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SUBJECT:

Mineral Resource Lands – Summary of Public Comment to Planning Commission

To date, staff has held one formal comment period on the Mineral Resource Lands draft
inventory and classification. There have been several additional opportunities for public
comment on the project at planning commission meetings:
- Planning Commission, June 21, 2017
- Planning Commission, October 18, 2017
- Planning Commission, November 1, 2017 (1 comment received)
- Planning Commission, November 15, 2017 (3 comments received)
- Planning Commission, December 6, 2017 (3 comments received)
There have been two written comments received from citizens, both submitted at the planning
commission meeting on December 6, 2017. In addition to the two written comments received,
five spoken comments have been given at planning commission meetings. The comments have
encompassed the following topics:
- Compatibility of Mineral Resource Lands with Rural Residential Resource 1/5 (2)
- Compatibility of Mineral Resource Lands with Capitol Forest
- Compatibility of Mineral Resource Lands with agriculture (2)
- Considering criteria at the designation stage versus the permitting stage (2)
Christy White, citizen
 On November 1, 2017, Christy White requested the Planning Commission and staff to
involve the public in the Mineral Resource Lands update, because designation will
potentially impact landowners in the rural area, including the resources they use (water,
land, air).
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On November 15, 2017, Christy White spoke in regards to the compatibility of Mineral
Resource Lands with adjacent Rural Residential Resource lands. She noted that a new
study was published from WSU that discusses the risk of landslides, specifically on
logged lands, and impacts of landslide on climate change. Much of the mineral resource
area is currently overlain with forest resource lands.
Christy White also spoke and submitted a written comment on December 6, 2017, in
regards to compatibility of mineral resource lands with Capitol Forest. She requested the
Planning Commission consider Capitol Forest for exclusion to the mineral resource lands
designation due to its public benefit as a recreation area, park, wildlife resource and
watershed; due to the potential risks associated with mining that may affect air, land, and
water; and due to Capitol Forest’s existing use for commercial forestry.

South of the Sound Community Farmland Trust (SSCFLT)
 Two comments were submitted on co-designating long term agriculture with mineral
resource lands. On November 15, 2017, Loretta Seppanen (SSCFLT) spoke in regards to
a memo submitted, and urged that despite research showing agricultural lands can be
reclaimed after mining use, the time frame required to restore agriculture is not
economically feasible. She noted that not much acreage is added to mineral resource
lands in co-designating, but a significant amount of the long-term agriculture land base is
removed.
 On December 6, 2017, Bill Zachmann (SSCFLT) also spoke and submitted a written
comment addressing co-designation of mineral resource lands with agriculture. Bill stated
that mineral needs can be met by the current designation of mineral lands, and that codesignating viable and valuable agricultural land is not necessary to meet supply. Codesignation would result in only a 1% gain of land for rock extraction, but a large loss of
agricultural lands. These lands are subpar for aggregate extraction (less than 10
years/depth of overburden), and there are better lands available for designation.
Segale Properties LLC
 Mark Hancock, a representative of Segale Properties LLC, spoke at two meetings in
regards to designating mineral resource lands broadly and handling criteria mostly at the
permitting stage. On November 15, 2017, Mark spoke in regards to public parks and the
1,000 foot buffer. He stated that different mines of different sizes occurring for different
lengths of time can vary in impact, and a 1,000-foot buffer may not be necessary for all
mines.
 On December 6, 2017, Mark Hancock spoke in regards to soil types marked as gopher
habitat. He stated this criteria should be considered at the permitting stage as opposed to
the designation stage.
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