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YAKIMA COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION

Open Record Public Hearing Minutes
Wednesday, September 8, 2021, 6:00 PM
https://global.gotomeeting.com/join/379825941
United States: +1 (5671) 317-3122 Access Code: 379-825-941

I. Call to Order: Doug Mayo (Chair) called the meeting to order at 6:01 pm.
A. Roll Call: A quorum was present.

1. Commissioners Present: Jerry Mellen, Doug Mayo, Kyle Curtis, and Jerry
Craig. Mike Shuttleworth joined the meeting before the open public record
hearing.

2.  Commissioners Absent: None (ftwo vacant positions).

3.  Yakima County Planning Staff Present: Noelle Madera, Tua Vang, PhilHoge,
Olivia Story, and Aman Walia.

4. Public Present: Johnathan Thompson, Terry Walker, Trudy Walker, Teo
Tocce, and Eugene Thompson.

5.  Virtual Public Present: Mike, 1(509)840-3385, 1(509)952-0302, Connor Phelps
Mya Stivner, Jeffrey Davis, Kailan Dunn Jr., Roxanne Thompson, Sue Dunn,
Kailan Dunn, and Tiffany.

B. Approval of August 11, 2021 meeting minutes.
There being no objections to the meeting minutes, The Planning Commission
approved the August 11, 2021 minutes and were declared approved by the chair.

Il. Public Comment: None.

Ill. Open Record Public Hearing - LRN2021-00001 /SEP2021-00010 Naches Emergency
Urban Growth Area (UGA) Amendment
Doug Mayo - We'll move on to the open public record hearing. We got the rules of order.
Public Rules of Procedure. All persons speaking to the Planning Commission shall stand,
approach the rostrum and microphone, if provided, and identify themselves by name,
address and whom they represent. Testimony shall be kept factual and on the subject.
The Chair is charged with the responsibility of discouraging and stopping irrelevant,
unnecessarily long, repetitive, or abusive testimony, and af the onset may limit the length
of testimony. Time permitting, an opportunity will be provided for additional public
comment from previous speakers after everyone who so desires has had an opportunity
to testify. All comments shall be directed to the Chair, and interruptions, demonstrations,
applause or other distractions during or at the conclusion of anyone’s testimony are not
permitted. Anyone making “out of order” comments shall be subject to removal from the
meeting, and the Chair may call a recess in, or adjourn, the meeting in the event of
excessive disruption. Speakers shall not question one another. Instead, questions from
Speakers shall be addressed to the Chair. Upon request of a majority of Planning
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Commission members present, the Chair may allow direct questioning of an expert
witness who has previously testified on behalf of an opponent or proponent, or on other
business before the Commission. If written statements are made, a copy shall be
presented to the Planning Commission and to the Secretary. The first item shall be
LRN2021-00001/SEP2021-00010 Naches Emergency UGA Amendment. Introduce exhibits
into the record. Each of you should have gotten a packet and then there is another
packet of papers on our desk when we got here. And so we’ll enter all of that into the
record. And now we go to public testimony, and | ask any of you that wish to speak have
you signed in. Do you have the sign-in paper?

Tua - Yes, | believe everybody is already signed in.

Doug Mayo - Well | was just going to call them in order that they signed in.
Tua - Ok, could we actually go through a quick presentation.

Doug Mayo - We should do that.

Tua - For the record and you can call for public testimony.

Doug Mayo - That would be typically on the agenda.

Tua - The applicant Jeff Ranger for the Town of Naches, he actually couldn’t make it
tfoday and so, they typically make their presentation about the proposal but since he
can’t be here, I'll just do a quick presentation about what we discussed at the study
session and then we can move forward to public testimony if that’s ok? Ok, alright so
moving ahead, my name is Tua Vang. I'm a senior project planner, long range planning,
Yakima County. This proposal was brought to us back in March of this year. Basically, it
was a request by the Town of Naches to ook at bringing in approximately 40.17 acres for
residential use. | just want to clarify something. | know that | got a lot of comments,
neighbor's comments, about that this is not an emergency. And you are absolutely
correct, it isn’t an emergency, but it’s an out-of-cycle comp plan amendment to a map
rezone to the comp plan. And so we typically have a biennial amendment which is every
two years. A five-year USA update and then an eight-year comprehensive plan update
required by growth management. And so this out-of-cycle ones, which would be this
year, when the Town of Naches made this request, that is just what we call it. It’s just an
emergency request because it’s out-of-cycle. And yes, there is no emergency, however,
that is just what we called it. But | just want to make that clear about that before we
move forward. This proposal is for eight parcels. A lot of you have seen the maps, four of
them to the north and three of them, I’m sorry five of them to the north and three of them
to the east. | can show you a map of that here in a litfle bit once we move into the public
testimony portion of it. Typically what we have to do for Urban Growth Area
amendments, we review it to see if it is consistent with the Growth Management Act. We
look at reviewing it under the County Code, under the major rezone and plan
amendment review criteria, and look at the county-wide planning policies, and then in
any city or town’s comp plans, their capital facilities plan to make sure they’re consistent
with that. A lot of that information is in the staff report and it has been reviewed under
that. A second portion of it, we have to do a land capacity analysis and basically what
we look at is the current land that is vacant for development and then what is being
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proposed at hand to accommodate the projected population for the next 25-years. Third
portion of it because seven of the eight parcels are designated AG, agricultural land, we
have to do an AG de-designation criteria review, and it’s in the comp plan, and we have
to look at it to see whether it meets 8 out of 10 for it to e, 8 out of 10 impacts in order for
it to be in favor of de-designating the property. Not that it says it has to be, but it has to
meet that criteriaif it is being considered to be de-designated. The land capacity analysis
currently right now there are 41 acres of vacant land in the city, 24 outside in the
unincorporated UGA. As of right now, the Town of Naches only needs 23 acres of
residential land for development. Altogether, in consideration for land capacity analysis,
you have to look at the vacant residential land, commercial, and community facilities
land, altogether, and that’s what comes up with the total 54 years of growth. So you can
have more community facilities land and less residential land, or vice versa, and it all
comes out based on the equation it’s still 54 years of growth. And so with this proposal,
basically the 40.17 acres it’s going to increase the urban growth area years of growth to
66 years. The four small parcels, they re all less than one acre in size. They all have homes
on them. If they were brought info the Urban Growth Areaq, it would be considered
developed and they would be, wouldn’t count against the town’s years of growth. The
AG de-designation criteriq, like | said 7 out of the 8 parcels are designated AG so you
have to look at that, must obtain 8 “yes” impacts to agriculture in order for you to consider
in favor of de-designating. Here are the results for that. If you look at this you have soil. All
the soils are prime or better so it’s not an impact to AG. Proximity to Urban Growth Areq,
it's less than a mile. Predominant parcel size, it looks at it, if it’s less than 10 acres it could
be a potential impact to AG. There’s available public facilities within this area because
all of the parcels are adjacent to Urban Growth Area. Some of them are adjacent to the
Urban Growth Area and the city or the Town of Naches. Tax status of these, none of these
are taxed for AG production or open space. One of the Planning Commission members
asked at the last study session as to whether if any of them were being taxed for
agriculture production. | looked at all of them. The only one that's not, is the R-10/5
property, the farthest one to the north by the canal. So none of them are being taxed for
AG use or open space. The availability of public services, there’s police, fire, fire station,
county paved roads, city paved roads. Land use seftlement patterns, they're all
adjacent to the town so everywhere else around there, it’s either developed or being
developed. You got small parcels. You got a combination of different stuff, a bunch of
agricultural lands, within the Urban Growth Area that are still being used for AG. Intensity
of nearby land uses an impact to AG. There is one property to the south of the properties
to the east that is zoned General Commercial. But then again, if you look at the map you
can see that there is an intensity of uses and there is a combination of different types of
uses there. History of land development, within half a mile, | looked at several different
parcels around the subject parcels that we‘re talking about today, there has been more
than 15 subdivisions within half a mile. Now subdivisions meaning could it be one lot to
four lots being in the rural, most of them, everybody is kind of parceling off their farmhouse
and then leaving the rest and then somebody coming and building another house on it
and then 15 years from that then they could divide on that property too. Land use under
alternative uses, back to that, that’s kind of what it is being assessed as, they’re all non-
AG, besides the R-10/5 property. So out of all those, a total of 9 “yeses” except for one
parcel to the east, | can’t remember off the top of my head who owns that parcel but
it’'s a 15-acre parcel and | can show you that here in a second. So exhibits, we got total,
a combination, of 18 lefters from adjoining property owners and neighbors. We got a
letter from HLA. A letter from the Department of Commerce, State of Washington
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Ecology, and Mr. Mills & Ms. Mills sent another comment letter. They actually own one of
the properties that’s being proposed to be brought into the Urban Growth Area. To sum
it up, Exhibit 1 all the neighbors oppose it. They don’t want it. They think it’s an impact to
their rural living, impact to agriculture, and basically, they‘re saying there is enough land
to be developed within the Urban Growth Area. HLA, as part of the Urban Growth Area
amendment, GMA requires that the proponent has to do a capital facilities addendum,
and basically what this involves, it provides, it asks questions like, how are you going fo
fund the proposal, where are you getting the funding from, what are you proposing fo
do with stormwater, timeline for you to bring in water/sewer and then basically it has to
be adopted, an ordinance, the addendum has to be adopted by an ordinance by the
city council or fown council. And we haven’t gotf that yet but HLA's letter says that Jeff is
actually working on that right now. State of WA Department of Commerce commented.
They wanted us to consider by sharing this lefter with you, and all of that stuff that you
guys got to the right of you are all of the exhibits that you didn’t get besides the comment
letters that were emailed to you. And so they're just for you to view. But the Department
of Commerce basically just wanted us to consider working with the city and looking at
sizing it down to 20-years, removing lands that are not going to be served within the next
20-years, and adding lands that are ready for development. Now that’s something that
we’ve always considered and that something that we always wanted to do, however,
that’s for another conversation, but you have their comment and it’s something for you
to consider. Exhibit 4, Ecology says that these proposed areas are areas that have been
historically identified as areas where lead arsenic was used for pesticide and so that af
the time of development basically, they would have to get the testing done before any
development goes up. When that comes up. Exhibit 5, the Mills again, they do nof wanf
their property in the Urban Growth Area, and | just wanted to make sure that | shared that
with you. Let me finish this up and I'll show you where the Mills property is af real quick.
Again, | mean staff recommendation, we, we're working with the fown, the fown’s saying
that they need more land for development. Didn’t go into the details as to why or why
they can’t develop on those smaller lots or why they can’t go ask other farmers stuff, sell
their lands and whatnot. That’s something we leave up for the town to do but when the
town comes and proposes something like this fo us, we just take it and consider it, look at
it, review it. All their USAs are oversized. They're all over 20-years of growth. And so,
anyways, staff recommends approval of all parcels to be added into the Urban Growth
Area and then if you guys have any questions you guys can go ahead and ask them. Mr.
Chairman | am going to bring those pictures up real quick of those parcels. So, this is the
Mills property. Is this not sharing?

Noelle Madera - Can you just point it out on that map Tua?

Tua Vang - Ok, here we go. Let me see if | can share this. Ok, so anyways, the Mills
property is this one to the north here. I’'m going fo highlight it for you there. And then this
one is that’s the 15-acre parcel to the east there, that doesn’t, it still gets an 8 out of 10
yes impacts to agriculture, but it’s the one that’s only got 8 the rest got 9, and so.

Noelle Madera - Are you sharing something Tua? I'm not seeing these. I'm not seeing
anything being shared.

Doug Mayo - So Tug, the long parcel there is the Mills property that doesn’t want to be a
part of this?
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Tua Vang - Yes. This one is the one | believe they said that they just bought. Phil says he
can’t see the shared screen.

Noelle Madera - We can’t see anything being shared on GoToMeetings. And if there was
a question, | didn’t hear what the question was and if you could repeat it.

Doug Mayo - Just confirming which is the Mills property.

Noelle Madera - Yes.

Tua Vang - Can you guys see the screen now and did you hear Doug?
Noelle Madera - Yes.

Tua Vang - Ok. Yes, it’s this one right here.

Noelle Madera - Tua | didn’t hear the question (x2).

Tua Vang - Ok. Doug basically asked which one is the Mills property? It's the one that |
highlighted here. You see that Noelle?

Noelle Madera - Yes.

Tua Vang - Ok. Except for this little parcel here. That’s somebody else’s, owns that one.
But yes, it’s that one Doug. So if that one’s not considered that one’s not brought into the
Urban Growth Area then basically it would be these small ones that are already
developed and this top one that is in the R-10/5 here that’s not in the Agriculture zoning
district but it is being farmed. Ok. Do you have any more questions? Anybody, or? Ok so
if there aren’t any more questions, then Chairman you can go ahead and move to
testimonies if you would like. And so we can do it one or two ways, Phil you call the folks
online or we can take the folks that are here, presently first. It’s up to you what you would
like to do.

Doug Mayo - | think we’ll start with the people that are here. They would come forward,
state your name and | would like to, also if you would, put the map back up and if you
would just go over and show us where your property is.

Trudy Walker - But we didn’t want to talk. And we weren’t asked but we were signed up.
Sue Dunn - Can you tell where our property is?

Doug Mayo - Just a minute can you turn that off?

Tua Vang - Yes.

Doug Mayo - Sorry but.

Trudy Walker - So we're not going to talk.
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Doug Mayo - So is there anybody here to talk?

Johnathan Thompson - I'm the first one that signed up on there so it makes sense if | go
first.

Doug Mayo - Well? You must be Jonathan Thompson.
Johnathan Thompson - | understand that | just come up to the podium there.
Doug Mayo - Put your mask on, please.

Johnathan Thompson - Oh yes, yes it’s deadly. Alright, my name is J. L. Thompson,
Thompson's Farm. We're at the, oh I'm never good at these maps.

Tua Vang - That’s the Old Naches Highway.

Johnathan Thompson - The Old Naches, so we're, let’s see that’s proposed right? So
we're...

Doug Mayo - Can you turn off...?

Johnathan Thompson - |'m right along Kailan’s property.

Olivia Story - You're part of the green part. The green overhang.

Johnathan Thompson - Is it the green?

Doug Mayo - Are you part of the Thompson with the corn maze and the pumpkins?
Johnathan Thompson - Correct! Correct!

Doug Mayo - Ok | don’t think that’s where you are but ok.

Johnathan Thompson - Well like | said I’'m not very good at looking at that. Right there.
Doug Mayo - Yes, they re right there.

Johnathan Thompson - There’s a bunch of different little parcels in there. And so | don’t
know, | just, | came here to represent the farm and family. Give you our opinion of what’s
going on here. | understand fo stick to the fact so | won’t make any speculation on
exactly why this is happening, why it is, but | do believe there is a couple of issues here,
obviously the thin property, he eluded to the property south of this proposed annexation
doesn’t seem to have been considered. Actually it’s closer to the sewer freatment plant
than the proposed annexation and it would fit more logically into the development of
the town. That also, the fact that you're going o run this development up against the
graveyard of this town, where a lot of our family’s buried and when there’s funerals there,
from time to time, and you’re going to have a construction site perpetually there for a
foreseeable future right next to this, which doesn’t have to happen. It’s happening | won’t
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speculate why, cause that’s not factual, but there is no reason to do what they’re doing
other than, well like I'm saying, there’s other places to build the housing that is wanted.
And so | would ask why it’s important to have this particular 40-acre lot versus the other
places already that are in urban growth, which are developable right now and you don’t
have to jump through any hoops. The pieces that is south of this proposed area is already
in commercial, so you don’t even have to, you just have to transfer it out of commercial
into residential and bam, lickety-split, you got this done. So, I’'m sure I’'m not seeing some
things all the professionals here are but | do think | see some things that maybe you don‘t.
So that’s what | got to say. Any questions?

Tua Vang - Actually | did read your letter and | did see that you did comment on those
things. No, | appreciate your comments and the Planning Commission will look at them
at and consider them.

Johnathan Thompson - Okay.
Doug Mayo - Anyone else?
Eugene Thompson - I'm last on the list to sign in.

Tua Vang - It doesn’t matter. If you guys could speak up a little bit. The folks at home
can’t really hear that well.

Eugene Thompson - I’'m Eugene Thompson, | represent Suntaree and Roxanne Thompson
at 9131, 9133 Old Naches Highway where this little divot in here right across from Dunn
Farm. And | got the email you see and | did a whole lot of math homework on that. Just
looking at what’s in Naches what appears to be the available number of lots and if they
want to develop Naches for Naches and not move into the Yakima County areaq, |
believe there’s enough lots, granted one house per lof, not a duplex, friplex apartment
building, anything like that to serve population growth. But | believe there’s an excess still
of about 23 lots. So moving out of Naches, | don’t know why Naches, they don’t want
houses built. They don’t want neighbors so people in the county need to accommodate
new neighbors. I'm not really sure what’s going on there. Other spots | just didn’t really
know with like the flood plains. | know you can build on that if raise the lands. I'm just
curious because |I've seen that in the Zillah area where there’s marshes swamps and other
areas, does that incurred by the builder is that a cost fo Naches, and if you have to put
in three feet of rock and backfill to raise it out of a plain who incurs the cost? Also with
that is when you’re running sewer lines and city water lines, I’'m curious who incurs the
cost? Because that is a big relevance to the issue is how close these outside areas are to
city utilities. Zillah Lakes is a prime example. | actually reside in Zillah. My parents, sisters,
they’re in that Naches property area. Zillah Lakes had a heck of a time because they
didn’t really plan their sswage correctly and they to pump uphill to get to, from Zillah
Lakes to Zillah. So I'm not sure who incurred that cost. | thought there was some grant
things like that. So I’'m noft sure if this is cheaper for the taxpayer for whomever might want
to come and build? The only other comments, | see it as two ways in particular | invested
in it because I’'m one of the potential heirs of my parent's property. My sister is the primary.
I’d be considered secondary. | may be there someday. My childhood home not really
there because the lots around it have already torn up the orchards. It’s still nice open
country land. Not what I'm used to. But if the area across from it, Dunn'’s property ends
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up with a minimum of one house per 0.2 acres, you're looking at what 30 neighbors? At
least one or two cul-de-sacs that go in there. | know my mother does not appreciate that.
Neighbors that bring in anywhere from barking dogs to frash on the street or sidewalk.
She wants to retire in the country. So country dream, be out in the country. You could
view it as those dreams. Same with Dunns. I’'m sure they’re on the phone. | thought | saw
them on there. If they have a dream of giving it to their kids, grandkids. Even if theyre not
actively using it now, as what’s shown on satellite images, maybe he’s just old and
doesn’t have the energy, but he still wants his kids, grandkids, someone else to farm it in
the future, not resilient residential. That’s up to him | believe, that’s his choice that he can
make or his heirs can make. In along with that, it’s six acres, it may not meet all the criteria
for AG impact. | think she can do quite a bit with six acres, anywhere from heirloom hops
for microbreweries. You can still make money. Corn mazes and pumpkin patches or
expanding ones that already exist can bring in money. Possibly a rare breed of grape for
a small winery for drinking money. It can still be agricultural. It's already irigafted. The
pipes are still in the ground | believe, the last time | drove by. And the soil is good. The
gradient’s good and we see all that in the AG impact and have cultural things like that.
So | think it’s still viable even if it doesn’t specifically meet all the criteria, most of those
criteria that knock it down, is because it’s near the city. Inevitably, everything is near city.
Cities always grow despite the fact that enrollment in the school is down. | don’t know if
that’s the chicken or egg. | don’t know if it’s down because there’s not enough housing
or the other way around if people aren’t interested in moving info Naches. Building
houses might not necessarily prove that but looking at school enroliment, but the marker
could be anindicator. But that’s the other inevitability, is okay, well eventually everything
becomes city. 50 years from now, 100 years from now, city should grow. But if it does, look
at the old highway and all the other properties along the old highway going all along
the county road is pretty big and pretty spacious. You can see how their size versus these
small ones in the city. | know that you can’t guarantee who comes in and who develops,
and what they do, that’s their choice when they get there. My parent’s primary concern
is, it's going to be highly packed. Just like the other one that came in on the other part
of the city from someone | think is biased in the development of that area. Ifit’s going to
be an inevitability, it'd be one thing if it's one house per acre. Six neighbors. Nice big
lawns. You still have that country feel. If it’s duplexes and 30 houses. | lived everywhere in
cities, duplexes, apartment buildings, suburbs, cul-de-sacs, you want to come back fo
the country when you’re older. Everything else on old highway are pretty big, pretty
spacious. City of Zillah, commercial businesses that come in are supposed fo adhere fo
their motif. They want all the new businesses to look like some kind of Tuscan winery
theme. So restaurants have to conform to that. | doubt there’s any kind of stipulation that
says these lots need to be bigger, conform fo a county type motif would be nice buf |
think that’s primarily the concerns of my parents is again why aren’t they developing in
Naches if this is about Naches population and why are they creeping into the county.
And other things that J. L. said | can’t go into conspiracy theories or things that don’t
have solid proof just conjectures. So | guess that’s all | really have to say. Any questions?
| kind of talk fast on that.

Doug Mayo - Ok let’s go to the phone calls. Tua who's got the control on that?

Tua Vang - Hey Phil? Why don’t you go ahead and go through and call one by one and
see who wants to testify virtually?
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Phil Hoge - Okay, can everybody hear me?
Noelle Madera - Yes, | can.

Phil Hoge - Okay. How about...? | don’t know who that first person testifying was so | hope
I'm not repeating but Kailan Dunn Jr.?

Kailan Dunn Jr. - Yes, can you hear me?
Phil Hoge - Yes.

Kailan Dunn Jr. - Okay, yes, my name is Kailan Dunn Jr. | own three parcels that are
adjoining two on the from the east side and my father and mother who you will hear
from, yes, right there, here soon, owns some parcels just to the west and. My, | grew up in
this area and ended up purchasing some parcels right next to my parents with the dream
someday of being able to farm more parcels, and my wife and |, both moved out here
from the West Valley area. We lived in a development out there and we moved out here
to, with the one purpose of just being able to raise our daughters in the country in a rural
area where they run around, drive four-wheelers, have cattle, have orchards, and just
live a rural lifestyle. |, I'm very worried about what the city of Naches is proposing here as.
It really takes away from why we moved out here and it fakes away from being able to
have cattle right up against the growth, Urban Growth Boundary, where someone’s
trying to tell us that we can’t raise cattle there, and one thing that | think that frustrates
me | heard earlier is the soil and kind of how good it is for agriculture, and | am in the
agriculture fruit industry myself and one thing that we all know is this, this area is very good
ground for lots of varieties of pears and apples in particular honey crisp apples I'm sure
all of us like to eat and so it’s just | hate to see agricultural ground taken especially when
they're in good senior water rights and this is very old agricultural ground. So I'm just very
much opposed this as, this isn't why we moved out here and | don’t know if we would
stay out here if this was the case. | think all of my neighbors and myself included are out
here so we do not have to have neighbors right next door. So also another issue | see is
spraying. When we spray for our pears and my parents spray on their apples, that’s going
to be a major concem. | know it has been on many other properties where drift of spray
is an issue and | don’t want to have to deal with that. | work full-time in fown and | want
to be able to farm on the side and | just don’t want to have to deal with the regulations
of having an Urban Growth Boundary right next door. So, if, are there any questions at
this time from anybody? | can go on all night because, this is, I'm very, very passionafe.
I’'m very passionate about this and it’s just something that | hope does not happen. And
you probably hear my daughters in the background, sorry.

Doug Mayo - Yes, thank you.

Phil Hoge - Thank you Mr. Dunn. The next person I’ll call on is someone named Mike.
There’s no last name given. It’s not Mike Shuttleworth. It's another Mike apparently. I'll
send you an. You're somehow Mike but not through the platform we‘re using because |
cannot unmute you.

Noelle Madera - Yes, | don’t know that we’ve heard from that Mike the whole time so
I’'m not sure.
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Phil Hoge - | think you're right. He may have, he may have mic, unconnected mic or
something. So let’s move onto the next person. Someone named Tiffany. We don’t have
a last name again and she’s the same situation. She’s showing as muted but | cannot
unmute her.

Doug Mayo - Is there another phone number they should call or...

Phil Hoge - There is a phone number. They could call in on yes.

Doug Mayo - Assuming they can hear us.

Phil Hoge - Is it on the agenda?

Kyle Curtis - It is on the agenda yes.

Phil Hoge - Can someone read the number off on the agenda for people that want to
testify that aren’t able to speak yet? Mike and Tiffany in particular.

Kyle Curtis - Yes, I'll go ahead and read the numbers. So the numberis 1 (671) 317-3122.
And you’ll need to input an access code which is 379825941,

Doug Mayo - You'll probably have to go through that again.
Kyle Curtis - Should | go through it one more time?

Noelle Madera - | don’t think so.

Phil Hoge - Yes.

Noelle Madera - Oh go ahead. Yes, that’s fine.

Kyle Curtis - Go ahead?

Doug Mayo - Sure.

Kyle Curtis - Sure really quick. The number againis 1 (671) 317-3122. The access code is
379825941,

Phil Hoge - Thank you. So let us try to go onto the next person. Roxanne Thompson is
another one that cannot be unmuted so that’s three people that maybe having audio
problems.

Noelle Madera - She’s unmuted now.

Roxanne Thompson - Hello?

Phil Hoge - Oh there you go. Okay.
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Roxanne Thompson - Hello?

Phil Hoge - Yes, we hear you Ms. Thompson.
Roxanne Thompson - Sorry. Okay.

Phil Hoge - Go ahead.

Roxanne Thompson - It's myself and my mother here. We live at 9131 Old Naches
Highway. So we are across from Mr. Dunn. And it sounded like earlier you had said that
there are lots within town limits that you’re not sure why you didn’t have a reason why
they were not being developed which is a litftle concerning to me. But my, we’ve been
here for five generations. | brought my children out here to raise them because | didn’t
feel that | didn’t feel that | didn’t want them in town. | lived in Seattle. | brought them
back out to Naches to grow up here. This is where | grew up, my brother grew up. We
were used to running around outside. We didn’t have to worry about neighbors that
might come take something that’s not theirs. We didn’t have to worry about drive-bys. |
have noticed that since | have returned it sounds like | hear about more break-ins and
vehicle problems in Naches than there were when | was growing up. And | feel that some
of that is related to there are more people here. People are coming in from Yakima that
don’t necessarily have the best goals but | understand the need to develop but you're
looking at properties that have been in families for generations and the plan was to pass
those properties onto their children. | think that there’s a better way to develop the town
rather than taking property from families that have been here for a very long time. That’s
all | got.

Doug Mayo - Thank you.
Phil Hoge - Alright thank you, Ms. Thompson. We’ll go on next to Sue Dunn.

Kailan Dunn - Hi. I'm Kailan and Sue’s husband. And Sue and | moved here and bought
our farm in Naches in about 1973 and we raised our families and | was an agriculture
teacher for many years but | farmed on the side and now I'm able to farm full-time but |
hate to see good farm ground taken up in housing. One of the properties that adjoins
me ono two sides has probably the best water rights in the valley and that as most of you
know is probably worth more than the land and it’s good agricultural ground. | don’t think
that a housing development should be put in a piece of ground that could be used for
prime agricultural ground. Again, there’s, as been stated by many of the other people
here, there’s a, all of us like to live in a nice area and | can understand why they might
want to develop the area and try to have more people out here but as I've notice,
people bring problems and whether it be dogs or water or whatever, | think we’ve got a
wonderful place to live and | think right now that there’s some ground that can be
developed in town. There’s ground to the south by the railroad tracks around the
freatment plant that would make a fine area. | know it’s already in the agricultural zone,
not in housing maybe but to me that’s where housing should be adjoining the McDowell
addition, not taking up a good piece of farm ground. | hope you'll consider this. Thank
you.

Doug Mayo - Thank you Kailan.
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Phil Hoge - Thank you.

Sue Dunn - Can | say something? May | say something please?
Doug Mayo - Certainly Sue.

Phil Hoge - Yes.

Sue Dunn - Sue Dunn. And I’'m Kailan Dunn’s wife and Kailan Jr. Dunn’s mother. Buf I’'m
just asking a question. | know that there’s a growth plan right now, management plan, to
the west of town and I'm just wondering why that can’t be finished. There seems to be
land over there. Is it still available from what I've heard?

Kailan Dunn - That’s part of it. It's in this plan Sue. They're trying to annex ground over
there too.

Sue Dunn - Can you hear me?
Phil Hoge - Yes, we can.

Sue Dunn - Alright, anyway | just wondered why that isn't being finished or annexed
there? My question.

Tua Vang - Mr. Chairman, can | kind of answer that question? Basically | think that would
be a better question for Jeff Ranger. And | mean | don’t know why he would not look at
those options too or why he's looking at options outside, but | mean ultimately that’s a
question that | think only Jeff could answer. Even when you're making these proposadls,
there’s a lot of things that you have to take intfo consideration like, he, part of this | mean
the town makes its own decision. They don’t even have fo actually talk to the property
owner’s to even propose to bring their properties into the Urban Growth Area and so |
don’t know if you guys reached out to Jeff and ask him why they don’t consider some of
those and then, if there’s lands that can’t be developed, we can look at removing some
of those in the future too. But | think it’s kind of a conflict where we have to look at resizing
Urban Growth Areas and then we have to look at preserving agriculture too. And so it
makes it difficult for us to make those decisions without those types of considerations
because if we have to look at removing people out of the Urban Growth Areq, those
people probably have wanted their lands in, to be annexed someday, so that they could
look at selling them off and retiring also. And maybe they're just not ready to sell those
properties either but yes, | don’t have a really good answer for you, but | think that when
it comes to the town and how they want to develop, that’s a question that you would
have to ask them. We just have to work with the towns and try to figure out whether these
lands are good to be brought into the Urban Growth Area or not. So hopefully that kind
of helps.

Sue Dunn - Okay. Thank you. Thanks.

Phil Hoge - This is Phil Hoge with staff. I'm sharing my screen. | hope that you can see it so
you can get the call-in number so people can get the call-in numbers if you're frying to
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reach us and are unable. So the phone number, there is 1 (671) 317-3122. It's in blue and
then the access code follows it if that can help anybody. Noelle, can you call on the next
person because while screen sharing and | cannot see who'’s on anymore?

Noelle Madera - Yes, it looks like maybe Jeffrey Davis is next.
Phil Hoge - Thank you.

Jeffrey Davis - Alright. Can you hear me?

Phil Hoge - Yes.

Noelle Madera - Yes. Go ahead.

Jeffrey Davis - Okay, so yes, I’'m an adjacent property owner. 9140 Old Naches Highway.
I'm not in favor of the R1 designation and that change doesn't seem to fit in with the
nature of all the adjacent properties which are either farmland, active farmland, recently
inactive farmland or larger parcels with say single residents or sometimes a couple houses
but really, | have to agree and concur with all the comments that have been expressed
so far against this proposal. And | guess | find it surprising that the town I mean | know Jeff
Ranger's, not, couldn't be here but I'm surprised that the town couldn't have anybody
here to respond to any questions. And it does seem a little disconcerting that the town
didn't go into any details with the Yakima County Planning Commission. And then you
guys don't seem like you're required to kind of ask for those details and yet you could, the
staff recommendation that was on the screen earlier was that you recommend that all
eight parcels be added or amended or whatever the right terminology is so. That just
seems fo be like there's a little bit of a disconnect or the perception from a citizen is that
it doesn't feel like you really have much say in the process that you can speak out here
but is it really going to make a difference

| guess, so it's hard not to have that perception, just knowing that there’s not really
anybody here that could respond to those questions that should be directed to the Town
of Naches. And | guess | did have a question. | don’t know how this works, if | can ask a
question of the Planning Commission but can these changes actually be made without
the concurrence or without agreement from our parcel owner. So that's a question |
haven't heard the answer that yet. It is it is disconcerting here there's lots or areas within
the town limits that aren't being developed and yet the town wants to go outside of the,
into the unincorporated area to look for Urban Growth Area. | guess the other the second
question | would ask is why is this an off cycle change? Why does it have fo happen now?
What's driving that? So that's all the comments | had but | did have the fwo questions |
don't know if that's something that you can answer here?

Tua Vang - Hi this is Tua again. So can you repeat your first question?

Jeffrey Davis - Okay so can these changes be made, can this amendment to the Urban
Growth Area actually add parcels where the owner of that parcel is in disagreement and
does not want their property added to the Urban Growth Area because it was already
shared earlier | think when you were kind of going over the proposal that the Mills property
| believe they're not in favor but their parcel is one | know that in a at least one of the
other neighbors of mine | think didn't even realize what was going on and so is he not in
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favor or does he even understand what the process is that's going on right now so | can't
speak for him but | do know that the comment that | heard was that what's this all about.
So can this kind of change happen if the parcel owner is not in agreement or doesn't
even, is not aware | guess?

Tua Vang - Yes, and | think that's a great question. | really appreciate you sharing that
with us and. Yes, that's why we have this public process. Whether the Town of Naches
proposes all those parcels would be brought into the Urban Growth Area or not. Whether
staff makes a recommendation to approve, not approve, the recommendation it's really
this process that you guys have an opportunity to come and talk and testify in front of
the Planning Commission, to help them. Ultimately it comes down to the Board of County
Commissioners to make that decision. And so everything is taken into consideration. And
that's the thing, | know that the Mills they're mostly concerned about just they just
purchased that property. They just divided their house off onto a one to three-acre lot
and they plan to farm the other ot and once you do that with an AG small lot you can
build another home and then wait another 15 years and divide it. So whether it gets
divided now or |ater it's up fo them and it's going to take some time to do that. However
even if it's brought info the Urban Growth Area whether they end up selling it down the
road 10, 20 years from now it's in the R1 zoning district, it's in the County's jurisdiction, you
can farm on that land for as long as you want. It's just that it would just be an urban
zoning. It would be brought into the Urban Growth Area and it doesn't mean that it's
automatically going to get developed, and so. But there's a lot of things to consider and
so this is an opportunity and that's why we notice people so that they're not blindsided
that the town is proposing to bring their property into the Urban Growth Area. And not
only do we notice people within 300 feet of the properties, that are going to be subject
to consideration, we also post the legal ad for this hearing. And so this is an opportunity,
and then you'll have another opportunity depending on what the Planning Commission
does whether they decide to approve, deny, modify staff's recommendation and the
town's proposal you'll have another opportunity at the Board's hearing to testify again
and make your case to them as to why these shouldn't be brought into the Urban Growth
Area. And so, | understand where you're coming from. | feel like this should be something
taken intfo consideration where the neighbors that are actually property owners of these
properties should be notified, should be discussed, but it kind of makes it a little difficult
too because Jeff is a fown administrator and he is also a developer. So there would be
a conflict of interest for him to work with these property owners whether he buys these
properties or not. And so beyond that, I'm not sure why these properties but like | said he
proposed them and we looked at them and | felt, staff felt, that basically the land within
town, the lots are too small. If you're going to actually do a lot of homes, and then the
lands that are too big are basically still being farmed and who knows when they'll sell
them, or if they'll sell them. And so that's kind of where Commerce comes in and the
primary Commerce wants us to work with the cities and towns but then we can't force
them to reduce their years of growth to remove people who are speculating their R1
properties to be sold for retirement. So, who none of them want their lands out they want
to continue tfo farm make money in hops, make money in orchards, but they're not ready
to sell yet. So it's difficult. It's kind of a balance act that | think the town faces most of the
cities do. Town of Tieton, they have 400 years of growth. They still wanted more land last
time we talked to them and basically, they wouldn't even swap 10 acres for 10 acres to
be put in, to be taken out. And so, | understand your frustration but those are just kind of
things that we have to work with. And then what was your second question?
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Jeffrey Davis - Oh why is this an off-cycle? So is there some reason why that the town is
doing it now cause you, that's, you kind of clarified which was helpful. | know when | saw
the notice of that, well what's the emergency? Is it, why is this called an emergency? So
| understand that now but what's the reason that it's an off-cycle change that the fown
is wanting?

Tua Vang - There's no secret to it. Basically like | said, GMA allows cities and tfowns and
counties to basically update their comp plans once every year but no more than once
per year and so this stuff besides that what we have in our code under the county-wide
planning policies with the cities and towns is that we have a two-year cycle a five-year
cycle and then the eight-year cycle with the GMA update every year for the comp plan
update and that's the time when people can do map and fext amendments. And so
beyond that we don't have a one-year cycle for that stuff. And soin a situation where a
town or city wants fo come and propose to us, not during those cycles, then they make
a recommendation, they make their requests to us, we forward it fo the Board of County
Commissioners, the Board of County Commissioners review if, and they look at it and say
yes this would be, go ahead Planning Division you guys can go ahead and do a review
of their proposal and take it through the public process, and, buf yes there's no
emergency. It's just an off-cycle amendment because we don't have the one year. We
don't have we didn't, we basically didn't adopt GMA's guidelines into our county policies
and so we still can use GMA, their provision that allows us to basically look at updating
our comp plan once a year, and this is this is the one this year that was made o us in
March. And so, okay? Alright | hope that answers your question.

Jeffrey Davis - Yes that helps.

Doug Mayo - | just wanted to emphasize to everyone that regardless of what this Board
does this evening or in the near future, that whatever we do, that action will go to the
County Commissioners, whether we voted up, vote it down, split the vote whatever, that
goes to the County cCmmissioners, they make the final decision on what happens. And
that's, so they just look to us as kind of a sounding board and then we move it forward.

Jeffrey Davis - So this Board just pretty much gives a recommendation based off of
feedback you receive at this meeting to the County Commissioners, all the County
Commissioners?

Doug Mayo - Well I'm assuming they get the whole packet, right?

Tua Vang - They do. They will basically, what will happen is once affter the hearing is done
and closed and you guys go through deliberations, make your recommendation, then
we'll do a draff findings and then we'll set up a study session with the Board of County
Commissioners, all three of them, if they're all there and then we'll make your, we'l
forward your recommendation fo them, and then we'llhave another open public record
hearing, and there'll be more opportunity for the public to festify, and raise some issues
or concerns or support or whatever they want to do to that, and then the Board will
eventually make a decision based off of all the information. But yes, they are the final
decision-makers.
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Jeffrey Davis - And we will be getting mailed documentation on when the next hearing,
is that correct?

Tua Vang - Yes, | will forward everything to you, everybody that sent in a comment letter,
everybody within 300 feet of those properties. You're all parties of record now and so if
even if you're one of the neighbors that got mailed something and | got your email and
said hey Tua you | just want to make this comment. | don't live near this area but | want
to provide this. You're a party record, you'll get notified of the open public record hearing
with the Board of County Commissioners.

Noelle Madera - Okay, so | think we can move on to the next person. Mya looks like. Mya
you are muted still. | don't know if you muted yourself? Phil, | don't really have access to
the back end so I'm not sure if you want to stop sharing the thing so that you can check
to see if you can unmute people?

Phil Hoge - Yes, well | can't, | cannot unmute her. | tried.

Noelle Madera - Okay.

Tua Vang - We have too, Noelle. We actually have administrative changes...

Phil Hoge - Oh, she’s here.

Noelle Madera - Okay Tua.

Phil Hoge - Mya'’s here.

Mya Stivner - Hi. My name is Mya Stivner and | live on the Walker's property. My boyfriend
Connor Phelps is their grandson and we are currently living on their property. We are
planning to buy this property from them so this is kind of our future we're looking at here.
And it’s concerning as well to us that there’s not really a say for why they're not
developing in the Town of Naches. It brings some questions forward on if they're really
looking. | also have a concern with the condition of Old Naches Highway. Is there
anything in this that goes to the road conditions? So | don't know about anyone else but
| getin a car wreck almost every time at the intersection of Allen Road and adding some
more to that kind of brings some concern. | don't think | have any specific questions but
we were in attendance in the fact that this affects our children, our future children, and
the property we own.

Noelle Madera - Great. Thank you. Mike, can we try you this time? Tua and Aman can
you, have you guys tried unmuting Mike?

Phil Hoge - Cannot be done.
Tua Vang - We have been frying everybody.
Noelle Madera - Okay.

Tua Vang - | think they’ll have to do it themselves.
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Noelle Madera - I'll move on to Tiffany then. Tiffany?

Tiffany - Yes, so I’'m here. I’'m sorry you have to allow the app to use your mic. So | got
that figured.

Noelle Madera - Oh okay.

Tiffany - So it is something on our end that we're not doing. So | live at 9480 Old Naches
Highway, which is actually the last house in the city limits, but | also have vacant property
up on Old Naches Highway. One of my concerns is I'm hearing, excuse me, I’'m hearing
that you don't know why Jeff Ranger wants to develop this. He's a developer. He's a fown
administrator. I'm going to say what everybody else is thinking. He's going to (inaudible).
| know that you guys can disagree with that but it's going to happen and that's why this
is happening. That aside, my concemn is the condition of Old Naches Highway. | used to
jog that road all the time. The road condition is terrible. You can barely get two cars
passing each other and then you're going to put more traffic on that road. You guys have
said we have cops out there, we have one deputy that has to be assigned to the Naches
area four hours a day. So bring more people to that four hour a day deputy and we're
just going get more crime. | live out there, | am in the city limits, but | live out there because
| want the country living. There's other land that Jeff can develop. He doesn't need to
take it away from these farmers and that's about all | have to say.

Noelle Madera - Thank you. And then Stacy and Ryan Mills.
Stacy and Ryan Mills - Can you hear me?
Phil Hoge - Yes, we can.

Stacy and Ryan Mills - Okay. We don't need to take up alot of time but | think it's probably
clear we don't want to be part of this. We didn't buy our property to be changed from
AG to residential and there is other property that can be developed, but it doesn't need
to be ours. We didn't know that this was happening and we were surprised when we got
the paperwork for it, so we just want to make sure that it's on record we don't want to be
part of this.

Noelle Madera - Thank you. And then | think Mike is the last one so we'll try Mike one last
time and see if he can get unmuted.

Phil Hoge - We understand Mike that you have to somehow and allow your application
to use your mic.

Noelle Madera - It looks like he might have dropped and is maybe we'll see if he tries
again. But | think that's everybody Doug and | guess we can just monitor to see if Mike
tries to get back on, but that's everybody that is, that I'm seeing.

Kailan Dunn Jr. - | don't know if it's property quorum but |, this is Kayla Dunn again and |
totally agreed, Jeff Davis brought up some really good points and | guess one of the
points that he brought up, | have the same guestion. Does it make any difference what
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we think or is this something that is going to be probably railroaded through by our city
administrator?

Noelle Madera - Doug do you want to answer that or do you want me to take that?
Doug Mayo - It's up to the Board of Commissioners.

Noelle Madera - Yes.

Doug Mayo - We'll do what we do but the final vote is with them.

Noelle Madera - So | would make sure that you show up to the Board hearing also and
so that once we're done with all of the public testimony, the Planning Commission will
make their recommendation, and then that will be forwarded, kind of like what Tua said,
and so | would also make sure that you show up to the Board hearing just so that you can
have your public comment again. And then Mike did you want to?

Kailan Dunn - This is the Board of Commissioners?

Noelle Madera - Board of Yakima County Commissioners correct. And like Tua said he'll
provide, just similar to the way that you got this information for this hearing, you'll have
something similar sent to you.

Kailan Dunn - Thank you.

Noelle Madera - Mike do you want to fry one more time to unmute? | don't think that he's
able to unmute so | think it's back o you guys.

Tua Vang - And | just want to share one more thing, is that we accept comments even
though I've sent out a request for comments earlier with the first 14 days for SEPA and
then | sent out another comment 14-day period for the open record hearing today and
the actual SEPA threshold. There's, we accept comments all the way up to the Board of
County Commissioners hearing and they'll accept comments, your additional testimony
then also. And so, if you've got any new information, any new concerns stuff like.

Noelle Madera - That'll be part of the noftice. Yes, that’ll be part of Tua’s nofice.

Tua Vang - (Inaudible) your comments to me. If it's anything new than what you've
already submitted okay.

Jeff Davis - And can you maybe share a time, approximate timeline are we for the, when
would the Board of County Commissioners meeting be for this, is it six months, is it three
months, is it just so that we kind of know what the timeline is?

Tua Vang - It's going to be kind of hard to make that determination because after the
hearing, basically either the Planning Commission deliberates today, and makes a
decision today. Or they can wait and take some time to think about it and deliberate at
the next meeting. And then that next meeting is if Planning Commission regular meeting
deliberations is every second Wednesday of every month. And so it's going to take some
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time to possibly do that but if they deliberate foday, we potentially could have something
to the Board. They the Board usually likes; we like to work backwards from them. It's usually
like a, Noelle correct me if I'm wrong but it's like, what, we work backwards about two
months out from them?

Noelle Madera - Well | would say yes that's correct but at the earliest the hearing would
be late October. But that's just a rough estimate, a complete rough estimate. So just
make sure that you're paying attention to the notice that you received for this hearing.
I’'m assuming most of you got it through the mail so just kind of keep paying aftention to
that, but | would say the earliest would be late October.

Jeff Davis - And then Tua will we hear what the Board, your Board, decides and
recommends to the County Commission, when will that, when will we hear kind of their
decision and recommendation?

Tua Vang - That is that is up to them. What they want to do. So it's up to the Planning
Commission as to when they want to make that decision.

Doug Mayo - I’'m thinking in about 20 minutes. If not sooner. We'll kick it around here in
front of you and take a vote.

Tua Vang - Yes, you can deliberate today if you'd like and make a decision.

Doug Mayo - And | think it's time to do that. On the deliberations, | want to split the two
parcels, that are the two areas, and all of the people here are with the what's listed as
the Kel-Lowry Road, which is | don't know where the name came from, but anyways
which is the area that | think is a concern of everybody here.

Tua Vang - Mr. Chairman are you deliberating now?
Doug Mayo - Yes.
Tua Vang - So you need to close the public hearing.

Doug Mayo - Close the public hearing and we'll move on to deliberations. It's the public
hearing only on the Naches.

Mike Shuttleworth - Mr. Chairman?
Doug Mayo - Yes?

Mike Shuttleworth - |, I'm just concerned that we had a lot of requests for questions to be
answered and Mr. Ranger was not at the meeting and | have some additional questions
too related that probably he's the only one that can answer and also, |I've always been
a stickler on having their capital facility plan for us to review before we make a decision.
| wonder if | can make a recommmendation that we continue to the next regular hearing
date and that request Mr. Ranger to be there to answer questions.

Doug Mayo - Well we've got the capital facility plan in front of us.
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Mike Shuttleworth - Okay |'m sorry but | haven't had a chance to look at it. | know it may
be in front of you but it wasn't emailed or anything to me, so | would like to review it before
I make a recommendation.

Doug Mayo - Well, would you like to make a, well okay. I'm again I’'m going to close the
public hearing on Naches issue. And would you like to make a motion?

Mike Shuttleworth - Well that's kind of my concern because if we close the public hearing,
we can't take additional testimony and I'd like to have additional testimony.

Doug Mayo - | think that we should vote on whether we want to extend this or deal with
it now. I'll just throw it out there.

Mike Shuttleworth - Well if it's appropriate 1'd like to make a motion that we continue the
public hearing until the next meeting which would be in October and request that Mr.
Ranger be there or at least answer those questions that were proposed by the about
(inaudible) or why not the other areas and that kind of stuff and then give us a chance,
at least me a chance to look at the additional data that's come in recently since I'm not
actually at the meeting and | believe some stuff was given to you at the meeting.

Doug Mayo - There's been a motion on the table that we table this to the following
meeting, so further information can possibly be presented, Mike has an opportunity. Allin
favor of tabling this say aye.

Jerry Mellen & Kyle Curtis - Aye

Doug Mayo - All opposed.

Jerry Craig & Doug Mayo - Aye.

Mike Shuttleworth - Aye.

Tua Vang - So.

Doug Mayo - So who said aye on the phone?

Tua Vang - Yes, we need to make sure we get that clear.

Doug May - Well it was two o two.

Noelle Madera - Can we?

Doug May - Here.

Noelle Madera - So the vote was two to two?

Doug May - Of the four people in this room.
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Tua Vang - So which two said aye, which two said table, which two said no?
Doug May - Okay Kyle and Jerry.

Noelle Madera - We could just. Go ahead Doug |'m sorry.

Mike Shuttleworth - Can we do a?

Jerry Mellen - | would support tabling this.

Doug May - Okay.

Kyle Curtis - Same.

Doug May - So Kyle and Jerry, which Jerry are you?

Jenry Mellen - Mellen.

Doug May - Mellen. They voted yes for tabling. The other Jerry and Doug voted no. And
then | guess Mike gets to vote. I'm assuming.

Mike Shuttleworth - | vote yes.

Doug May - I'm going to assume.
Mike Shuttleworth - On tabling it.

Doug May - | guess it's three to two.
Mike Shuttleworth - Can you hear me?
Doug May - To table.

Phil Hoge - Yes. We can hear you, Mike. | heard the motion as the hearing would be
continued.

Noelle Madera - To October.

Doug May - You're right the motion will be, there's three to two to continue the public
hearing to such time hopefully the next meeting that the City can be represented and
that Mike has an opportunity to see all of the material.

Phil Hoge - That would be October 13™, normally.

Doug May - Normally.

Phil Hoge - Second Tuesday, Wednesday.

Doug May - | have to apologize it's not going to be 20 minutes.
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Tua Vang - It's how these things go.

Doug May - With that being said it’s continued; guess we're going to move on to the
other item on the agenda.

Noelle Madera - Can | just make it, just one statement is that the location likely might,
won't be the same for the people that are in person. We won't know if it will be virtual
only or try to do the hybrid like we're doing now. So just make sure you're paying affention
to the agenda that goes out that will give you the location and if if's virfual and in-person
or if it's just virtual. Just to make sure everybody knows. Thanks everybody for attending
that attended for the Naches portion.

Kailan Dunn Jr. - Tua just a quick question so are we all going to sometime in October
have to come back and test give our testimony again to the group or?

Tua Vang - If you don't have any new information and you already testified and I've got
your comment letter, the Planning Commission has already got those comments and
then all five Planning Commission members are here and Mike I’'m not sure when you got
in and did you get in when they testified or not, but we record these meetings and so if
Planning Commission member came in a little late, they had the opportunity to go back
and listen to it. But yes, you are more than welcome fo come back and listen to the
testimony that's being requested of Jeff Ranger, if you can make it, and then for them to
make their consideration and deliberation for this. And so, you can come back and listen
and because it is another hearing we will have to notice, and so. Actually, is that right or
dowe...

Noelle Madera - Actually, | don't think that's true Tua. | don’t think.

Tua Vang - Is it just everyone here is just made aware, Noelle, that the hearing is
continued? | believe right now is just your notice, is that correct?

Noelle Madera - | think that we'll have to double-check but | don't think that we have to
re-notice the hearing because it was continued, during this hearing, and the date of the
next hearing was already discussed at this hearing so | don't think that we have to do a
legal notice for it, but we will probably send out an updated agenda since the location
will likely be different.

Kailan Dunn Jr. - Okay. Yes, one thing, | guess just thinking, | appreciate trying to get Jeff
involved and that's a good idea. What | fear is a month goes by, you've all heard that
landowners that are adjoining talk and then we've already spoke our peace. And then
a month goes by and we hear from Jeff. I'm just worried that without the testimony that
day, that could persuade one way or the other which | don't know scares me, but
understanding we do need more answers from him so.

Doug May - Excuse me do we know who's talking right now?

Tua Vang - Yes, it’s Mr. Kailan Dunn Jr.
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Doug May - Oh okay.

Tua Vang - Yes.

Doug May - Well.

Johnathan Thompson - May | speak?
Doug May - Certainly.

Johnathan Thompson - Is it my understanding that the reason this is going to be delayed
is because Jeff Ranger is not able to be here today? Is that correct?

Doug May - That’s one reason.
Tua Vang - Actually.

Johnathan Thompson - Jeff Ranger could not be here to answer the questions so
therefore this is tabled for now? Correct?

Doug May - Well not tabled but continued.

Johnathan Thompson - But continued. Okay, | understand now. Very convenient.

Jernry Craig - | agree with the previous speaker. If those people oppose to this annexation
are not here, would we postpone it until they got here? | don’t see the reason for
postponing it because the Town of Naches did not come here to support this move.
That’s why | voted not o continue this on. Let’s make a decision and go about it,

Doug May - The engineer isn't here. The City didn't show up.

Jerry Craig - | think we have done an adequate job of notifying them that this was to be.
How many times are you going to ask them? I’'m done.

Doug May - Well we voted.

Mike Shuttleworth - Mr. Chairman this issue has been continued we probably should not
e discussing it still until the next public hearing.

Jonathan Thompson - Alright, fine f*** this. Obviously, this is a God d*mn kangaroo court.
Fr** it.

Doug May - Okay. You're all welcome to stay for the next issue.

Jeffrey Davis - Can you repeat the date on when that next hearing is? | didn't get that
written down.

Phil Hoge - October 13™.
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Doug May - Well the tentative schedule, that’s.

Jeffrey Davis - October 13" and you'll send out an agenda to everybody that was
notified through paper mail for this meeting | mean, so I'll get something in the mail”?

Noelle Madera - We can do that.

Jeffrey Davis - Okay. Thank you.

Noelle Madera - Thanks everybody for attending.

Everyone - Thank you.

Noelle Madera - For those that aren't staying for the next topic thank you for afttending.
Eugene Thompson - Can you give us a brief synopsis of what the next thing is about?
Doug May - Short-terms rentals have to do with Airbnb’s.

Tua Vang - Thanks, everybody.

Jerry Mellen - Can’t we talk off-record for a minute?

Doug May - Right now we're still in the public, well | guess | haven't opened the second
public hearing yet.

Olivia Story - No.
Doug May - You're saying no.
Olivia Story - You haven’t opened it yet so you'll have to open up the next hearing.

Doug May - Right. So right now every everything's, the first public hearing is closed. We
have not opened the second public hearing, so, but | guess we can't talk about the issue
that just went before us because we've continued it so we can't talk about it again until
we open it back up again. We can talk about something else. Okay. Alright, it is 7:27
open public hearing on LRN2021-00003 Short-Term Rentals. We all should have gotten
them. Did you have a revised draft?

Olivia Story - It was posted online after you corrected that one that we posted online
and we (inaudible) the changes from the last session.

Doug May - So you should have a copy of the proposed, that’s mine, the proposed
language, the blue line draft that you got, they did, they failed to put the corrected part
having to do with signage that we discussed at our last meeting. So what you were given
a couple days ago is not completely accurate. Do you have something to hand ouf to
us?

Kyle Curtis - That's the email version that's not the one sent in the packet so.
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Doug May - Here it is.

Olivia Story - So in the updated version, we're talking about the signage, that was
changed to read, to comply with the Yakima County Code sign language, not
necessarily prohibiting signs on the properties. That’s the change there and also in the
updated language near the top or the definition include within the underlines there and
Kyle that was your recommendation to include that in the following as well, not just the
definition section.

Doug May - As we're in the second public hearing, | suppose we should quickly repeat
the rules of order. Do we have anybody online?

Noelle Madera - | think just staff just. Mike and staff. | don't see anybody else and it is hard
to hear Olivia so I'm not readlly sure where she's sitting in relation to any of the
microphones.

Tua Vang - Do you just want to come over here?
Olivia Story - Yes.
Doug May - This isn't the best setup in the world.

Olivia Story - That's fine just leave it. Alright this is Olivia and I'm sitting next to the
microphone. Can people hear me now?

Phil Hoge - Yes.
Noelle Madera - Yes.

Olivia Story - Okay great. So for the past couple months we had some work sessions on
the short-term rentals. And this is a background. Can you show me again? | don't see it.
Okay so as a reminder a short-term rental is a residential unit where the whole house or
portions within that house are rented on a temporary basis, less than 30 days, to overnight
guests. So currently our code addresses traditional bed and breakfast, not the Airbnb
that we're talking about tonight or the short-term rentals. And the difference between a
tfraditional bed and breakfast and these short-term rentals is the short-term rentals can
rent the whole entire house to a renter rather than just one room that's a traditional bed
and breakfast, The property owners do not have to stay on the site for these short-term
rentals, and then also because there's no code associated with these there's no
requirement for lodging tax, there, or sales tax associated with these short-term rentals.
So the lack of the regulation right now can lead to a lack of the life safety standards that
are associated with other bed and breakfasts.

Doug May - Could you slow down and be a little louder please?
Olivia Story - Is this better can you hear me now?

Doug May - Slow down. We're having trouble. I'm having trouble here.
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Olivia Story - Okay, |'m sorry about that. Another thing that has been brought up is the
lack of parking when there's increased traffic to the property. There's more of a need for
parking, and then also like | said the loss of lodging and sales tax associated with these.
So there's a list of criteria to change anything with the Yakima County Code. It has to be
consistent with 16B.10.095, and within there is the GMA and the SMA, other
comprehensive plan goals and policies, so any changes have to be compliant with
those. So after a thorough review, staff has determined that these underlying criteria do
meet that criteria. It meets it for approval. So staff is recommending approval of the draft
text change. So subject to any public testimony or questions for you, that is the end of
my presentation. We also did not receive any exhibits or letters of recommmendation for
or against on this. So there's no recommendation letters here. So that's the conclusion of
my presentation. Are there any questions associated with this?

Doug May - So | suspect that you have no idea how many there might be because
they're not registered?

Olivia Story - There's no way to register or count them. | spent some time and | did a quick
research and | think | found about 225 that are in the county, but again that was just a
rudimentary search. There's no process to actually count these like an official count. It
was just me looking to see what was available online.

Doug May - And this deals partially with the wineries, | think that's one of the things that
kind of brought this to the table?

Olivia Story - It could have been part of what was brought up in part of it but these are
specifically for residential uses, whereas the wineries would be a winery or an ATO use,
and then | have separate criteria for that.

Doug May - So we haven't, we're not dealing with that yet?
Olivia Story - We're not dealing with the wineries yet, no.
Doug May - But you had you've had a meeting or two with groups to speak to that.

Olivia Story - We've had several meetings with the winery owners and we're drafting thaf
recommendation and proposal right now and so that will come to you soon but that
would be outside of what these are regulating. These are regulating just more of an
individual owner not a winery owner.

Doug May - Has any one of these people been identified and are they aware that this is
on the table?

Olivia Story - Besides the public noftice, it through, the hearing public nofice that was the
notification and we did not notify individual ones. There's no way to contact them. If you
go onto Airbnb’s website, there's no addresses or owners listed until you actually go
through the process of booking a room. So there's no way for us to know who these
people are. We can't contact them in other words. So the notice and the Herald for the
public hearing was the most that we could do, | think.
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Noelle Madera - Hi Doug this is Noelle. One of the reasons that we added this on
something to work on was because people are coming into the County asking how to
get permitted and the closest thing that we have in our code is the bed and breakfast
and it doesn't really meet that, and that's what triggered us to work on this. If that helps
at all it.

Kyle Curtis - It does for me, | think. For some reason | thought that we were having folks in
the county or city complaining about Airbnb’s but that doesn't seem to be the case it's
rather folks are coming in trying to figure out how do | comply with the County because
other counties are trying to regulate this type of rentals.

Noelle Madera - Correct and so we have had one issue with a code violation but it was
more, not just that they were operating an Airbnb, but they were also living in structures
that weren't habitable. They didn't have building permits for residential use. So that was
kind of more than just the issue with the Airbnb but we do have for years we've had
people coming in asking how what kind of permitting do they need and we just don't
really have a good answer for them. But then also there's a ton of articles around the
state and other jurisdictions that are having issues with them, and with the what Olivia
talked about with the noise, and so | don't know that we have a noise or the parking
issues yet in Yakima County, but if we had something in our code and somebody was
having a neighbor that was maybe using an Airbnb, it would be easier for us to say well
this is what you would need to apply for and then you would have to meet these criteria
to operate legally in the county. So it would give us something for us to tell them. But right
now, if your neighbor, you called a noise complaint on your neighbor there's really not
anything we could tell them to apply for that makes sense. So that's what kind of spurred
us to work on it.

Doug May - Any questions from the Jerry's? Comments?

Kyle Curtis - No | think I've got my, well there's just the comment is | think it would be
extremely hard to enforce this, right? And | don't think that's the intent. | don't think we're
expecting the County to all of a sudden contact individually the 225 folks that are doing
Airbnb and or reach out fo Airbnb and instruct them that anyone with a certain zip code
unless they show proof of a Yakima County business license that they're not going to be
allowed to operate on their on their platform or their source. So | don't personally have
an issue with this just because | think it satisfies some of the needs and the wants from the
community there. And then it also sets us up, sets up the County, if there is an incident
where an Aironb becomes an issue, at least it's spelled out here to allow further discussion.

Doug May - Well and a guy might not like his neighbbor and the neighbor having one and
call up the County and said hey, then they find out he doesn't have a permit for that.

Kyle Curtis - Yes.

Doug May - Even though he's been doing it for the last five years because |'m sure they're
not going to grandfather people in and then they have to go through the hoops to find
out whether they can qualify. But one thing that comes up also is the tax, where it is in a
way, you could argue unfair competition against an established hotel motel in town that
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is faking away someone that may have rented a room from them, go ouf to an Airbnb,
and so whomever loses a little bit of tax money plus the motel loses a customer.

Jerry Mellen - What was the basis for not faxing these facilities and taxing the others?
Olivia Story - I'm sorry | couldn't quite hear your question.

Jerry Mellen - My question is what was the basis for not taxing these facilities and yet
taxing others?

Olivia Story - These the way the draft text is written is these would be taxed. The plan is to
have them have a business license and be taxed just like an Airbnb or a regular bnb.
Right now there is no regulation so there is no tax but this would implement the tax.
Doug May - | think it's just kind of snuck up on them where they've been taxing the motels
and bnbs all along and then all of a sudden, they got a new industry out here the Airbnb’s
the last couple years that kind of evolved and they just, the County and the taxman are
behind the curve on.

Olivia Story - So this would putf them on the same playing field as a bed and breakfast.
Like a traditional bed and breakfast. Where they would have the same business license
and the tax requirements as they do.

Jerry Mellen - Are we saying that both of these facilities will be taxed?

Olivia Story - Yes.

Jerry Mellen - They will?

Olivia Story - Yes.

Jerry Mellen - Ok.

Doug May - Under this.

Jerry Mellen - Under this. Alright, that’s correct.

Olivia Story - Yes.

Jerry Mellen - Thank you.

Doug May - Anyone one want to, any other testimony, comments, questions? | guess
we're still going to close the public hearing on this issue.

Deliberations
Doug May - We'll move on to deliberations. Somebody want to throw a motion out there?
To either | guess accept it or reject it as presenfed.

Jerry Mellen - | make a motion that we accept this.
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Kyle Curtis - Kyle Curtis. I'll second.

Doug May - It's been moved and seconded that we accept the proposed language for
Chapter 19.18 Special Uses and Standards on 19.18.420 Short Term Rentals. Comments?
Jerry?

Jerry Mellen - No | think it’s fair. | think this is a good start. Alright and it may be a start as
these things develop but I'm willing to say that we need this on record.

Doug May - Kyle any comments?
Kyle Curtis - No |I've already made my comments.

Doug May - So it's been moved and seconded. All in favor of adopting this, signify by
aye?

Doug, Kyle, Jerry Craig, and Jerry Mellen - Aye.

Doug May - All oppose?

Mike Shuttleworth - Aye.

Doug May - Okay was the aye for, was the aye yes or a no? Mike?
Mike Shuttleworth - Aye, yes.

Doug May - Okay. So it’s 5-0 yes. There’s a delay Mike. So | guess I'm too fast cause you
always come in with an aye after I've asked for the no’s.

Mike Shuttleworth - Sorry about that there was a liftle bit of extra noise on the call for
some reason.

Doug May - Yes. Okay. We did the deliberations are in here again.

IV. New Business: None.

V. Old Business:
A. Vice Chair-Elections. The Chair made a motion to nominate Kyle Curtis as the Vice-
Chair. Jerry Mellen and Mike Shuttleworth seconded the motion. All five Planning
Commission members voted in favor of the motion and zero opposed.

VI. Communications:
A. Reports of subcommittees and study groups. None.
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B. Status report of cases before the BOCC. The CAO Flood Chapters text amendments
is scheduled for a hybrid public hearing with the Board on September 28, 2021,
10:00 a.m. or shortly thereafter.

C.Secretary’s report. None.

VIl. Adjournment or continuance to a date, place, and time: The next meeting to be held
on October 13, 2021, 6:00 pm due to the continuance of the Naches UGA
Amendment public hearing. In-person and virtual attendance will be determined. The
September 8, 2021 meeting was adjourned at 7:48 pm.

Minutes approved by the Planning Commission on ock 3. Qle

Signed: Z\QM /\/)%

Planning Commis§jon, Chair \
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