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Allison Osterberg

From: Adam Novick <adam.p.novick@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, March 03, 2017 11:23 AM
To: Allison Osterberg
Subject: Preliminary list of Comprehensive Plan Amendments

Categories: Comp Plan

Dear Ms. Osterberg, 
 
Thank you for inviting comments on Thurston County's long‐range planning docket. I'm grateful to see the County's 
interest in conserving prairie species. However, as these species tend to depend on actively managing private land (e.g., 
to control invasive vegetation), I'm concerned that the County's proposed Habitat Conservation Plan might inadvertently 
worsen their fate, by inadvertently entrenching policies that turn these species into a liability for landowners. I'm 
pleased to see that Benton County recognized this issue and took steps to address it, in Benton County's HCP for prairie 
species (though I have argued that Benton County could have done so more efficiently, without public expenditure). I 
would like to think that by recognizing this issue, Thurston County might realize and help daylight similar opportunities 
to help species and landowners alike, through policy efficiencies. 
 
I offered these ideas in a master's thesis, in which I in part discussed the Benton County HCP. Should any of this interest 
you, my thesis (on "Risk to maintenance‐dependent species from orthodoxy in species‐based land‐use regulation") is 
freely downloadable from the UO, at <http://hdl.handle.net/1794/13343>. You can find all mention of the Benton 
County HCP by searching for "Benton". 
 
As I have a courtesy research appointment with the UO, I note that my views are not necessarily those of the UO. 
 
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
‐‐Adam Novick 
 
Adam Novick 
3715 Donald St. 
Eugene, OR 97405 
v: 541‐345‐0467 
e: adam.p.novick@gmail.com 
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Allison Osterberg

From: richnevitt@comcast.net
Sent: Thursday, March 09, 2017 1:27 PM
To: Allison Osterberg
Subject: Black River blockage and Comp Plan  proposed revisions for 2017/2018

Re: Thurston County Comprehensive Plan Revision for consideration for 2017 and 2018 
  
  
The owners of properties living on Black Lake set up the Black Lake Special District and tax 
themselves to maintain the quality and livability on  the lake! The Special District has spent a 
considerable amount of money to eradicate the milfoil, other invasive plants, and control the frequent 
green algae that appears frequently and has even closed then Lake occasionally. 
  
A study that Special district authorized and paid for has shown that Dempsey Creek, which flows into 
Black River about a MILE to the south and Downstream from Black River actually backflows into 
Black Lake. The area of the river downstream of Black Lake is overgrown and almost clogged with 
rotting plant life and I believe that it is greatly responsible for the Algae and Phosphorus growth 
flowing into Black Lake. 
  
The property on both sides of the Black River from Black Lake south is owned by US FISH AND 
WILDLIFE.  It is 328 acres and is now being included in the Black River of Billy Frank Jr. Nisqually 
National Wildlife Refuge. The US Fish and Wildlife field office in Lacey informed me that the I needed 
to deal with the Nisqually Wildlife Refuge office as they have control over the Black River. However, 
when I met with the Nisqually Refuge office I was informed that they do not have control over the 
Black River channel. 
  
I sent a text message to the Army Corps of Engineers stating my concerns and citing the fact that the 
Black River was historically a navigable water body that the early Indians used to travel from Grays 
Harbor to Black Lake by canoe! They are charged with the responsibility to maintain navigable 
waters, and I have received no response in the past 5 months. 
  
I am asking you if the continued and more frequent flooding of Black Lake was or will be addressed in 
the Comp plan revision?  
  
Is the blocking of the Black River or the backflow of water upstream into Black Lake addressed in the 
proposed revisions? 
  
Is the issue of Thurston County's Ownership ( since 1976) and maintenance, or rather poor 
maintenance of the Black Lake Ditch to the North of the water flowing out of Black Lake 
being addressed in the comp plan revision? 
  
Is the issue of salmon no longer being able to come upstream into Black Lake from either direction an 
issue being addressed in the Comp Plan?  ( Indians use to winter on Black Lake due to the plentiful 
amount of Salmon) 
  
Thank you for your timely response, 
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Richard Nevitt 
6814 Lakeside St SW 
Olympia, WA 98512 
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Allison Osterberg

From: northbeachcomm@cs.com
Sent: Sunday, March 12, 2017 9:54 AM
To: Allison Osterberg
Subject: Thurston County Issues; March 12

March 12, 2017 
Dear Thurston County;  
  
This latest docket issue for Thurston County, is to remove the "Goal E-5 from the 1992 Nisqually Sub-Area plan". The 
Thurston County Commissioners  want to allow "reprocess Recycled Asphalt Pavement"  (RAP),  at their Holroyd's Gravel 
Pit site in lower Nisqually Valley. I do not think that this should be allowed.   I  disapprove  of removing Goal E Policy 
5, from the Nisqually Sub-Area Plan. 
 
The overall goal of the original November 1992 Nisqually Sub-Area Plan  was to "Maintain the existing rural environment 
of the Nisqually planning area with the primary emphasis on preserving … its rural, aesthetic character for future 
generations."   This overall goal had been in the forefront of the 1992 Plan as well as ongoing public and private efforts to 
restore and maintain the Nisqually River Valley.  The no-RAP provision (not allowing reprocessed recycled asphalt 
because of its toxic pollution potential) of Policy E.5, was designed to protect the rural character from industrial 
dominance. We will work to make sure that the Nisqually River Valley remains free of this pollution, we urge the 2017 
Thurston County Commissioners to not allow this change in the 1992 plan. 
Thank you, 
L. Riner 
2103 Harrison #2 
Olympia, WA 
98502 
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Allison Osterberg

From: Howard Glastetter <howard.glastetter@comcast.net>
Sent: Monday, March 13, 2017 6:05 PM
To: Allison Osterberg
Cc: Jeremy Davis
Subject: Lakeside Industries Docket Request
Attachments: 1992 NV SA-Plan.docx

I Emailed the following to Jeremy at Thurston County Planning on March 5, 2017.  I assumed it 
arrived.  However, I see you have acknowledged receipt to others, but not me.  So, I just wanted to be sure you 
received this comment. 
  
Please ignore this email if you have already received my comments. 
  
-Howard     
  
  
This email is a public response to Lakeside Industries’ latest docket attempt to remove Goal E-5 from the 1992 
Nisqually Sub-Area plan.  They want to reprocess Recycled Asphalt Pavement (RAP) at their Holroyd’s Gravel 
Pit site in lower Nisqually Valley. 
  
The overall goal of the November 1992 Nisqually Sub-Area Plan was to “Maintain the existing rural 
environment of the Nisqually planning area with the primary emphasis on preserving … its rural, 
aesthetic character for future generations.” (Page17).  This overall goal has been in the forefront of the 1992 
Plan as well as ongoing public and private efforts to restore and maintain the Nisqually River Valley.  The no-
RAP provision of Policy E.5, along with the other E goals (Page 20-21, attached) was designed to protect the 
rural character from industrial dominance.    
  
The county has an obligation to defend this well thought out plan and strengthen it when it comes up for 
renewal.  However, business impacts have increased, rather than be phased out as the plan has required.  
Examples:   
1) A mined out pit at Yelm Highway and Reservation Road, in the Nisqually Sub-Area, has been converted to a 
construction waste site (The Sub-Area Plan (Goal E.1.) and DNR require mined out pits to be reclaimed).    
Stumps and construction material, including RAP, are hauled in from as far as Mason County.  This operation is 
located in the Nisqually Sub-Area, contiguous to the McAllister Springs Sensitive Area - above Lacey and 
Olympia municipal wells.  People in county government are aware of this violation.   
2) After the flood of 1996, neighbors could only replace lost homes by putting them on high foundations.  No 
lot filling was allowed.  However, the gun factory, in the middle of the neighborhood, was given permission to 
put 20,000 cubic yards of fill on their 1996 flood inundated property.  They have yet to use this filled area.  That 
filled part of the property is now for sale. 
3) Lakeside got into the valley on a technicality and now wants to add the RAP storage and recycling to their 
process.  This would have an increased truck traffic impact on the valley and opens the door to possible water 
and air pollution.          
  

There are ongoing concerns with flooding. In 1996, much of the lower Nisqually Valley was under floodwaters, 
including portions of the Holroyd gravel mine. Due to past rail line, bridge and highway construction the 
Nisqually River has been artificially forced to the higher east side of the valley. When the river has major 
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floods, it naturally flows to the west, above the rail line, through the Durgin Road Tunnel upstream, from the 
Holroyd Gravel Mine. If floodwaters enter the pit, aquifer groundwater could be infiltrated by pollutants from 
RAP storage in the pit, if RAP were ever allowed.  (Flooding in Nisqually Valley will continue to be an issue as 
long as Tacoma Power is allowed to top off the Alder Lake Reservoir in the fall/winter seasons.)  Goal E.5 
states: “… the reprocessing of asphalt shall not be allowed due to water quality concerns”.   Note: RAP is 
recycled pavement.  When it is ground up the surface area dramatically increases and allows greater leaching of 
chemicals in the RAP.   Please see next paragraph.  Yellow highlighting is mine.   

http://www.rmrc.unh.edu/tools/uguidelines/rap131.asp “For unbound applications, leachability from the RAP may 
also be a concern. This same leachability would be a concern if RAP was stockpiled or stored and exposed to 
precipitation.”  What this URL is saying is that using RAP as one would use raw gravel for a road or driveway 
would cause more (possibly unacceptable) leaching into the soil than, say, a solid road made of bound asphalt.  The 
reason being, that increased surfaces of the unbound RAP particles would have far more surface area to leach 
from than a hard surface road (much the same as a RAP stockpile exposed to the weather). 
  
If RAP is allowed, and I’m not recommending it, there is a way to mitigate its effects.  Below is the “Best 
Practice” to reduce moisture in RAP.  It allows RAP to be processed at a lower temperature, reducing the cost 
of producing asphalt.  There are two additional side benefits to this.  Less heat means less energy, reducing air 
pollution.  Keeping RAP dry also prevents chemical leaching into the ground water.  This is a win for the 
asphalt company (less cost) and the neighborhood (less water/air pollution).   
  
The un-walled building cover technique was also recommended in two different articles in the handout we 
used when I was on the Thurston County Asphalt Advisory Task Force (AATF) in 2007-8.  A Lakeside 
employee told me they had no intention of doing this.   
  
Note of caution: This still would not solve the problem of having a large source RAP pile in the pit.  Suppose 
Lakeside were allowed to have RAP at their site.  If Lakeside were to maintain a source RAP pile of the size 
they had when they were at the Hogum Bay Olympia Landfill a few years ago, it likely would create a water 
pollution problem.  They had an irregular pile 60+ feet in height and around 150 feet across at the base.  That 
may have been marginally ecologically acceptable, because the water table could be around 100 feet below 
ground level at the Hogum Bay site.  The current permeable gravel floor at Holroyd’s is about 15 to 20 feet 
above an aquifer water table, even less in wintertime.  Holroyd’s pit is also in the Nisqually 100-year 
floodplain.  I have photos that show they were flooded in 1996. 
  
http://www.morerap.us/files/rap-best-practices.pdf 
Stockpiling to Minimize Moisture 
Moisture content of aggregates and RAP is a primary factor affecting an asphalt 
plant’s production rate and drying costs. Some contractors have implemented 
creative approaches to reducing moisture content in stockpiles. The best  
practice to minimize the accumulation of moisture in stockpiles is to cover the 
stockpile with a shelter or building to prevent precipitation from getting to the 
RAP. Second to that, it is a good practice to use conical stockpiles to naturally 
shed rain or snow, and to place the stockpile on a paved and sloped surface to 
help water drain from the pile. Irregular-shaped stockpiles with surface 
depressions that will pond water should be corrected by shaping the pile as it is 
being built with the front-end loader or a small dozer. However, the use of heavy 
equipment on the top of RAP stockpiles should be minimized to avoid 
compaction of the RAP. Likewise, it is also recommended that RAP stockpiles 
be limited to 20 feet in height to reduce the potential for self-consolidation of the  
stockpile. 
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Final thoughts:   
Lakeside RAP storage at the Hogum Bay site did not meet “Best” or even “Second Best” practices.  Would 
they do better in Holroyd’s pit?  The jury is out on that.  The aquifer below the pit is the source of drinking 
water for some as well as farm / garden irrigation for many in the valley.   
  
Lakeside knew RAP was not allowed before they built their new plant at Holroyd’s pit. The County 
Commissioners and two court decisions ruled they could not use RAP in Nisqually Valley.  ORCAA reaffirmed 
they could not, due to Sub-Area Plan rules. They chose to push their way into this rural residential area, 
anyway.  Since then, they’ve been posturing that they have been treated unfairly.   
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Holroyd’s pit is close to being mined out.  DNR and the Sub-Area Plan say they have to move out when that 
happens.  Will they?  Or, will they want increase truck traffic and change infrastructure to haul in gravel from 
another pit as well as RAP?  This would also be in violation of the Sub-Area Plan.  (Goal E.5 says: ”The 
reprocessing of imported mineral resources shall not be the primary accessory use … .”   Gravel is a 
mineral and is supposed to come from inside the pit.                     
  
Thank you for your consideration. 
  
Sincerely, 
  
  
Howard Glastetter 
howard.glastetter@comcast.net 
(360)491-6645 
      
Everything should be as simple as it can be, but no simpler.  
Albert Einstein 
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Allison Osterberg

From: nwsurveyqc@cs.com
Sent: Tuesday, March 14, 2017 9:32 AM
To: Allison Osterberg
Subject: Add the Recycled Asphalt Plant to the agenda

Categories: Comp Plan

Dear Commissioners; 
   The original permit never allowed the processing of used asphalt. This latest docket issue for Thurston County, is 
to remove the "Goal E-5 from the 1992 Nisqually Sub-Area plan". The Thurston County Commissioners  want to allow  the 
reprocessing of  Recycled Asphalt Pavement"  (RAP),  at the Holroyd's Gravel Pit site . This should not be 
allowed.  GOAL E Policy 5 should not be removed from the Nisqually Sub-Area Plan. Please add this to the agenda. 
John Newman 
Olympia 
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Centro Integral Educativo Latino de Olympia                                                                          
Integral Hispanic Educational Center of Olympia 
1202 Black Lake Blvd. SW Suite B‐1 ‐ Olympia, WA  98502  
360‐709‐0931  www.cieloprograms.com 
email:  cieloproject@comcast.net 
 
 
March 15, 2017 
 
 
Dear Thurston County Board of Commissioners, 
 
I am writing to express CIELO’s strong support for the asphalt recycling program currently 
proposed by Lakeside industries. 
 
CIELO is a nonprofit organization founded in Thurston County in 1996. We serve low‐income 
Latino families and other underserved people in South Puget Sound with mental health, sexual 
assault survivor advocacy and counseling, and educational services. We have close relationships 
and partnerships with a number of agencies, faith groups, and local businesses who share our 
mission of building community, self‐sufficiency and leadership so that all people might realize 
their potential in an inclusive, resilient, and thriving South Sound community.  
 
Among these supporters, Lakeside Industries stands out. They have been an annual contributor 
to CIELO for many years. They several times donated crushed rock for the circular driveway at 
our previous location, and they have contributed regularly as a sponsor (a “gold level” sponsor) 
of CIELO’s “Dia de Los Muertos” cultural celebration and fundraiser. Last year they made a 
presentation to our English class students which stressed the value of a trained and diversified 
workforce and encouraged students to consider a range of intern training and employment 
opportunities in the industry. Their ongoing, generous support helps CIELO transform lives. 
 
In working with Lakeside Industries, we have gotten to know Lacey Division Manager, Dean 
Smith. He has explained his proposed recycling project, the broad support it has, and the 
positive impact it would have on our local economy—both in jobs and resources. The next step 
is to gain approval at a Board of Commissioners’ meeting. I urge you to prioritize this issue and 
approve Lakeside Industries’ proposed expansion project for consideration this session. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Sherry Sullivan 
 
CIELO Board Chair/Interim Executive Director 
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Allison Osterberg

From: Ralph, Daniel <RalphD@evergreen.edu>
Sent: Thursday, March 16, 2017 10:46 AM
To: Allison Osterberg
Subject: Comment on Comprehensive Plan
Attachments: Thurston County March 16 2017.pdf

Hi Allison – the attached is Evergreen’s response to the proposed update to the Comprehensive Plan.  Thanks for all of 
your work on this. 
 
Dan Ralph 
The Evergreen State College 
867‐6500 
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Allison Osterberg

From: Dayton, Jo <DaytonJ@wsdot.wa.gov>
Sent: Monday, March 20, 2017 2:20 PM
To: Allison Osterberg
Cc: Laird, Linea; Dayton, Kevin J; Metcalf, Keith; Pacifico, Barbara; Healy, Linda
Subject: WSDOT Comment to Support Comprehensive Plan Amendment to allow Recycled 

Asphalt Pavement 
Attachments: Thurston Co re Recycled Asphalt Pavement 3 17 17.pdf

Categories: Comp Plan

Ms. Osterberg: 
 
Good afternoon.  Roger Millar asked that I forward to you the attached letter from WSDOT supporting the consideration 
of a Comprehensive Plan amendment to allow the use of Reclaimed Asphalt Pavement in the Nisqually Sub‐Area Plan for 
Thurston County. 
 
(Electronic Transmittal Only – Unless Requested) 
 
Jo Dayton 
Executive Assistant  
Office of the Secretary of Transportation 
Washington State Department of Transportation 
310 Maple Park Ave SE/PO Box 47316 /Olympia, WA /98504-7316 
360.705.7054 office 
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Allison Osterberg

From: Jeremy Davis
Sent: Tuesday, March 21, 2017 7:52 AM
To: Allison Osterberg
Subject: FW: 2017 Preliminary Docket

 
 

From: Ramiro Chavez  
Sent: Tuesday, March 21, 2017 7:40 AM 
To: Jeremy Davis <davisj@co.thurston.wa.us> 
Cc: Cynthia Wilson <wilsonc@co.thurston.wa.us>; Brent Butler <butlerb@co.thurston.wa.us>; Robin Courts 
<CourtsR@co.thurston.wa.us> 
Subject: FW: 2017 Preliminary Docket 

 
Jeremy, for your files.  Thank you. 
 
Ramiro Chavez, PE, PgMP 
County Manager 
Thurston County  
(360) 754‐2960 
chavezr@co.thurston.wa.us 
 

From: tcbocc  
Sent: Monday, March 20, 2017 10:47 PM 
To: Robin Courts <CourtsR@co.thurston.wa.us>; Robin Campbell <campber@co.thurston.wa.us>; Vickie Larkin 
<LarkinV@co.thurston.wa.us>; Bud Blake <blakeb@co.thurston.wa.us>; Sherri Nehl <nehls@co.thurston.wa.us>; Ramiro 
Chavez <chavezr@co.thurston.wa.us>; Kelli Kennedy <kennedk@co.thurston.wa.us>; John Hutchings 
<hutchjf@co.thurston.wa.us>; Gary Edwards <edwardg@co.thurston.wa.us> 
Subject: FW: 2017 Preliminary Docket 

 
  

From: webserver@co.thurston.wa.us 
Sent: Monday, March 20, 2017 10:46:38 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada) 
To: tcbocc 
Subject: 2017 Preliminary Docket 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Please note the following: This e-mail message was generated using the Thurston County E-mail Web 
Application. The 'Sender Email' address in the message body is as entered by the user and may not be valid. 
The 'From' e-mail address in the message header cannot be replied to. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
 
Subject: 2017 Preliminary Docket 
 
Sender Name: Phyllis Farrell 
 
Sender Email: phyllisfarrell681@hotmail.com 
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Sent: 3/20/2017 10:46:38 PM 
Sender Message: Dear Commissioners Blake, Edwards and Hutchings, The South Sound Group of Sierra Club 
opposes a consideration for the proposed docket for 2017 to modify the long standing Nisqually Sub Area Plan 
under the Thurston County Comprehensive Plan . The goal of the 1992 Nisqually Sub-Area Plan was to 
"Maintain the existing rural environment of the Nisqually planning area with the primary emphasis on 
preserving its rural, aesthetic character for future generations."Â There was a no-RAP provision of Policy E.5 
which states "the reprocessing of asphalt shall not be allowed due to water quality concerns." Any modification 
of the prohibition of reprocessing of asphalt at a site near the river ignores the environmental risks of flooding, 
earthquakes, and accidents as well as adverse effects on the community due to increased truck traffic and 
congestion. Additionally, such a review of the Comprehensive Plan would require substantial expenditures in 
terms of staff and funding for EIS and other studies. With limited County budgets and many more pressing 
needs, considering a review of the Comprehensive Plan and the Nisqually Sub-Area Plan is not advisable. 
Respectfully, Phyllis Farrell, Chair, South Sound Group Sierra Club 
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City Hall 
555 Israel Road SW 

Tumwater, WA  98501-6515 
Phone: 360-754-5855 

Fax:  360-754-4142 
 

www.ci.tumwater.wa.us 
 

 
 

March 21, 2017 
 
 
Thurston County Resource Stewardship Dept. 
2000 Lakeridge Drive SW 
Olympia, WA  98502 
 
Attn:  Allison Osterberg, Senior Planner 
 
Re:  Recycled Material 
 
Dear Ms. Osterberg: 
 
The City of Tumwater supports the use of recycled material for public and private 
projects.   
 
The City has adopted the WSDOT Standard Specifications, specifically Section 
9-03.21(1)E “Table on Maximum Allowable Percent (By Weight) of Recycled Material” 
that includes recycled concrete aggregate, recycled glass and steel furnace slag; and 
Section 5-04.2 that allows the use of at least 20% of Recycled Asphalt Pavement (RAP) by 
total weight of the Hot Mix Asphalt (HMA).   
 
The City fully supports and allows the use of RAP in our paving projects. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
John Norman, PE 
City Engineer 
 
 
c: Jay Eaton, Public Works Director 
 
 
S:\John Norman\2017-3-21 Thurston County - Osterberg.docx 
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Allison Osterberg

From: jlzahn@comcast.net
Sent: Wednesday, March 22, 2017 11:28 AM
To: Allison Osterberg
Subject: urban forest hearing and comprehensive plan revisions

Dear Allison Osterberg, Thurston Co. Planning, 
 
Land owners are always concerned about property rights issues.  I have a farm in the Olympia 
Growth Management Area, 3323 Yelm Highway S.E.. Over the years my family and I have planted 
many trees, pruned and even used many for fire wood, construction projects, and even sold some for 
lumber.  These trees on our private property represent major private investment, care, and 
ownership.  Government does not have a right to own them unless it pays a just price for them as 
required by our constitution.  If government reduces the value of privately owned property by any 
means, such as: restrictive ordinances, required tree tract set-asides, white oak preservation and 
setbacks, etc. just compensation from government is required.  In the ordinances that have been 
written regarding saving or replacing trees over the past 30 or 40 years, "just compensation" has 
been ignored by governing agencies.  As values of these private resources continue to increase, its 
about time to consider who gets the value for them, the general public, the local governments, or the 
property owners that have kept them, and preserved them for personal reasons and benefit.  Please 
consider carefully the impact of taking someones private property or requiring special donor lands for 
tree tracts.  Theft by any other wording is still theft. 
 
Jim Zahn  
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Allison Osterberg

From: Janssen-Timmen, Bianca (staff) <janssenb@evergreen.edu>
Sent: Wednesday, March 22, 2017 12:09 PM
To: Allison Osterberg
Cc: Rynne, Jeanne; Davis, Richard
Subject: Re-Zoning of The Evergreen State College
Attachments: JR Public Comment Letter March2017.pdf

Greetings, Ms. Osterberg, 
Attached find the electronic version of the letter in regards to the re‐zoning of The Evergreen State College. A hard‐copy 
will go in the mail tomorrow. 
If you have any questions, feel free to contact me, and I will put you in contact with the appropriate person. 
Thank you and I wish you a wonderful afternoon, 
 

Bianca Janssen-Timmen 
Assistant to the Director of Facilities Services 
The Evergreen State College  
LAB II, Room 1254 
2700 Evergreen Parkway NW 
Olympia, WA 98505 
  
Office Phone: 360-867-5135 
Cell Phone: 360-528-7793 
Office Fax:     360-867-6791 
Email: Janssenb@evergreen.edu  
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Allison Osterberg

From: Jeremy Davis
Sent: Wednesday, March 22, 2017 12:13 PM
To: Allison Osterberg
Subject: FW: We must not pollute the Nisqually Valley with asphalt!

 
 

From: Robin Courts  
Sent: Wednesday, March 22, 2017 11:43 AM 
To: Jeremy Davis <davisj@co.thurston.wa.us> 
Subject: FW: We must not pollute the Nisqually Valley with asphalt! 

 
Hi Jeremy –  

 

Comment for the file . . . 

 

Thank you! 

Robin 

 

From: tcbocc  
Sent: Wednesday, March 22, 2017 11:43 AM 
To: Robin Courts <CourtsR@co.thurston.wa.us>; Robin Campbell <campber@co.thurston.wa.us>; Vickie Larkin 
<LarkinV@co.thurston.wa.us>; Bud Blake <blakeb@co.thurston.wa.us>; Sherri Nehl <nehls@co.thurston.wa.us>; Ramiro 
Chavez <chavezr@co.thurston.wa.us>; Kelli Kennedy <kennedk@co.thurston.wa.us>; John Hutchings 
<hutchjf@co.thurston.wa.us>; Gary Edwards <edwardg@co.thurston.wa.us> 
Subject: FW: We must not pollute the Nisqually Valley with asphalt! 

 
  

From: webserver@co.thurston.wa.us 
Sent: Wednesday, March 22, 2017 11:42:29 AM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada) 
To: tcbocc 
Subject: We must not pollute the Nisqually Valley with asphalt! 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Please note the following: This e-mail message was generated using the Thurston County E-mail Web 
Application. The 'Sender Email' address in the message body is as entered by the user and may not be valid. 
The 'From' e-mail address in the message header cannot be replied to. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
 
Subject: We must not pollute the Nisqually Valley with asphalt! 
 
Sender Name: Joel Carlson 
 
Sender Email: fox7799@gmail.com 
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Sent: 3/22/2017 11:42:29 AM 
Sender Message: Fossil fuel in asphalt will pollute ground water and agricultural land in this sensitive area!  
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March 22, 2017 
 
Thurston County Board of Commissioners 
Thurston County Courthouse 
2000 Lakeridge Drive SW 
Olympia WA, 98502 
 
Dear Board of Commissioners, 
 
The Nisqually River Council (NRC) would like to provide comments for your 
consideration of the proposed docket for 2017.  We understand that you are looking at 
two proposals to modify the long standing Nisqually Sub Area Plan under the Thurston 
County Comprehensive Plan.   We are supportive of a collaborative and inclusive effort 
to update the Plan and encourage the Board to take this on as a priority for 2017.   
 
The Nisqually River Council was formed in 1987 and is the oldest watershed Council 
west of the Mississippi. The NRC’s mission is to create sustainability in the Nisqually 
Watershed for current and future generations by developing a common culture of 
environmental, social and economic balance. We have 25 members, including tribal, 
federal, state and local governments, non-profits, and private citizens.  
 
The Nisqually Sub Area plan was developed in the early 1990s through a collaborative 
process involving multiple stakeholders, members of the Council, and representatives 
from the Nisqually Indian Tribe.  This plan has been in place since 1992 and many of 
its elements have been implemented, most notably the protection of the agricultural 
character and economy of the Nisqually valley through the acquisition and transfer of 
development rights.  The successful implementation of the Sub Area plan over the past 
27 years is a testament to the inclusive process in its development and the vision 
expressed by its authors. 
 
We support the use of adaptive management and the best available science to guide our 
activities in the Nisqually and agree that it is time for a review of this Plan.  Our 
support for this effort is based on a significant role for the NRC in reviewing, proposing 
updated guidance, and approval of an updated plan prior to consideration by the Board.  
We bring a high level of expertise on the issues that are important in this area and 
provide a means for significant public engagement. 
 
It is important to note that we do not support a narrow review of a proposal to modify 
the plan relative to recycled asphalt.  The plan is a multifaceted plan with significant 
interconnections between goals and actions.  A narrow consideration may have 
unintended consequences that can be avoided through a complete adaptive management 
look at the entire plan. 
 

Nisqually River Council 
 

12501 Yelm Highway ! Olympia WA 98513 ! (360) 438-8715 

Collaboration, Education, Advocacy 

 
Council  Membership 

Pierce County 

Thurston County 

Lewis County 

Cities of Yelm, Eatonville & 
Roy 

Tacoma Power 

UW Pack 
Experimental Forest 

WA Dept. of  
Natural Resources 

WA Dept. of  
Fish & Wildlife 

WA Dept. of Ecology 

WA Parks & 
Recreation Commission 

Lewis, Pierce, & Thurston 
Conservation Districts 

WA Secretary of State 

Nisqually Indian Tribe 

Joint Base Lewis-McChord 

Nisqually National Wildlife 
Refuge 

Gifford Pinchot 
National Forest 

Mount Rainier 
National Park 

Nisqually River Citizens 
Advisory Committee 

Puget Sound Partnership 
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Finally, an undertaking of this importance and magnitude will require a significant dedication of resources by 
the County and the Council.  We are experiencing significant funding constraints and this addition to our work-
plan does not come without added costs.  We would appreciate the opportunity to explore the possibility of 
providing the Council with some additional resources to make this process a success.  Thank you for this 
opportunity to comment and we look forward to working with you and your staff on this project.  Please feel to 
contact me at 360-456-5221. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
 
 

David A. Troutt 
Chair 
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Allison Osterberg

From: Blaine Firch <blainef@comcast.net>
Sent: Wednesday, March 22, 2017 9:19 PM
To: Allison Osterberg
Subject: Lakeside proposal

To the commissioners. 
 
I saw the Olympian article about Lakeside Industries trying again to get an environmental review. As a resident of the 
Nisqually valley, I am trying remember receiving notice of public input before seeing it in the paper the day before 
comments are due. 
 
I am sure Lakeside is presenting lots of scientific data to support their cause which equates to dollar’s for them and 
possible cheaper asphalt costs for the county. I interpret this as total dis‐regard to the sensitive nature of Nisqually 
valley. This is especially true when what they went thru  is considered to get their plant in the valley knowing full well 
that the “NO RECYCLED  ASPHALT PRODUCT”  was a condition. Yet they went ahead and set up shop thinking they would 
get their way eventually. 
 
This has a been a thorn in their side ever since they elected to install a plant in the valley knowing this was a major 
condition. There are very good reasons that out of 2,500 plant referenced, the Nisqually plant is the only one that does 
not allow recycled asphalt products. Just look in the back ground of the front page picture. I see no containment 
provisions for run off for the all the stored imported oil based products. 
 
One only needs to look at how much effort Lakeside has expended for their one sided needs. This would include offering 
to pay for a half time position for something the county should be doing? Then do the research on the initial process to 
get their plant in Nisqually. When things did not look so good, they had the case moved to Mason county.   
 
If this to be considered seriously by Thurston county, I would hope our elected officials would keep the environment and 
public concerns foremost in their decision making process. 
 
Resident and friend of Nisqually Valley, 
 
Blaine Firch 
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Allison Osterberg

From: lynne dearing <dearingl@yahoo.com>
Sent: Wednesday, March 22, 2017 10:17 PM
To: Allison Osterberg
Subject: Environmental review of lakeside industry at Nisqully

 
I believe Nisqually is a pearl in the crown of Thurston County and the US. I worry that recycled asphalt may 
cause pollutants or toxins to the area and possibly the groundwater. I agree with Jan Pitman quoted in the 
OLYMPIAN on 3/22/17 and James Myers. My preference would be no industry in this beautiful Valley. In 
addition, the possible changes to the Shoreline Master Plan may be premature and detrimental. All of us need 
clean air and water to live and beautiful places for our souls to sing. 
 from Yahoo Mail on Android 
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Allison Osterberg

From: Nicklaus Smith <mrnsmith2@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, March 23, 2017 12:00 AM
To: Allison Osterberg
Subject: Environmental review for using RAP
Attachments: EnvironmentalReviewForRAP.doc

Allison,  
 
My name is Nicklaus Smith and I am from Olympia, WA. Eight years ago I had the opportunity to work during 
the summers at Lakeside Industries while going to college to become an engineer. During that time, I wrote a 
letter to the Thurston Country Planning Department expressing my support for an environmental review to be 
held for using Recycled Asphalt Pavement at the Nisqually asphalt plant operated by Lakeside Industries.  
 
Flash forward eight years to today and I still feel the same. However, I understand the multiple perspectives 
surrounding the issue. Lakeside Industries also understands the multiple and opposing perspectives and that is 
why they are asking for an environmental review. I know from experience that Lakeside is a forward thinking 
and community friendly company. I am confident the environmental review will shed light onto the facts and 
show that when done properly, the use of RAP is an environmental positive, not a negative.  
 
Please see the attached for a written letter that expresses my opinion in more detail. Thank you for your time.  
 
 
Sincerely,  
Nicklaus Smith 
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  March 21st, 2017 
Attn: Allison Osterberg, Senior Planner 
Thurston County Planning Department 
2000 Lakeridge Drive SW 
Olympia, Washington   98502 
 
 
 
Dear Allison, 
 
I am writing to encourage you to take advantage of the opportunity to perform an environmental review on the 
use of Recycled Asphalt Pavement (RAP) at the Lakeside Industries asphalt plant in Nisqually. The effects of 
using RAP within your county are advantageous for the county, the counties constituents, and the counties 
industries. Governments rarely find themselves in situations where decisions geared toward environmental 
protection are encouraged by industry. By allowing the use of RAP, the county is encouraging both green 
industry and successful industry.  
 
Specifically, this letter is in regard to the request of site-specific use for recycling of waste asphalt by Lakeside 
Industries. Currently Lakeside Industries is the only state asphalt plant that is unable to use RAP because of a 
specific statement in the Nisqually Valley Subarea Plan (NVSP). The NVSP, written in 1992, also outlines 
goals for rural areas in the Nisqually Valley. Those goals are to maintain a balance between human uses and the 
natural environment; maintain the land and water environment required by natural resource-based economic 
activities, wildlife habitats, rural lifestyles, outdoor recreation and other open space; and to develop at low 
levels of intensity so that demands will not be created for high levels of public services and facilities. 
 
Not only does the allowance of RAP not derail these goals, but it directly helps the county reach them. RAP 
reduces the demand for non-renewable natural resources (asphalt/aggregates) which in turn reduces the energy 
and emissions used for gathering and transporting those resources. RAP helps make Thurston County asphalt 
companies more competitive which contributes to job growth and competitive pricing. Also, studies from 
several state DOTs and national asphalt associations have shown that RAP has no considerable effect on the 
performance of the asphalt. Finally, the use and storage of RAP has negligible environmental effects, 
particularly when using best practices currently being used by companies across the United States. According to 
the National Asphalt Paving Association (NAPA), 71.9 million tons of RAP and 2 million tons of Recycled 
Asphalt Shingles (RAS) were used in the United States in 2014, saving taxpayers more than $2.8 billion. 
 
Over the years, Lakeside Industries has been one of the elite asphalt paving companies on the West coast. 
Whether it be their smoothly paved roads, great employees, outstanding safety records, or their 
environment/community first approach. Recently, the Lakeside location in the Nisqually Valley took home 
national awards for their efforts in building a state of the art, eco-friendly asphalt plant. Lakeside has clearly 
been willing to go the extra mile for both their environment and their local community.  
 
I appreciate very much your support and recommendation for approval and hope that you see to it as I do that 
updating the NVSP to allow Lakeside to recycle asphalt is the right thing to do. If you disagree or would like to 
discuss this issue, a response is encouraged.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Nicklaus Smith, 
Mrnsmith2@gmail.com  
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Allison Osterberg

From: rlredfield@aol.com
Sent: Thursday, March 23, 2017 8:27 AM
To: Allison Osterberg
Subject: Nisqually asphalt plant

Categories: Comp Plan

Ms. Osterberg, 
  
The Nisqually Valley is a treasure in our back yard that needs to be preserved! My family has lived on 
the Nisqually Bluff for nearly 40 years, enjoying the pastoral beauty of the valley, Mt. Rainier, and the 
Puget Sound. We've supported the measures that have been taken to keep this area free from 
development, pollution, and other environmental impacts. Though the asphalt plant may have 
coexisted with the environment up to this point (not that I've been in favor of it being there), an 
expansion of its capabilities to produce more asphalt is not wise for the future of Nisqually Valley, 
or for the residents of Thurston County. The fact that the plant is the only one of 2500 plants 
nationwide that does not recycle asphalt is not justification for it to become the 2501st. Its proximity 
to the Nisqually River, McAllister Springs, and nearby farmland is reason enough to keep this 
proposal off the docket. Industrial businesses belong in industrial zones. Let's not further industry in 
the Nisqually Valley that is not environmentally compatible! 
  
Sincerely, 
Rachel L. Redfield 
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Allison Osterberg

From: Howard Glastetter <howard.glastetter@comcast.net>
Sent: Thursday, March 23, 2017 9:02 AM
To: Allison Osterberg
Subject: RAP Issues

Categories: Comp Plan

Allison, 
  
I would like to add the following to the Docket comments about removing part or all of Goal E.5 from the 
Nisqually Sub‐Area Plan.  These are some New Jersey rules for the care and placement of RAP due to leaching 
concerns when quantities of RAP particles are exposed to water over a long period of time.   
  
‐Howard 
  
http://www.nj.gov/dep/dshw/rrtp/asphaltguidance.pdf 
  
E. PROHIBITED USES  
The following uses of RAP are prohibited, except as provided below:  
1. As final surfacing material, unless the RAP is bound with asphalt emulsion, or paved with hot mix asphalt or 
Portland cement concrete;  
2. In wetlands, flood fringe, floodways or buffers to these regulated areas, unless such use is in conjunction with 
the repair, maintenance, or replacement of an existing vehicular paved surface, roadway or parking lot, and is 
undertaken in accordance with the requirements of the Freshwater Wetlands Protection Act (FWPA), Flood Hazard 
Area Control Act (FHACA), and the regulations promulgated pursuant to these statutes;  
3. As fill material at any Clean Site, except as authorized by the Department in writing in advance on a site‐ or 
project‐specific basis, or as outlined for specific instances in Section C above;  
4. Use in the reclamation of quarries of unconsolidated materials (e.g., sand, gravel);  
5. Use in the reclamation and restoration of bedrock quarries unless specifically approved in writing in advance by 
the Department and in accordance with all relevant permit and other regulatory requirements;  
6. Use as fill material, except for uses as provided for by this guidance in accordance with State law.  
7. Less than two (2) feet above the seasonal high water table at the site of placement.  
8. Use as roadway subbase in projects that must meet NJDOT specifications.  
F. ENVIRONMENTAL AND PUBLIC HAZARDS  
The bitumen binder used in asphalt paving applications contains a relatively high concentration of a family of 
organic compounds that has the potential to pose human health and environmental concerns in certain 
circumstances, especially when asphalt material is ground into very small particles that easily blow off of or wash 
from the surface. These compounds, known as polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs) are present in RAP at 
higher levels than the criteria established by the NJDEP’s Site Remediation Program guidance for general use in a 
loose fashion on land. RAP used alone without a paved top surface has the potential to significantly migrate from 
the roadway through the actions of water, wind, and physical displacement and possibly contaminate surrounding 
soils and/or surface water sediments. Traffic traveling on the unpaved RAP could generate dust containing the 
compounds referenced above and the dust would be a major migration route of the RAP to the surrounding 
environment. 
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Howard Glastetter 
howard.glastetter@comcast.net 
(360)491‐6645 
 
Everything should be as simple as it can be, but no simpler.  
Albert Einstein 
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Allison Osterberg

From: northbeachcomm@cs.com
Sent: Thursday, March 23, 2017 9:12 AM
To: Allison Osterberg
Subject: Letter to Thurston County Commissioners

Categories: Comp Plan

Hello Thurston County ; Ms. A. Osterberg; 
  
                 I do not want to change the  
 Thurston County 1992 Nisqually Sub‐Area Plan. 
 I do not want  to remove Goal E Policy 5 from the 1992 Nisqually Sub‐Area plan.  
I do not want  to allow reprocess Recycled Asphalt Pavement (RAP) at their Holroyd's Gravel 
Pit site in lower Nisqually Valley. 
It will further pollute Nisqually Valley. 
It will pollute the water, the river, the fields, the agriculture. 
  
 We do not think that this should be allowed. l disapproval of removing Goal E Policy 5. 
  
Thanks; 
Bill Valentine 
P.O. Box 346 
Oly., WA 
98502 
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Allison Osterberg

From: djredfield@aol.com
Sent: Thursday, March 23, 2017 9:34 AM
To: Allison Osterberg
Subject: Recycling asphalt

Categories: Comp Plan

Attention:   Allison Osterberg 
 
Land use rules of the past adopted by Thurston  County regarding the Nisqually Asphalt Plant should remain intact.  They 
were upheld for all the important reasons:  environmental protection of farmlands, prevention of pollution and 
contamination of food crops in the Nisqually Valley, protecting the Nisqually River fisheries and the Wildlife 
Refuge.  Whereas recycling pre-used asphalt sounds like a good idea, let the plants which do so be established in more 
remote areas to prevent pollution and contamination of sensitive, populated areas. 
 
The Nisqually Valley is a    
 
 

osterba
Typewritten Text
27



osterba
Typewritten Text
28

osterba
Typewritten Text



osterba
Typewritten Text
28



osterba
Typewritten Text
29



osterba
Typewritten Text
30



osterba
Typewritten Text
31



osterba
Typewritten Text
31



osterba
Typewritten Text
31



osterba
Typewritten Text
31



1

Allison Osterberg

From: Maureen Canny <mocanny@comcast.net>
Sent: Thursday, March 23, 2017 3:34 PM
To: Allison Osterberg
Subject: Comprehensive Plan (RAF)
Attachments: RAF and Lakeside.docx

Categories: Comp Plan

Dear Ms. Osterberg, 

Our comments address the proposed changes to the Comprehensive Plan that could allow for Lakeside 
Industries to use recycled asphalt (RAF) in their production process. 

Lakeside Industries was aware that RAF was not allowed in the production of their asphalt when they bought 
their property in the Nisqually Valley. 

Please abide by the regulations that protect the neighbors and the environment from the known toxic nature of 
RAF. The high surface area-to-volume ratio of the ground-up RAF (contaminated over the years by 
hydrocarbon spills, etc.) is a recipe for environmental disaster. RAF will leech contaminants into the very high 
water table in the Nisqually Valley. This toxicity can then contaminate groundwater and drinking water. The 
area of consideration is also very close to the sensitive McAllister Springs, which feeds municipal wells. With 
the huge increases in the amount of rain we are receiving, plus the proximity to the Nisqually River, flooding of 
the plant with all its contaminants is also a very real possibility 

Also, why should taxpayers foot even half the bill for a private company to petition permission to pollute our 
county with their toxic product? 

Please do not recommend a change to the Comprehensive Plan to accommodate a company that wants to pollute 
our environment for profit. 

 Sincerely, 

Maureen and Kent Canny 
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March 23, 2017 
 
Dear Ms. Osterberg, 
 
Our comments address the proposed changes to the Comprehensive Plan that could 
allow for Lakeside Industries to use recycled asphalt (RAF) in their production 
process. 
 
Lakeside Industries was aware that RAF was not allowed in the production of their 
asphalt when they bought their property in the Nisqually Valley. 
 
Please abide by the regulations that protect the neighbors and the environment 
from the known toxic nature of RAF. The high surface area-to-volume ratio of the 
ground-up RAF (contaminated over the years by hydrocarbon spills, etc.) is a recipe 
for environmental disaster. RAF will leech contaminants into the very high water 
table in the Nisqually Valley. This toxicity can then contaminate groundwater and 
drinking water. The area of consideration is also very close to the sensitive 
McAllister Springs, which feeds municipal wells. With the huge increases in the 
amount of rain we are receiving, plus the proximity to the Nisqually River, flooding 
of the plant with all its contaminants is also a very real possibility 
 
Also, why should taxpayers foot even half the bill for a private company to petition 
permission to pollute our county with their toxic product?  
 
Please do not recommend a change to the Comprehensive Plan to accommodate a 
company that wants to pollute our environment for profit. 
 
Sincerely, 
Maureen and Kent Canny 
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EEvveerrssoonn  AAsspphhaalltt  PPaavviinngg  IInncc  
PP..OO..  BBooxx  33008844  

LLaacceeyy  WWAA  9988550099--33008844  
OOffffiiccee::    ((336600))  449911--33448866~~~~~~FFaaxx::    ((336600))  449911--11337777  

 
 

 
Attn:  Allison Osterberg 

 

Re:  2017 Thurston County Docket, Lakeside Industries request for a Comprehensive Plan 

amendment to allow Recycling of Asphalt at our Durgin Rd. Facility  

Allison,  local paving businesses are hurt in the following ways, by the inability of lakeside to be 

able to take the broken asphalt that we rip up and add it to new Hot Mix Asphalt.  This is 

commonly known as RAP “recycled asphalt pavement”. 

1)  The price per ton of Hot Mix asphalt would be $5 to $7 per ton less if Lakeside were to 

utilize RAP in their HOT Mix Asphalt products.  This keeps us competitive with other 

paving companies that are based North of Olympia. 

2) As it is now, paving companies from north of Olympia are able to outbid local companies 

“because they can purchase asphalt from 2 plants up North that utilize RAP”.  Asphalt 

made with RAP is cheaper.   My workers lose out on approximately 20 days of work per 

year because of this.  Keep in mind that’s just Everson workers.  7 men x 160 hours = 

1,120 man hours.  Gross revenue opportunity cost of $560,000.  Workers who don’t even 

live here take local money and spend it up North.  Local money needs to be kept with 

local business and spent locally. 

3) Lost productivity (paving time) is a result of the fact that we have to truck and dispose of 

the material a long ways away, and in the opposite direction of Durgin Road. We burn 

more fuel, use up more tires, incur more labor costs, wear out more equipment, because 

we can’t just take it to Durgin Road.  If we could take it to Durgin Road, our trucks could 

dump off broken asphalt and pick up crushed rock or asphalt.  There is huge efficiency to 

be gained by Everson and other small paving companies by Lakeside Industries having 

the ability to make RAP. 

4) Obviously we all would be more profitable resulting in more B & O taxes paid.  There is 

no downside to this for our local governments. 

5) RAP is environmentally friendly.  We live and do business in one of the most 

environmentally conscious areas of the state, tree hugging originated in Eugene Oregon 

and Olympia Washington.  Let’s keep up the tradition.    RAP makes sense.  

6) If Lakeside Industries is granted permission to utilize RAP, we will all see and feel a 

huge trickledown effect.  Give the go on this and lets all feel it. 

Sincerely, 

 

 

Roy E. Slaybaugh, President 

Delivering A Superior Product Since 1972 

www.EversonAsphalt.com 
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Allison Osterberg

From: Howard Glastetter <howard.glastetter@comcast.net>
Sent: Friday, March 24, 2017 7:40 AM
To: Allison Osterberg
Subject: Re: Docket, RAP Issues 

Categories: Comp Plan

Allison, 
  
I now understand.  Sorry, for the wording of my first sentence.  However, thank you for adding my latest 
thoughts to the written comments. 
  
‐Howard  
  
From: Allison Osterberg  
Sent: Thursday, March 23, 2017 4:27 PM 
To: Howard Glastetter  
Cc: James Myers  
Subject: RE: Docket, RAP Issues  
  
Hi Mr. Glastetter, 

  
Just to clarify, those comments were heard during the regular public comment period of the Board of Commissioners’ 
regular Tuesday meeting – it was not a “pro Lakeside County Meeting.” Any member of the public may come to those 
meetings and have three minutes to discuss any matter they like that they think concerns the Commissioners. 

  
That oral comment opportunity is different from the written comment period that is currently open on the 
Comprehensive Plan Docket until 5 pm today. I will include your email and additional comments in the record that will 
go to the Commissioners’ for their consideration on setting the final Comprehensive Plan Docket.  

  
Best regards, 
Allison 

  
  
Allison Osterberg 
Senior Planner 
Thurston County Resource Stewardship 
(360) 754‐3355 x7011 
osterba@co.thurston.wa.us 

  
  
  
  

From: Howard Glastetter [mailto:howard.glastetter@comcast.net]  
Sent: Thursday, March 23, 2017 4:17 PM 
To: Allison Osterberg <osterba@co.thurston.wa.us> 
Cc: James Myers <jmyersincp@aol.com> 
Subject: Docket, RAP Issues  
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Allison,  
  
I just found out about the pro Lakeside County Meeting on the 21st.  See attached.  I would like to balance out 
a couple things that were said. 
  
As I recall, the person from Thurston County Health came out and took a couple jars of water samples on a 
rainy day from the base of a RAP pile and tested that.  That test was quite naïve, if it is the one I’m thinking 
of.  RAP Asphalt Leaching tests around the world involve multi‐year analysis.   When one reads about the tests, 
it is often noted that more tests should be done.  The county is aware that RAP is being stored in the Nisqually 
Valley Sub‐Area.   Perhaps it is being ignored because it is not being processed.  Goal E.5 says: “The 
reprocessing of Asphalt shall not be allowed...”.  However, it does also say: “These activities shall be 
discontinued once reclamation of the pit is completed in accordance with the WDNR standards”.   So, maybe 
the Reservation Road site isn’t in compliance with the Sub‐Area Plan after all.  
  
It would be interesting to have the ground tested at the Gilliardi recycling site.  Its in a mined out gravel pit on 
Reservation Road about 1000 yards above the Lacey drinking water wells.  RAP has been there in moderate to 
large quantities for over a decade.  I have submitted a comment this morning about New Jersey RAP 
rules.  RAP is not felt to be an inert product around the world.  There are concerns where ground up RAP is 
stored and used.  There are two sides to this issue. 
  
Thank you, 
  
Howard  
  
Howard Glastetter 
howard.glastetter@comcast.net 
(360)491‐6645 
 
Everything should be as simple as it can be, but no simpler.  
Albert Einstein 
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Resubmitted comments from Lakeside Industries from 1992-2014 
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