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mzﬁ Comment #83 - Jane Cottrell

Dear Bellevue Planning Commission, by T e
pri y pen House

I support the protection and restoration of the city’s shorelines by adopting a Shoreline Master Plan with strong
environmental safeguards. Overall, the Bellevue SMP has many good parts that we support. However, the City's proposed
plan doesn't do nearly enough to comply with state requirements or to protect Lake Washington and its threatened salmon,
steelhead, and bull trout populations. More specifically;

¢ There are gaps in the buffer system that need to be plugged to protect the remaining intact vegetation 83.1
within shoreline jurisdiction when possible, and specifying compensation when not.
* Some incentives allow greater impacts by reducing setbacks, but don’t actually improve shoreline

conditions as compensation. These need to be eliminated. 83.2
e Some state requirements to limit uses not needing to be near the water need to be included, including for
institutional-type uses. 83.3

* Some intense uses are allowed in Conservancy designated areas which are incompatible with shoreline 83.4
' functions, and should not be allowed. )

Please strengthen the SMP to ensure water quality, natural shoreline functions and the recovery of Lake Washington’s
threatened fish populations.
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Dear Bellevue Planning Commission, BYAa g0 Ebmment #84-Rebecca Fewell

Written Comments received June 17, 2011
I support the protection and restoration of the city’s shorelines by adopting a Shoreline Master Plan with strong
environmental safeguards. Overall, the Bellevue SMP has many good parts that we support. However, the City's proposed
plan doesn't do nearly enough to comply with state requirements or to protect Lake Washington and its threatened salmon,
steelhead, and bull trout populations. More specifically;

o There are gaps in the buffer system that need to be plugged to protect the remaining intact vegetation
within shoreline jurisdiction when possible, and specifying compensation when not. 84.1

* Some incentives allow greater impacts by reducing setbacks, but don’t actually improve shoreline 84.2
conditions as compensation. These need to be eliminated.

e Some state requirements to limit uses not needing to be near the water need to be included, including for 84.3
institutional-type uses.

* Some intense uses are allowed in Conservancy designated areas which are incompatible with shoreline
functions, and should not be allowed. 84.4

Please strengthen the SMP to ensure water quality, natural shoreline functions and the recovery of Lake Washington’s

threatened fish populations. . /
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Draft SMP Comment #85-Michael Gagliardo
Written Comment Received June 17, 2011

Dear Bellevue Planning Commission, May 2011

I'support the protection and restoration of the city’s shorelines by adopting a Shoreline Master Plan with strong
environmental safeguards. Overall, the Bellevue SMP has many good parts that we support. However, the City's proposed
plan doesn't do nearly enough to comply with state requirements or to protect Lake Washington and its threatened salmon,
steelhead, and bull trout populations. More specifically;

There are gaps in the buffer system that need to be plugged to protect the remaining intact vegetation 85.1
within shoreline jurisdiction when possible, and specifying compensation when not. 85.2
Some incentives allow greater impacts by reducing setbacks, but don’t actually improve shoreline )
conditions as compensation. These need to be eliminated.

Some state requirements to limit uses not needing to be near the water need to be included, including for
institutional-type uses. 85.3
Some intense uses are allowed in Conservancy designated areas which are incompatible with shoreline 85.4
functions, and should not be allowed. ;

Please strengthen the SMP to ensure water quality, natural shoreline functions and the recovery of Lake Washington’s
threatened fish populations.
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Draft SMP Comment #86-Carrie Heighton
. . : i 2011
Dear Bellevue Planning Commission, Wilsp sgnent Received June 17,

I support the protection and restoration of the city’s shorelines by adopting a Shoreline Master Plan with strong
environmental safeguards. Overall, the Bellevue SMP has many good parts that we support. However, the City's proposed
plan doesn't do nearly enough to comply with state requirements or to protect Lake Washington and its threatened salmon,
steelhead, and bull trout populations. More specifically;

* There are gaps in the buffer system that need to be plugged to protect the remaining intact vegetation
within shoreline jurisdiction when possible, and specifying compensation when not. 86.1

* Some incentives allow greater impacts by reducing setbacks, but don’t actually improve shoreline 86.2
conditions as compensation. These need to be eliminated.

* Some state requirements to limit uses not needing to be near the water need to be included, including for 86.3
institutional-type uses.

'+ Some intense uses are allowed in Conservancy designated areas which are incompatible with shoreline

functions, and should not be allowed. 86.4

Please strengthen the SMP to ensure water quality, natural shoreline functions and the recovery of Lake Washington’s
threatened fish populations.
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Dear Bellevue Planning Commission, Mag 2011 ' )
Draft SMP Comment #87-Lorey Hein
. . . . ) Written Comments Received June 17, 2011
I support the protection and restoration of the city’s shorelines by adopting a Shoreline Master Plan with strong

environmental safeguards. Overall, the Bellevue SMP has many good parts that we support. However, the City's proposed
plan doesn't do nearly enough to comply with state requirements or to protect Lake Washington and its threatened salmon,
steelhead, and bull trout populations. More specifically;

o There are gaps in the buffer system that need to be plugged to protect the remaining intact vegetation 87.1
within shoreline jurisdiction when possible, and specifying compensation when not. 87.2

* Some incentives allow greater impacts by reducing setbacks, but don’t actually improve shoreline ’
conditions as compensation. These need to be eliminated.

* Some state requirements to limit uses not needing to be near the water need to be included, including for
institutional-type uses. 87.3

* Some intense uses are allowed in Conservancy designated areas which are incompatible with shoreline 87.4
functions, and should not be allowed. :

Please strengthen the SMP to ensure water quality, natural shoreline functions and the recovery of Lake Washington’s
threatened fish popylations.
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Dear Bellevue Planning Commission, DMiaSMEOddmment #88-Mitchell Kalish

Written Comments Received June 17, 2011
I support the protection and restoration of the city’s shorelines by adopting a Shoreline Master Plan with strong
environmental safeguards. Overall, the Bellevue SMP has many good parts that we support. However, the City's proposed
plan doesn't do nearly enough to comply with state requirements or to protect Lake Washington and its threatened salmon,
steelhead, and bull trout populations. More specifically;

e There are gaps in the buffer system that need to be plugged to protect the remaining intact vegetation 88.1
within shoreline jurisdiction when possible, and specifying compensation when not. 88.2
e Some incentives allow greater impacts by reducing setbacks, but don’t actually improve shoreline :
conditions as compensation. These need to be eliminated.
e Some state requirements to limit uses not needing to be near the water need to be included, including for
institutional-type uses. 88.3
e Some intense uses are allowed in Conservancy designated areas which are incompatible with shoreline
functions, and should not be allowed. 88.4

Please strengthen the SMP to ensure water quality, natural shoreline functions and the recovery of Lake Washington’s
threatened fish populations.
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Draft SMP Comment #89- Patricia Murphy

Dear Bellevue Planning Commission, WiMaryC20ibdents Received June 17, 2011

I support the protection and restoration of the city’s shorelines by adopting a Shoreline Master Plan with strong
environmental safeguards. Overall, the Bellevue SMP has many good parts that we support. However, the City's proposed
plan doesn't do nearly enough to comply with state requirements or to protect Lake Washington and its threatened salmon,
steelhead, and bull trout populations. More specifically;

There are gaps in the buffer system that need to be plugged to protect the remaining intact vegetation 89.1
within shoreline jurisdiction when possible, and specifying compensation when not. 892
Some incentives allow greater impacts by reducing setbacks, but don’t actually improve shoreline '
conditions as compensation. These need to be eliminated.

Some state requirements to limit uses not needing to be near the water need to be included, including for
institutional-type uses. 3
Some intense uses are allowed in Conservancy designated areas which are incompatible with shoreline 89.4
functions, and should net be allowed. .

Please strengthen the SMP to ensure water quality, natural shoreline functions and the recovery of Lake Washington’s
threatened fish populations.
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Dear Bellevue Planning Commission, Draft SMP Comment #90-Wakery Nelson WMQO]II‘PMS Received June 17, 2011

I support the protection and restoration of the city’s shorelines by adopting a Shoreline Master Plan with strong
environmental safeguards. Overall, the Bellevue SMP has many good parts that we support. However, the City's proposed
plan doesn't do nearly enough to comply with state requirements or to protect Lake Washington and its threatened salmon,
steelhead, and bull trout populations. More specifically;

o There are gaps in the buffer system that need to be plugged to protect the remaining intact vegetation 90.1
within shoreline jurisdiction when possible, and specifying compensation when not.

* Some incentives allow greater impacts by reducing setbacks, but don’t actually improve shoreline 90.2
conditions as compensation. These need to be eliminated.

* Some state requirements to limit uses not needing to be near the water need to be included, including for

institutional-type uses. 90.3
 »  Some intense uses are allowed in Conservancy designated areas which are incompatible with shoreline
functions, and should not be allowed. 90.4

Please strengthen the SMP to ensure water quality, natural shoreline functions and the recovery of Lake Washington’s
threatened fish populations,
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Draft SMP Comment #91-Russell Paravecchio
Written Comments Received June 17, 2011

Dear Bellevue Planning Commission, May 2011

I support the protection and restoration of the city’s shorelines by adopting a Shoreline Master Plan with strong
environmental safeguards. Overall, the Bellevue SMP has many good parts that we support. However, the City's proposed
plan doesn't do nearly enough to comply with state requirements or to protect Lake Washington and its threatened salmon,
steelhead, and bull trout populations. More specifically;

o There are gaps in the buffer system that need to be plugged to protect the remaining intact vegetation 91.1
within shoreline jurisdiction when possible, and specifying compensation when not. 91.2

e Some incentives allow greater impacts by reducing setbacks, but don’t actually improve shoreline .
conditions as compensation. These need to be eliminated.

¢ Some state requirements to limit uses not needing to be near the water need to be included, including for

, institutional-type uses. 3

* Some intense uses are allowed in Conservancy designated areas which are incompatible with shoreline 91.4

functions, and should not be allowed. .

Please strengthen the SMP to ens )e ater~quality, natural shoreline functions and the recovery of Lake Washington’s
threatened fish pop
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- Draft SMP Comment #92- Morta Pedersen
Written Comments Received June 17, 2011

Dear Bellevue Planning Commission, May 2011

I support the protection and restoration of the city’s shorelines by adopting a Shoreline Master Plan with strong
environmental safeguards. Overall, the Bellevue SMP has many good parts that we support. However, the City's proposed
plan doesn't do nearly enough to comply with state requirements or to protect Lake Washington and its threatened salmon,
steelhead, and bull trout populations. More specifically;

o There are gaps in the buffer system that need to be plugged to protect the remaining intact vegetation
within shoreline jurisdiction when possible, and specifying compensation when not.

¢ Some incentives allow greater impacts by reducing setbacks, but don’t actually improve shoreline
conditions as compensation. These need to be eliminated.

o Some state requirements to limit uses not needing to be near the water need to be included, including for
institutional-type uses.

* Some intense uses are allowed in Conservancy designated areas which are incompatible with shoreline
functions, and should not be allowed.

Please strengthen the SMP to ensure water quality, natural shoreline functions and the recovery of Lake Washington’s

threatened fish popujatiops.
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Dear Bellevue Planning Commission, DMiaN203dmment #93-Jillian Raftery
Written Comments Received June 17, 2011
I support the protection and restoration of the city’s shorelines by adopting a Shoreline Master Plan with strong
environmental safeguards. Overall, the Bellevue SMP has many good parts that we support. However, the City's proposed
plan doesn't do nearly enough to comply with state requirements or to protect Lake Washington and its threatened salmon,
steelthead, and bull trout populations. More specifically;
e There are gaps in the buffer system that need to be plugged to protect the remaining intact vegetation 93.1
within shoreline jurisdiction when possible, and specifying compensation when not. 03.2
* Some incentives allow greater impacts by reducing setbacks, but don’t actually improve shoreline :
conditions as compensation. These need to be eliminated.
* Some state requirements to limit uses not needing to be near the water need to be included, including for
institutional-type uses. 93.3
¢ Some intense uses are allowed in Conservancy designated areas which are incompatible with shoreline 03.4
functions, and should not be allowed. '

Please strengthen the SMP to ensure water quality, natural shoreline functions and the recovery of Lake Washington’s

threatened fish populatjpns.
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Dear Bellevue Planning Commission, DMiBMBOddnment #94-Donn Rapp

Written Comments Received June 17, 2011

I'support the protection and restoration of the city’s shorelines by adopting a Shoreline Master Plan with strong
environmental safeguards. Overall, the Bellevue SMP has many good parts that we support. However, the City's proposed
plan doesn't do nearly enough to comply with state requirements or to protect Lake Washington and its threatened salmon,
steethead, and bull trout populations. More specifically;

There are gaps in the buffer system that need to be plugged to protect the remaining intact vegetation 094.1
within shoreline jurisdiction when possible, and specifying compensation when not. )
Some incentives allow greater impacts by reducing setbacks, but don’t actually improve shoreline 04.2

conditions as compensation. These need to be eliminated.

Some state requirements to limit uses not needing to be near the water need to be included, including for 94.3
institutional-type uses.

Some intense uses are allowed in Conservancy designated areas which are incompatible with shoreline

functions, and should not be allowed. 04.4

Please strengthen the SMP to ensure water quality, natural shoreline functions and the recovery of Lake Washington’s
threatened fish populations.
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- Draft SMP Comment #95-Linda Riggins
Written Comments Received June 17, 2011

Dear Bellevue Planning Commission, May 2011

I support the protection and restoration of the city’s shorelines by adopting a Shoreline Master Plan with strong
environmental safeguards. Overall, the Bellevue SMP has many good parts that we support. However, the City's proposed
plan doesn't do nearly enough to comply with state requirements or to protect Lake Washington and its threatened salmon,
steelhead, and bull trout populations. More specifically;

o There are gaps in the buffer system that need to be plugged to protect the remaining intact vegetation 95.1
within shoreline jurisdiction when possible, and specifying compensation when not. 05.2

* Some incentives allow greater impacts by reducing setbacks, but don’t actually improve shoreline :
conditions as compensation. These need to be eliminated. 05.3

* Some state requirements to limit uses not needing to be near the water need to be included, including for

. institutional-type uses.

* Some intense uses are allowed in Conservancy designated areas which are incompatible with shoreline 05.4
functions, and should not be allowed. .

Please strengthen the SMP to ensure water quality, natural shoreline functions and the recovery of Lake Washington’s

threatened fish m/ )
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Draft SMP Comment #96-Tim Schall

. .. Written C ts Received June 17, 2011
Dear Bellevue Planning Commission, Mea{‘y 0P Recetved un

I support the protection and restoration of the city’s shorelines by adopting a Shoreline Master Plan with strong
environmental safeguards. Overall, the Bellevue SMP has many good parts that we support. However, the City's proposed
plan doesn't do nearly enough to comply with state requirements or to protect Lake Washington and its threatened salmon,
steelhead, and bull trout populations. More specifically;

o There are gaps in the buffer system that need to be plugged to protect the remaining intact vegetation 96.1
within shoreline jurisdiction when possible, and specifying compensation when not. 06.2

¢ Some incentives allow greater impacts by reducing setbacks, but don’t actually improve shoreline
conditions as compensation. These need to be eliminated.

* Some state requirements to limit uses not needing to be near the water need to be included, including for
institutional-type uses. 96.3

'« Some intense uses are allowed in Conservancy designated areas which are incompatible with shoreline 06.4

functions, and should not be allowed. )

Please strengthen the SMP to ensure water quality, natural shoreline functions and the recovery of Lake Washington’s
threatened fish populatio
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DrM Q(j)ﬂnment #97-Suzanne Spencer

Dear Bellevue Planning Commission
g ? Writter Comments Received June 17, 2011

I support the protection and restoration of the city’s shorelines by adopting a Shoreline Master Plan with strong
environmental safeguards. Overall, the Bellevue SMP has many good parts that we support. However, the City's proposed
plan doesn't do nearly enough to comply with state requirements or to protect Lake Washington and its threatened salmon,
steelhead, and bull trout populations. More specifically;

» There are gaps in the buffer system that need to be plugged to protect the remaining intact vegetation 97.1
within shoreline jurisdiction when possible, and specifying compensation when not. 97.2

¢ Some incentives allow greater impacts by reducing setbacks, but don’t actually improve shoreline .
conditions as compensation. These need to be eliminated.

e Some state requirements to limit uses not needing to be near the water need to be included, including for
institutional-type uses. 97.3

e Some intense uses are allowed in Conservancy designated areas which are incompatible with shoreline 97.4

' functions, and should not be allowed. .

Please strengthen the SMP to ensure water quality, natural shoreline functions and the recovery of Lake Washington’s
threatened fish populations.
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Draft SMP Comment #98- Todd
Dear Bellevue Planning Commission, VWNItay Q@irpents Received June 17, 2011

I support the protection and restoration of the city’s shorelines by adopting a Shoreline Master Plan with strong
environmental safeguards. Overall, the Bellevue SMP has many good parts that we support. However, the City's proposed
plan doesn't do nearly enough to comply with state requirements or to protect Lake Washington and its threatened salmon,
steelhead, and bull trout populations. More specifically;

o There are gaps in the buffer system that need to be plugged to protect the remaining intact vegetation 08.1
within shoreline jurisdiction when possible, and specifying compensation when not. 08.2
¢ Some incentives allow greater impacts by reducing setbacks, but don’t actually improve shoreline
conditions as compensation. These need to be eliminated. 08.3

» Some state requirements to limit uses not needing to be near the water need to be included, including for
institutional-type uses.
¢ Some intense uses are allowed in Conservancy designated areas which are incompatible with shoreline
functions, and should not be allowed. 98.4

Please strengthen the SMP to ensure water quality, natural shoreline functions and the recovery of Lake Washington’s

threatened fish populations.
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