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Date: Novewmber 29, 2025

From: Dan and Debbie Renshaw
1005 E 3" Street

Cle Elum 98922

To: The City of Cle Elum

We are writing because of our concern about this project. We take objection
to the statement that was made saying, “There is no significant impact on the
human environment.” We believe there will be a significant impact for all of us
whose properties will surround this project.

1) Light pollution. There will be a considerable problem with the tight
pollution that will bring an undesirable affect to our property. With the
daycare that is proposed and the parking lot that will go in, there will so
much light back there that it will be like living in the parking lot. This
tncludes all the street lights that will go in as well as the multiple lights
on each of the buildings. Also, the fact that if this project goes in, we will
no longer be able to see the Northern Lights.

2) Noise pollution. There will be considerable increased noise behind us
with all the traffic and the day care.

3) children and safety. There will also be added children walking to the
school bus stop on 3 St from Short Ave with no sidewalks on either
street.




4) Traffic. We are already having trouble with cars speeding down 3"
Street in excess of 35 mph. With the added traffic and children this is an
accident/tragedy waiting to happen. We have a daycdre next door to the
west and 3 small children on the east of our home. The youngest, 15
rmonths old, on the east side is very quick and eager to explore.

5) child Development Center. We have da privately owned preschool next
door. We don’t believe we need another similar facility tn this
heighborhood competing with the privately owned preschool while using
public funds to do so. This is true especially since the local public school
has a preschool now that serves ages 3-4 free of charge.

6) Wildlife. We have had elk and deer behind us in the field for the past 19
years. They have been traveling down from the hills behind us to graze in
the field west of Floral between 2" and 34 Streets and also in the field
where this project will be built. With all the development on Cle Elum
Ridge, many of these animals have been displaced from their normal
grazing areas in the winter where forest once existed and trees prevented
as much accumulation of snow. They now look for grazing in the winter in
these other areas further down the ridge in town. In the lower elevation,
snow melts quicker making the grass in these areas more accessible.

7) Alternate property. We have been told that there was an offer made for
trade/cash on property next to the Senior Center. This site is close to the
same size and makes much more sense than behind us. The property next
to the Senior Center is right on 3™ St. which is designed for more traffic
flow. With the right design, it would have less effect on the residents on
the south side of 3™ St. and the single resident to the west of the property
north of 34 st.
&) Increased Water Runoff. We dre very concerned about water runoff from
the project to our homes to the south of it. Every year there is a concern
that our crawl spaces will flood with water from the snow melting and
the water flowing both on top of the ground and mostly under the ground
in what is a known high-water table in this area. In 2007, the house to the
west of us had their crawl space flood with water getting into the heating
ducts and forcing the homeowner at the time to evacuate and resulting in
thousands of dollars of repairs. In our crawl space, we had to put in sump
pumps to pump the water out to keep this from happening to us. Still, we
have to be vigilant to make sure this doesn’t happen again. With this
project covering the major portion of the property with concrete, asphalt,
and buildings, the amount of dissipating surface water will be greatly
increased making this already existing problem worse, and putting our
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properties at greater risk of flooding. After all, water always flows
downward and downward means toward our already vulnerable homes.
Needless to say, if we do flood, then it will greatly incredse our insurance
rates, if hot make obtaining insurance impossible tn the future. As it s,
insurance rates continue to go up about 15% edach year without any
claims. This could very likely force us out of our house as we dre about to
become fixed income seniors. The two bioretention swales proposed will
hardly be enough to mitigate this problem and will likely create new
problems. wWith water collecting up to 12 inches in depth in these swales,
they become another potential danger for small children and for mosquito
infestation, even if the accumulation is only for high precipitation times
of the year.

Add to these issues the loss of privacy due to three story buildings
throughout this project looking down on our houses, the potential property
depreciation that could occur due to the loss of our views of Cle Elum Ridge
and the projects impacts mentioned above, and the changing of the property
zoning from single family homes to multi-unit apartments, and this project
doesn’t make sense to all of us who are single family households that
completely surround this proposed development.

Back to where we started, the statement, “There is no significant impact on
the human environment,” is entirely absurd to us. Please reconsider this
statement and others like it that may come and put a stop to this project in
this location. Ask the developers to consider other properties, such as the
one next to the Senior Center, which was up for sale several years ago,
indicating that at one time, the owner was willing to sell. But burying this
project in the middle of a single-family home residential area where no one
nhew will be able to find it hardly seems like a good idea. Better to put it in
an easily accessible and visible place like on one of the three main streets
that go through our town.

We would respectfully ask that this project be rejected in its current
location.

RECFIVED
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God bless,

Dan and Debbie Renshaw
1005 E 3rd St.
Cle Elum, WA 98922




