industry 
standard requirement is 2.5”. Will the County require bonding to ensure the 80% is met and at what 
height? If the buildings are 35’ tall, this will be impossible to meet so why have a standard that’s 
impossible to meet? It should also be noted here that conifer trees deflect noise due to their higher 
bottom canopies so a mix of deciduous and conifer is ideal. Why not allow for a berm to be added in 
addition to the planting and fence?  
14.16.830(4)(f)(iii)(C): Remove the wood fence and black vinyl-coated fence with slats as these are 
not long-term successful design items. The fence should be positioned to be on a berm to add to the 
site's obscuring characteristics.  
STORMWATER – Has the County reviewed the overall basin plan and how this affects the County’s 
MS4 system including flooding due to flood gates and high tides? The Bayview Ridge area has high 
groundwater with artesian wells that provide for constant groundwater flows 365 days a year and this 
is surely going to have an adverse effect. A basin analysis and flooding analysis must be performed 
under this SEPA determination.  
UTILITIES – It’s our understanding the Port has already begun infrastructure improvements to the 
eastern port properties in the light industrial zone. Did these projects go through a SEPA and if so, 
where was the notice? Please send us a copy of the SEPA and associated public notice.  
TRAFFIC – With an increase in buildable area, what impacts on the number of trips and what 
damage to the roadways will occur? Has the County reviewed intersection safety for pedestrians and 
vehicles as part of its long-range planning requirements? What are the impacts to the neighboring 
arterials and highways? The SEPA doesn’t take that into account and should not even be under a 
legislative action since this is so specific to a local zone. We have been told before that big trucks will 
not be on Peterson but that is not the case, they are a constant on Peterson Rd, and at certain times 
of the day it is hard to even get out of Sunrise Lane and it is not safe to walk on Peterson Rd. Require 
added sidewalks and a landscape buffer. Add street lighting.  
We support growth, this brings jobs to our area, but it needs to be done while also protecting those 
already established and having paid their way with hard-earned dollars. We are asking that you take 
into consideration our concerns and ask for further review of the code amendments.  
This is now a public comment record by:  
Richard & Linda Chambers  
11684 Sunrise Lane  
Burlington WA 8233  
Email: llchambers@comcast.net  
Signature on file with Skagit County voting records  
Linda L Chambers  
R. F. Chambers  
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and equipment with back-up alarms, air brake releases, refrigeration trailers, hydraulic hose 
operation, and similar noise-making operations”. Truck docks need to be fully screened with a 
masonry wall and docks shall utilize cushions at the roll-up doors to prevent noise from escaping 
docks. Trucks will not be allowed to idle in the docks or while waiting outside the dock area. Any 
operational or loading areas located along or within 250-feet of BR-R or RRv zones must show 
compliance with SCC 9.50. 
14.16.180(7)(c): Outdoor lighting needs to be restricted to 0 foot-candles within 50 feet of the property 
line and down-directed lights utilized to eliminate glare. The county must require a photometric 
analysis that accounts for topography when selecting light head heights and/or restrict the heights to 
25 feet. 
14.16.180(7)(d): Mechanical equipment shall be enclosed or blocked from view by a 100% site-
obscuring wall or enclosure. Any equipment located along or within 250 feet of BR-R or RRv zones 
must show compliance with SCC 9.50. 
14.16.180(7)(e): Equipment or vents that generate noise or air emissions shall meet 14.16.180(7)(d) . 
Any equipment located along or within 250-feet of BR-R or RRv zones must show compliance with 
SCC 9.50 and all State and County emissions standards. 
14.16.830(4)(f)(iii)(A) and (B): Plantings need to meet diameter breast height (dbh) or gallon sizes 
that are typical standards at nurseries. A six-foot tree is around a 1.5” dbh where the industry 
standard requirement is 2.5”. Will the County require bonding to ensure the 80% is met and at what 
height? It should also be noted here that conifer trees deflect noise due to their higher bottom 
canopies so a mix of deciduous and conifer is ideal. Why not allow for a berm to be added in addition 
to the planting and fence? 
14.16.830(4)(f)(iii)(C): Remove the wood fence and black vinyl-coated fence with slats as these are 
not long-term successful design items. The fence should be positioned to be on a berm to add to the 
site's obscuring characteristics. 
STORMWATER – Has the County reviewed the overall basin plan and how this affects the County’s 
MS4 system including flooding due to flood gates and high tides? The Bayview Ridge area has high 
groundwater with artesian wells that provide for constant groundwater flows 365 days a year and this 
is surely going to have an adverse effect. A basin analysis and flooding analysis must be performed 
under this SEPA determination. 
UTILITIES – I am aware that the Port has already begun infrastructure improvements to the eastern 
port properties in the light industrial zone and have reviewed their SEPA. What was the Public Notice 
process for that SEPA?. 
TRAFFIC – With an increase in buildable area, what impacts on the number of trips and what 
damage to the roadways will occur? Has the County reviewed intersection safety for pedestrians and 
vehicles as part of its long-range planning requirements? What are the impacts to the neighboring 
arterials and highways? The SEPA doesn’t take that into account and should not even be under a 
legislative action since this is so specific to a local zone. It was a requirement for the Amazon project 
that Commercial vehicles will not drive on Peterson. Erosion of this requirement is a daily occurrence 
and who is tasked with enforcing it? At certain times of the day, it is hard to get out of Bayhill Drive 
and it is not safe to walk on Peterson Rd. Require added sidewalks and a landscape buffer. Add 
street lighting. 
I support economic growth which brings jobs to our area, but it needs to be done while also protecting 
those homeowners that are already established and have paid significant property taxes. I have lived 
in my home adjacent the UGA for 18 years and plan to live here for many more. I am asking that you 
take into consideration my concerns and ask for further review of the code amendments.  
This is now a public comment record by:  
Susan G Krienen on behalf of  
Susan G Krienen Revocable Living Trust 
Susan G Krienen and Oswald J Norris, Trustees 
12225 Bayhill Drive 
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Burlington WA 98233  
Email: sgkriene@hotmail.com 
Signature on file with Skagit County voting records 
Susan G Krienen 
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I understand that growth and development are vital for our county’s future, 
but I urge you to take these concerns into serious consideration. Protecting 
our neighborhood’s character and functional infrastructure should take 
precedence in the decision-making process.

Thank you for the opportunity to voice my concerns. I hope to engage in 
further discussions with your office to better understand the pending 
proposals and to work collaboratively towards a solution that respects the 
needs of our community.

Sincerely,
Barbara Burnette
12254 Bayhill Dr
Burlington, WA 98233
baburnette@comcast.net

This file has been converted from its original format for security purposes. Please use CCA9B33E5304B as a reference.
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The proposed 2024 Amendments to Title 14-Unified Development Codes do not adequately address the 
issues below. 
  

14.16.180(7)(a):  Maintain a 250-foot buffer for trucks loading operations and maneuvering 
areas. The language also needs to be amended to state, “loading areas or operations of noise-making 
vehicles and equipment with back-up alarms, air brake releases, refrigeration trailers, hydraulic hose 
operation, and similar noise-making operations.”  Truck docks need to be fully screened with a masonry 
wall and docks shall utilize cushions at the roll-up doors to prevent noise from escaping docks. Trucks 
will not be allowed to idle in the docks or while waiting outside the dock area. Any operational or 
loading areas located along or within 250-feet of BR-R or RRv zones must show compliance with SCC 
9.50. 
  

14.16.180(7)(c):  Outdoor lighting needs to be restricted to 0 foot-candles within 50 feet of the 
property line and down-directed lights utilized to eliminate glare. The county must require a 
photometric analysis that accounts for topography when selecting light head heights and/or restrict the 
heights to 25 feet. 
  

14.16.180(7)(d):  Mechanical equipment shall be enclosed or blocked from view by a 100% site-
obscuring wall or enclosure. Any equipment located along or within 250 feet of BR-R or RRv zones must 
show compliance with SCC 9.50. 
  

14.16.180(7)(e):  Equipment or vents that generate noise or air emissions shall meet 
14.16.180(7)(d) .  Any equipment located along or within 250-feet of BR-R or RRv zones must show 
compliance with SCC 9.50 and all State and County emissions standards. 
  

14.16.830(4)(f)(iii)(A) and (B):  Plantings need to meet diameter breast height (dbh) or gallon 
sizes that are typical standards at nurseries. A six-foot tree is around a 1.5” dbh where the industry 
standard requirement is 2.5.”  Will the County require bonding to ensure the 80% is met and at what 
height? It should also be noted here that conifer trees deflect noise due to their higher bottom canopies 
so a mix of deciduous and conifer is ideal. Why not allow for a berm to be added in addition to the 
planting and fence? 
  

14.16.830(4)(f)(iii)(C):  Remove the wood fence and black vinyl-coated fence with slats as these 
are not long-term successful design items. The fence should be positioned to be on a berm to add to the 
site's obscuring characteristics. 
  

STORMWATER – Has the County reviewed the overall basin plan and how this affects the 
County’s MS4 system including flooding due to flood gates and high tides? The Bayview Ridge area has 
high groundwater with artesian wells that provide for constant groundwater flows 365 days a year and 
this is surely going to have an adverse effect. A basin analysis and flooding analysis must be performed 
under this SEPA determination. The wetland area behind my home is wet 6-7 months of the year and 
the water filling this area covers my back lot and the Olympic Pipeline easement during those months.  
  
UTILITIES – I am aware that the Port has already begun infrastructure improvements to the eastern port 
properties in the light industrial zone and have reviewed their SEPA. What was the Public Notice process 
for that SEPA? No notice was ever received either by mail, email or public notice by any of the 
homeowners adjacent to the new development. 
  



TRAFFIC – With an increase in buildable area, what impacts on the number of trips and what damage to 
the roadways will occur? Has the County reviewed intersection safety for pedestrians and vehicles as 
part of its long-range planning requirements? What are the impacts to the neighboring arterials and 
highways? The SEPA does not take that into account and should not even be under legislative action 
since this is so specific to a local zone. It was a requirement for the Amazon project that Commercial 
vehicles will not drive on Peterson. Erosion of this requirement is a daily occurrence and who is tasked 
with enforcing it? At certain times of the day, it is hard to get out of Bayhill Drive and it is not safe to 
walk on Peterson Rd. Require added sidewalks and a landscape buffer. Add street lighting. Stop 
Commercial traffic on Pederson Road.  
  
I support economic growth and the jobs it brings to our area, but it needs to be done while also 
protecting those homeowners that are already established and have paid significant property taxes. I 
have lived in my home for 16 years and planned to live here for many more. I am asking that you take 
into consideration my concerns and ask for further review of the code amendments.  
  
This is now a public comment record by:  
  
Don and Brenda Eucker 
12265 Bayhill Drive 
Burlington WA 98233   
Email:   don.eucker@comcast.net  
Phone: (360) 661-2016 
 
Signature on file with Skagit County voting records 
Donald D. Eucker Jr and Brenda A. Eucker 
 






