
Agenda
Planning Commission Meeting
Wednesday, July 29, 2020
Via Zoom
Public Telephonic Access: (888) 788-0099 Toll Free, (877) 853-5247 (Toll Free)
Meeting ID No. 980 2054 4043

Commission Members:   Chair Palmer, Vice-Chair Maier, and Commissioners Boring, Eadie,  Mealer, Smith and 
Townsend

Liaisons: Council Liaison Alvarez
Staff Liaison: Planning Manager Stevens

Regular Meeting - 6:00 p.m. (City Hall Council Chambers)

Welcome and Roll Call 

Approval of Agenda: (Approved by Motion)

Approval of Minutes: (Approved by Motion)

June 24, 2020 Meeting Minutes

  July 8, 2020 Workshop Minutes

Public Comments: 

Items of Business: 

1. M2020-104 Approval of Sign - Liberty Christian School

Public Hearing Explanation: 

New Business - Public Hearing: 

1. Title 27 - Sign Code Amendment

Communications: 

Adjournment 

The next Planning Commission Workshop is August 12, 2020

The next Planning Commission Meeting is August 26, 2020

This meeting is broadcast live on CityView Channel 192 and online at ci.richland.wa.us

Richland City Hall is ADA accessible. Requests for sign interpreters, audio equipment, and/or other 

Note: Governor Inslee’s Proclamation 20-28 prohibits meetings from 
being conducted in person. For this meeting, the Planning Commission 
will meet remotely. The public may attend this meeting through 
telephonic access by  calling the phone number provided.

special services must be received 48 hours prior to the meeting by calling the City Clerk’s Office at 942-7389.



PLANNING COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM COVERSHEET

Meeting Date: 7/29/2020                                 Agenda Category: Approval of Minutes

Prepared By: Mike Stevens, Planning Manager

Subject:
June 24, 2020 Meeting Minutes

Request:
Core Focus Area 1 - Promote Financial Stability & Operational Effectiveness 

Recommended Motion:
Motion to approve the minutes of the June 24, 2020 Planning Commission meeting.

Summary: 

Attachments: 
1. 2020-06-24 Planning Commission Meeting Minutes DRAFT
2. 2020-06-24 Planning Commission Meeting Minutes ATTACHMENT
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MINUTES
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING
WEDNESDAY, JUNE 24, 2020
VIA ZOOM MEETINGS

Call to Order:

Vice-Chair Maier called the meeting to order at 6:05 p.m. and welcomed attendees.

Attendance:

Present: Vice-Chair Maier, Commissioners Mealer, Townsend, Boring, and Smith. 
Chairman Palmer was excused.

 Council Liaison Alvarez, Planning Manager Stevens, Public Works Director Rogalsky 
and Administrative Assistant II Follett were also present.

Approval of Agenda:

Vice-Chair Maier presented the meeting agenda for approval and asked for a motion to 
approve.

COMMISSIONER TOWNSEND MOVED AND COMMISSIONER MEALER SECONDED 
THE MOTION TO APPROVE THE JUNE 24, 2020 MEETING AGENDA. MOTION 
CARRIED 5-0.

Approval of Minutes:

Vice-Chair Maier presented the minutes of the April 24, 2020 special meeting for approval.

COMMISSIONER MEALER MOTIONED AND COMMISSIONER TOWNSEND 
SECONDED THE MOTION TO APPROVE THE MINUTES OF THE APRIL 4, 2020 
SPECIAL MEETING. THE MOTION PASSED 5-0.

Vice-Chair Maier presented the minutes of the June 10, 2020 special meeting for 
approval.

COMMISSIONER MEALER MOTIONED AND COMMISSIONER TOWNSEND 
SECONDED THE MOTION TO APPROVE THE MINUTES OF THE JUNE 10, 2020 
SPECIAL MEETING. THE MOTION PASSED 5-0.
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Items of Business:

Downtown Connectivity Study  

Vice-Chair Maier asked Public Works Director Rogalsky to give the presentation on the 
Downtown Connectivity Study.

Director Rogalsky introduced the item and the City’s consultant, Spencer Montgomery 
from J-U-B. Mr. Montgomery presented the staff report and reviewed a Power Point 
presentation (attached) explaining the purpose, process and options. At the conclusion 
of the presentation the Commission asked questions of both Mr. Rogalsky and Mr. 
Montgomery. Commissioners also discussed the merits of the study and voiced opinions 
on the presented materials.

COMMISSIONER BORING MOVED AND COMMISSIONER SMITH SECONDED THE 
MOTION TO CONCUR WITH THE RECOMMENDATIONS DEVELOPED BY THE 
DOWNTOWN CONNECTIVITY STUDY AND RECOMMENDS THAT THE CITY 
COUNCIL ADOPT THE STUDY RECOMMENDATIONS. 

VICE-CHAIR MAIER OPENED THE MOTION FOR DISCUSSION. 

AFTER DISCUSSION, THE MOTION PASSED 4-1, COMMISSIONERS BORING, 
MEALER, SMITH, AND TOWNSEND IN FAVOR, VICE-CHAIR MAIER OPPOSED. 

New Business – Public Hearing:

Administrative Assistant II Follett read the public hearing procedures.

Zoning Code Amendment – Parking for Recreational Clubs  

Vice-Chair Maier asked Planning Manager Stevens to give the staff report.

Planning Manager Stevens outlined the requirement in the current code language and 
the benefits of the proposed amendment. Mr. Stevens noted no public comments were 
received and a DNS was issued earlier in the week.

Rick Simon, representing the applicant, Pahlisch Homes spoke in favor of the 
amendment. He offered details specific to how the proposed amendment would benefit 
the applicant’s swim club development within the neighborhood. 

Vice-Chair Maier opened the public hearing at 7:39 p.m. No one expressed a desire to 
speak so Vice-Chair Maier closed the public hearing at 7:39 p.m. and opened the item 
for Commission discussion. Commissioners discussed different applications of the 
proposed amendment and generally agreed that more flexibility was needed. After 
debate on the merits of different approaches the Commission deferred to Mr. Stevens for 
the following amendment language.
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D. Off-Street Parking. All off-street parking spaces shall be located on the same site as the principal use. 
There shall be provided one space per 2,000 5,000 square feet of designated and improved recreational 
area gross land area., plus one additional space per two employees. Should the development include an 
indoor recreational facility or assembly area there shall be provided one additional space per 40 square 
feet of gross useable floor area. ; plus one space per 300 square feet of gross floor area for any building 
used for public assembly and/or for recreational purposes; plus one space per 300 square feet of water 
surface area of a pool exclusive of hot tubs; provided that 25% of vehicle parking spaces may be converted 
to bicycle spaces at a rate of three (3) bicycle spaces per one vehicle space.

COMMISSIONER TOWNSEND MOVED AND COMMISSIONERS SMITH AND 
BORING SECONDED THE MOTION TO CONCUR WITH THE FINDINGS AND 
CONCLUSIONS SET FORTH IN STAFF REPORT CA2020-102, AND RECOMMEND 
TO THE CITY COUNCIL ADOPTION OF A PROPOSED CODE AMENDMENT TO RMC 
SECTION 23.42.210(D) AS STATED BY PLANNING MANAGER STEVENS. MOTION 
PASSED 5-0

ANX2019-101 – 771 Shockley Road Annexation 

Vice-Chair Maier asked for confirmation that all noticing requirements had been met and 
requested Planning Manager Stevens to give the staff report.

Planning Manager Stevens confirmed noticing requirements had been met and gave the 
staff report. He outlined the application and location of the proposed annexation. Mr. 
Stevens further explained the current zoning and what zoning would be consistent with 
the Comprehensive Plan and noted that surrounding properties were zoned R-1-10, 
which would be the most appropriate based on surrounding zoning.

Vice-Chair Maier opened the public hearing at 8:15 p.m.

Barry Long with Everstar Realty, representing the applicant and prospective buyer of the 
subject parcel, offered comments in support of the application.

Owner of the subject property, Bob Zinsli also spoke to support his application.

Having no other testimony, Vice-Chair Maier closed the public hearing at 8:18 p.m.

COMMISSIONER BORING MOVED AND COMMISSIONERS SMITH AND MEALER 
SECONDED THE MOTION TO RECOMMEND TO THE CITY COUNCIL THAT THE 
8.52 ACRES OF LAND LOCATED AT 771 SHOCKLEY ROAD BE ZONED R-1-10 
ONCE IT IS ANNEXED INTO THE CITY LIMITS. MOTION PASSED 5-0.

Communications:

Commissioner Boring recognized Vice-Chair Maier for a great job running her first 
Commission meeting and wished everyone a happy 4th of July. Several other 
Commissioners echoed her praise for Vice-Chair Maier.

Vice-Chair Maier urged everyone to wear a face covering.
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Adjournment:

Vice-Chair Maier adjourned the meeting at 8:21 p.m.

PREPARED BY: Lynne Follett, Administrative Assistant II

REVIEWED BY:  Mike Stevens, Planning Manager



Downtown Connectivity Study
Overview of Presentation 

Planning Commission June 24, 2020

 Brief Review

 Purpose

 Public Process

 Alternatives Considered

 Evaluation Criteria

 Open House and Survey Feedback

 Reconsiderations based on community feedback

 Planning Commission Discussion/Recommendation

1



Downtown Connectivity Study

Study Purpose

The purpose of the Downtown Connectivity Study is to advance the 

City Council’s vision for a pedestrian and bicycle-friendly waterfront 

and downtown, while preserving the needed vehicular circulation 

capacity through downtown.

2



Public Engagement Process

4

 Stakeholder Interviews

 Community Advisory Committee (CAC) Formation

 CAC Process – 3 meetings with agendas on alternatives development, evaluation 
criteria, issues/concerns, etc.

 2 CAC Surveys

 Business Workshops – 3 separate meeting times

 Study Website

 General Public Outreach via Public Open House & Survey

 Additional CAC meeting to synthesize public feedback and refine alternative

 Additional outreach to Uptown

 Planning Commission

 City Council













Public Input Overview: Survey Data – Qualities 
for Downtown 
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Q4: Respondents Ranked Priorities for the qualities desired for the Downtown Street System.

Efficient vehicle travel

Pedestrian safety / comfort

Bicycle safety / comfort

Convenient Parking

Amenities such as landscaping, public
art, and street furniture
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Public Input Overview: Survey Data –
Downtown Features  
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Q7: Respondents Ranked Importance for Different Downtown Features.

Bike Lanes

New Mid-Block Crossings

Improved Pedestrian
Crossings

Wayfinding

Reduced speed limit

No action



Public Input 
Overview: 
Key Takeaways 
from Survey 
and Open 
House

Overall: Couplet can provide a 
means toward a more walkable, 
vibrant downtown. 

Concerns with Implementation 
of couplet

Interest to lessen any perceived 
negative effects 

11



Public Input Overview –
Responses Received 

 Public input data is an aggregate of 1342 comments

 Survey responses: 1,155

 Survey Question #6 - Open-ended responses: 650 

 Survey Question #12 - Open-ended responses: 657

 Open House attendees: 81 

 Open House comments: 33

12



Public Input Overview: Comment Themes

 Couplet  Design:
 Congestion downtown 

 Begin couplet further North 

 Social impacts and effects on low-income 
housing 

 On-street parking

 Bicycle and car interaction 

 Ability to adjust to a couplet 

 Access to businesses/ public spaces 

 Preference for vision of road diet 

 Prefer downtown as commuter 
corridor 

 Parking as a priority

Downtown Related Comments: 

13





Bicycle Lane
CAC Recommendations 

 One-way

 including barrier

15



On-Street Parking and Wider Sidewalks
CAC Recommendation

Recommendation: 

Segments On-street Parking Wider Sidewalks

GW Way: Jadwin to Knight On-Street Parking Widen by 6 feet*

GW Way: Knight to Swift None Extra wide sidewalks by 14 
feet*

GW Way: Swift to Symons On-Street Parking Widen by 6 feet*

Jadwin: GW Way to Swift None Widen by 3 feet*

Jadwin: Swift to Symons On-Street Parking Wider by 6 feet*

Considerations:
• Separates safety conflicts that could arise from bicycle and parked car interaction.
• Allows new on street parking to orient to the Parkway. 
• Parking design keeps future options open around the Uptown. 
• Jadwin from GW Way to Swift has the least amount of extra room. 
• Decisions can be implemented parcel by parcel. 
• *To be modified in detailed design. 
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Additional Public Outreach on 
Extended One-Way Couplet Alternative

 Reached out to the Uptown BID via email with a flyer 

 Direct mailing to building owners. 

 Discussed it at one of the board meetings with the BID

 A few follow-up phone conversations to discuss additional 
details and provide project understanding 

17



Questions?

Comments/Discussion

Recommendation to City Council for 
their Consideration July 7, 2020

18



PLANNING COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM COVERSHEET

Meeting Date: 7/29/2020                                 Agenda Category: Approval of Minutes

Prepared By: Mike Stevens, Planning Manager

Subject:
July 8, 2020 Workshop Minutes

Request: 

Recommended Motion:
Motion to approve the minutes of the July 8, 2020 Planning Commission workshop.

Summary: 

Attachments: 
1. 2020-07-08 Planning Commission Workshop Minutes DRAFT
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MINUTES
PLANNING COMMISSION WORKSHOP
Via Zoom
WEDNESDAY, JULY 8, 2020
6:00 PM

Call to Order:

Chairman Palmer called the workshop to order at 6:02 p.m.

Attendance:

Present: Chairman Palmer, Commissioners, Eadie, Mealer, Smith, and Townsend. Planning 
Manager Mike Stevens, and Staff Liaison Assistant Follett were also present.

Agenda Items:

Title 27 – Sign Code Amendment

Mr. Stevens briefed the Commission on proposed amendments to Title 27. 
Commissioners reviewed the draft code language and discussed the implications of the 
proposed changes. Commissioners also asked questions of Mr. Stevens to clarify 
application of amendments to government and commercial signs in the right of way and 
discussed state wayfinding regulations and contents rules.  

Adjournment:

Chairman Palmer adjourned the meeting at 8:25 p.m.

PREPARED BY: Lynne Follett, Executive Assistant

REVIEWED BY:  Mike Stevens, Planning Manager



PLANNING COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM COVERSHEET

Meeting Date: 7/29/2020                                 Agenda Category: Items of Business

Prepared By: Mike Stevens, Planning Manager

Subject:
M2020-104 Approval of Sign - Liberty Christian School

Request:
Core Focus Area 5 - Maximize Community Amenities  

Recommended Motion:
Motion to authorize the Development Services Department to approve the requested sign permit. 

Summary:
M2020-104 - Liberty Christian School Sign Authorization

Pursuant to RMC 27.08.040.A.2 Liberty Christian School has requested approval from the Planning Commission for the 
installation of a freestanding sign on their campus located at 2200 Williams Blvd.

Liberty Christian School is proposing to upgrade their old reader board by purchasing the old City of Richland reader 
board sign, which is located on George Washington Way at the site of the old City Hall. The applicants are proposing to 
install the new sign in the same area as their old reader board, but further back on the property to meet setback 
requirements. 

Attachments: 
1. M2020-104 Full Staff Report



CITY OF RICHLAND DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DIVISION 
STAFF REPORT TO THE PLANNING COMMISION 

  
 
GENERAL INFORMATION: 
 
 
PROPOSAL NAME: Liberty Christian School Reader Board 
 
LOCATION: 2200 Williams Blvd., Richland, WA 

 
APPLICANT: Liberty Christian School 
 
FILE NO.: M2020-104 
 
DESCRIPTION: Requesting Approval by the Planning Commission for a 

Freestanding Sign 
 
PROJECT TYPE: Miscellaneous 

 
HEARING DATE: July 29, 2020 
 
REPORT BY: Mike Stevens, Planning Manager 
 
RECOMMENDED 
ACTION: Approval 
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July 29, 2020 
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Figure 1 - Vicinity Map 

 
 
DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSAL 
Liberty Christian School has requested approval by the Planning Commission for 
a freestanding sign on their campus pursuant to RMC 27.08.040.A.2.  
Specifically, Liberty Christian School is proposing to upgrade their old reader 
board by purchasing the old City of Richland reader board sign, which is located 
on George Washington Way at the site of the old City Hall. The applicants are 
proposing to install the new sign in the same area as their old reader board, but 
further back on the property to meet setback requirements. In addition, they will 
be removing an existing monument sign that is currently located in front of the 
school so that they will only have one sign not exceeding 64 square feet in size.   
 
The subject property currently contains the following signs: 
 
1- Monument sign (located on Williams Blvd. – to be removed). 
1- Freestanding reader board (located on Richmond, Street – to be replaced with 
new reader board). 
7 – Parking lot directional signs 
1 – Scoreboard with (Pepsi/Liberty Christian School logo)  
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ANALYSIS 
Pursuant to RMC 27.08.040.A.2, freestanding signs on high school or college 
campuses may be allowed in addition to those signs permitted under Table 
27.10.020(A), subject to the following criteria: 
 
 a. Only one sign, not exceeding 64 square feet in area, may be  
  permitted. 
 
  The proponents have indicated that they will remove the existing  
  monument sign in order to meet this requirement. As a result, only  
  the proposed reader board, which is approximately 43.5 square  
  feet in size, will be on the subject property to identify the school.   
 
 b. The sign shall not exceed 20 feet in height. 
   
  The overall height of the proposed reader board will be   
  approximately 16’9”. 
 
 c. The sign shall meet minimum building setback requirements so that 
  it will not obstruct either pedestrian or automobile traffic. 
 
  The base of the sign shall be located at least 20’ from the property  
  line adjacent to Richmond Blvd. The current site plan appears to  
  indicate a setback of less than the required 20’ setback. Staff  
  recommends that a condition of approval be placed on the sign  
  permit requiring a 20’ setback from the property line adjacent to  
  Richmond Blvd. 
 
 d. The sign shall be oriented so that it does not directly face adjacent  
  residential properties. 
 
  The sign will be oriented in a manner that will not directly face  
  adjacent residential properties. 
 
 e. If the sign contains an electronic reader board or is otherwise  
  illuminated, all lighting shall be turned off between the hours of  
  p.m. and 7:00 a.m. 
 
  The applicants have indicated that the proposed reader board will  
  be turned off from the hours of 10:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m. in order to  
  be compliant with this requirement. 
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 f. Notice of the public meeting held to review an application for a  
  freestanding sign shall be provided through posting of the site at  
  the proposed sign location. 
 
  A City of Richland Pending Land Use Action sign was posted at the 
  site on Thursday, July 9, 2020. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends that the Planning Commission approve the request to install a 
new reader board on the subject site subject to the following conditions of 
approval: 
 
CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL:  
 
1. The base of the proposed reader board sign shall be setback at least 20’ 
 from the property line/right-of-way associated with Richmond Blvd. A 
 revised site plan indicating the required setback shall be submitted to the 
 Development Services Department prior to final permit issuance. 
 
2. The reader board shall not be illuminated from 10:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m. 
 
3. Maximum size of the freestanding sign/reader board shall not exceed 64 
 square feet. 
 
 
EXHIBIT LIST 
 

1. School Sign Request and Related Materials 
2. Public Notice 
3. Site Photos 

 



Exhibit 1

































CITY OF RICHLAND  
NOTICE OF PERMIT REQUEST 

(M2020-104) 

Notice is hereby given that Liberty Christian School is proposing to install a new reader 
board on the school campus.  Pursuant to RMC 27.08.040.A.2, freestanding signs on high 
school campuses may be allowed with permission from the Richland Planning Commission.  

The Planning Commission will conduct a virtual meeting to act on the request Wednesday, 
July 29, 2020 at 6:00 pm.  Application materials are available to the public and can be 
viewed at www.ci.richland.wa.us. 

Any person desiring to express their views or to be notified of any decisions pertaining to 
this application should notify Mike Stevens, Planning Manager, 625 Swift Blvd., Richland, 
WA  99352. Comments may also be faxed to (509) 942-7764 or emailed 
to mstevens@ci.richland.wa.us.  

Exhibit 2

http://www.ci.richland.wa.us/
mailto:mstevens@ci.richland.wa.us


Exhibit 3

Existing monument sign to be 
removed



Existing freestanding 
sign to be replaced



Looking East towards nearby 
residential neighborhood



View:  Looking North



Existing freestanding sign and 
existing monument sign



PLANNING COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM COVERSHEET

Meeting Date: 7/29/2020                                 Agenda Category: New Business - Public Hearing

Prepared By: Mike Stevens, Planning Manager

Subject:
Title 27 - Sign Code Amendment

Request: 

Recommended Motion:
Staff recommends the Planning Commission concur with the findings and conclusions set forth in Staff Report (CA2020-
103) and recommend to the City Council adoption of a proposed code amendment to RMC Section 27.04.030 exempting 
the City, County, State or a Federal Government Agency from having to obtain a sign permit from the City of Richland for 
emergency warning signs, traffic signs, signs directing the public to points of interest and signs showing the location of 
public facilities.

Summary:
Joe Schiessl on behalf of the City of Richland’s Parks and Public Facilities Department has submitted an application to 
amend the City’s sign code so that separate sign permits are not required for the installation of directional signs within the 
right of way directing motorists to public facilities and points of interest. The City of Richland has been working for several 
years in conjunction with the Cities of Pasco, Kennewick and West Richland and with the Visit Tri-Cities Convention and 
Visitors Bureau to create a region-wide wayfinding signage program. The City of Richland’s sign code, as currently written, 
would prevent the installation of the proposed wayfinding signage. 

Attachments: 
1. CA2020-103 - Sign Code Full Staff Report
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STAFF REPORT 
 
TO:  PLANNING COMMISSION         PREPARED BY: MIKE STEVENS 
FILE NO.: CA2020-103                            MEETING DATE: JULY 29, 2020 
 
 
 
GENERAL INFORMATION: 

APPLICANT:   JOE SCHIESSL ON BEHALF OF THE CITY OF RICHLAND’S  
   PARKS AND PUBLIC FACILITIES DEPARTMENT 
 
FILE:   CA 2020-103 
 
REQUEST:     TEXT AMENDMENT TO RMC SECTION 27.04.030 – PERMITS 

REQUIRED - EXEMPTIONS.  THE PROPOSED TEXT 
AMENDMENT WOULD REMOVE THE REQUIREMENT FOR 
OBTAINING A SIGN PERMIT FOR ANY SIGN, POSTING OR 
NOTICE PLACED OR INSTALLED BY THE CITY, COUNTY, STATE 
OR A FEDERAL GOVERNMENT AGENCY.  

 
LOCATION:     CITYWIDE 
 
 
REASON FOR REQUEST 
Joe Schiessl on behalf of the City of Richland’s Parks and Public Facilities Department has 
submitted an application to amend the City’s sign code so that separate sign permits are 
not required for the installation of directional signs within the right of way directing 
motorists to public facilities and points of interest. The City of Richland has been working 
for several years in conjunction with the Cities of Pasco, Kennewick and West Richland 
and with the Visit Tri-Cities Convention and Visitors Bureau to create a region-wide 
wayfinding signage program. The City of Richland’s sign code, as currently written, would 
prevent the installation of the proposed wayfinding signage. 
 
ANALYSIS 
As indicated above, the City of Richland has been working for several years in 
conjunction with the Cities of Pasco, Kennewick and West Richland and with the Visit Tri-
Cities Convention and Visitors Bureau to develop a new wayfinding program that would 
help connect and help direct people new to the area. The City’s code, as currently written, 
would prevent the installation of the proposed wayfinding signage. As a result, Joe 
Schiessl, Director of the Parks and Public Facilities Department has applied for a 
proposed text amendment to allow for wayfinding and other forms of governmental 
signage to be installed without having to obtain a sign permit from the City.     
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Staff workshopped the proposed code amendment with the Planning Commission on 
July 8, 2020 and discussed the issue and tentatively agreed on language that would 
satisfy the City’s desire as well as ensure that the signage installed was compliant with 
the U.S. Supreme Court’s 2015 decision in the case of Reed v. Town of Gilbert. 
Compliance was ensured based upon the following:  
 
Any sign, posting, or notice placed or installed by the city, county, state or a federal governmental 
agency. Signs located within rights of way shall be in compliance with the Manual on Uniform Traffic 
Control Devices (MUTCD), shall comply with RMC Chapter 12.11 and be approved by the Richland 
Public Works Department if located within City of Richland right of way. 
 
Since the July 8, 2020 Planning Commission workshop, staff has learned that not all of 
the proposed signage to be installed as part of the wayfinding program complies with 
the MUTCD. The proposed wayfinding signs on the federal and state highways will 
meet the MUTCD green background, white text, and color boxes required for “guide 
signs – conventional roads”, while the local road signs use a different color 
configuration, which is not consistent with MUTCD, but is consistent with the regional 
“MERJE” plan which has been approved by each local jurisdiction. MERJE is a graphic 
design company that has helped dozens of U.S. cities create wayfinding and 
interpretive signage. 
 
As a result, staff recommends that the proposed code amendment be revised to include 
reference to the “MERJE” plan that has been approved by each local jurisdiction. The 
revised language would read as follows: 
 
Any sign, posting, or notice placed or installed by the city, county, state or a federal governmental 
agency. Signs located within rights of way shall be in compliance with the Manual on Uniform Traffic 
Control Devices (MUTCD) or locally adopted MERJE plan, shall comply with RMC Chapter 12.11 and be 
approved by the Richland Public Works Department if located within City of Richland right of way.     
 
PUBLIC NOTICE/ COMMENTS 
Notice of the proposed amendment was provided to local and state agencies. Notice 
was also published in the Tri-Cities Herald, posted at official posting places and on the 
city’s official website.  Notice was provided to the Washington State Dept. of Commerce 
and other state agencies as required by RCW 36.70A. 
  
No substantive comments were received from the public and/or governmental entities 
as of the date the staff report was prepared.  
 
SEPA 
The City of Richland has utilized the Optional DNS Process as outlined in WAC 197-11-
355.  The end of the public comment period was Thursday, July 23, 2020.  A 
Determination of Non-Significance (DNS) was issued Friday, July 24, 2020.   
  
FINDINGS OF FACT 
1. Over time the need for new uses changes within the City of Richland. 
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2. Joe Schiessl on behalf of the City of Richland’s Parks and Public Facilities Department 
has submitted an application to amend the City’s sign code so that separate sign 
permits are not required for the installation of directional signs within the right of way 
directing motorists to public facilities and points of interest. 

3. RMC Title 27, as currently written, would prevent the installation of wayfinding signage 
within the City of Richland. 

4. The City of Richland has been working for several years in conjunction with the Cities 
of Pasco, Kennewick and West Richland and with the Visit Tri-Cities Convention and 
Visitors Bureau to create a region-wide wayfinding signage program. 

5. Staff workshopped the proposed code amendment with the Planning Commission on 
July 8, 2020. 

6. The proposed wayfinding signs on the federal and state highways will meet the 
MUTCD green background, white text, and color boxes required for “guide signs – 
conventional roads”, while the local road signs use a different color configuration, 
which is not consistent with MUTCD, but is consistent with the regional “MERJE” 
plan which has been approved by each local jurisdiction.  

7. MERJE is a graphic design company that has helped dozens of U.S. cities create 
wayfinding and interpretive signage. 

8. Notice of the proposed amendment was provided to local and state agencies. Notice 
was also published in the Tri-Cities Herald, posted at the official posting places and 
on the city’s official website.  Notice was provided to the Washington State Dept. of 
Commerce and other state agencies as required by RCW 36.70A. 

9. No substantive comments regarding the proposed code amendment were received.  
10. The Washington State Department of Commerce received the 60-day Notice of 

Intent to Adopt Amendment and granted expedited review.   
11. The City issued a SEPA Threshold Determination of Non-Significance on July 24, 

2020.  
12. The City of Richland utilized the Optional DNS Process as outlined in WAC 197-11-

355.  The end of the public comment period was Thursday, July 23, 2020. 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
1. The Planning Commission has jurisdiction to hold an open record public hearing and 

issue a recommendation on the proposed ordinance amendment to the City Council.   
2. The proposed code amendment is consistent with the goals and policies of the City’s 

Comprehensive Plan. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the Planning Commission concur with the findings and conclusions 
set forth in Staff Report (CA2020-103) and recommend to the City Council adoption of a 
proposed code amendment to RMC Section 27.04.030 exempting the City, County, State 
or a Federal Government Agency from having to obtain a sign permit from the City of 
Richland for emergency warning signs, traffic signs, signs directing the public to points of 
interest and signs showing the location of public facilities. 
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ALTERNATIVES 
1. Recommend approval of the amendment as proposed; 
2. Recommend approval of the amendment, as modified by the Planning Commission. 
3. Recommend denial of the amendment; 
 
RECOMMENDED MOTION 
I move that the Planning Commission recommend approval of the proposed 
amendment to RMC Section 27.04.030 as modified by the Planning Commission and 
based upon the above listed Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law. 
 
EXHIBITS 
1. Application Materials 
2. Draft Code Amendment 
3. SEPA DNS & SEPA Checklist 
4. Department of Commerce Notice  
5. Public Notice and Comments Received 
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City of Richland 
Development Services 

625 Swift Blvd. MS-35 
Richland, WA 99352 

(509) 942-7794
(509) 942-7764

 Code Amendment Application (Non-Zoning) 
Note: A Pre-Application meeting is required prior to submittal of an application. 

   APPLICANT □ Contact Person
Company: City of Richland UBI# n/a 

Contact: Joe Schiessl, Director, Parks and Public Facilities Department 

Address: 625 Swift Blvd, Richland, WA 

Phone: 942.7578 Email: jschiessl@ci.richland.wa 

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT 

The proposed amendment will permit the placement of directional signs in the right of way to direct motorists to public facilities 
and points of interest. 

APPLICATON MUST INCLUDE: 
1. Completed Application and Filing Fee
2. SEPA Checklist (if necessary)

ANSWER QUESTIONS AS COMPLETELY AS POSSIBLE 
Section(s) of code proposed to be amended (include code citation): 

27.04.030 Permits required – Exemptions. 

7. Any sign, posting, or notice placed or installed by the city, county, state or a federal governmental agency. Signs located within
rights of way shall be in compliance with the Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD), shall comply with RMC Chapter 
12.11 and be approved by the Richland Public Works Department if located within City of Richland right of way. 

Summary of requested code amendment(s): 

The new language will allow for the City of Richland and other governmental entities to install signage necessary to carry out 
their missions of providing for the public good. 

Reason(s) for code amendment(s): 

The Cities of Richland, Kennewick and Pasco are planning a “wayfinding” signage program to direct motorists and pedestrians to 
various points of interest and destinations.  The Cities of Pasco and Kennewick have similarly amended their sign codes. 
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ORDINANCE NO. XXX-20 

AN ORDINANCE of the City of Richland amending 
Section 27.04.030, Permits Required - Exemptions, related to 
signs not requiring a City of Richland sign permit. 

WHEREAS, from time to time the City has need to update its development 
regulations; and 

WHEREAS, on July 22, 2020, the Richland Planning Commission conducted a 
public hearing regarding modifications to the land use table contained within RMC Section 
27.04.030; and 

WHEREAS, the Richland Planning Commission recommends that the following 
changes be made to RMC Section 27.04.030. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the City of Richland as follows: 

Section 1. RMC Section 27.04.030 of the Richland Municipal Code, as enacted by 
Ordinance No. XX-XX, and last amended by Ordinance No. XX-XX, is hereby amended 
to read as follows: 

27.04.030 Permits required – Exemptions. 
Sign permits are required for most permanent and temporary signs. Permit requirements and exemptions are 
specified below: 

A. Permanent Signs. A separate permit shall be required for a sign or signs for each business entity and/or a separate
permit for each group of signs on a single supporting structure installed simultaneously. Thereafter, each additional
sign erected on the structure must have a separate permit. A sign permit is not required for the following:

1. Signs required by law.

2. Exterior signs or displays not visible from streets or ways open to the public.

3. Signs in the interior of a building which are not visible from any public property or rights-of-way.

4. Plaques, tablets, or inscriptions which are an integral part of the building structure or are attached flat to the
face of the building, which are not illuminated and do not exceed 10 square feet in surface area.

5. Signs less than two square feet in surface area.

6. Signs which are painted or mounted on delivery vehicles or other operable commercial vehicles which are
generally and primarily used for transportation of commerce.

7. Any sign, posting, or notice placed or installed by the city, county, state or a federal governmental agency.
Signs located within rights of way shall be in compliance with the Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices
(MUTCD), shall comply with RMC Chapter 12.11 and be approved by the Richland Public Works Department
if located within City of Richland right of way.

B. Temporary Signs. The erection, construction, posting, or placement of temporary signs shall require a temporary
sign permit. The following temporary signs shall not require a permit:

1. Signs required by law.
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2. Sandwich board signs worn by a person while walking the public ways of the city. 

3. Changing of a theater marquee or similar sign. 

4. Temporary window signs. 

5. Signs displayed on a lot with property for sale or rent, provided: 

a. That only one such sign is permitted for each public street upon which the property for sale or rent 
fronts; 

b. That in the event a sign qualifies for this exemption, a second temporary sign is also exempt if located 
within 1,000 feet, measured as the shortest straight line between the property line of the property for sale 
or rent and the site of the second exempt sign; and 

c. That such signs shall not exceed the measurement limitations specified in RMC 27.08.020. 

6. Signs displayed on a lot where construction is taking place, provided: 

a. That they are removed prior to occupancy approval of the building; 

b. That only one such sign is permitted for each public street upon which the construction project fronts; 
and 

c. That such signs shall not exceed the measurement limitations specified in RMC 27.08.020. 

7. Noncommercial signs that are made of paper, vinyl, plastic or other nondurable material and which are 
designed and intended to be displayed for a short period of time; provided, that they conform with the sight 
obstruction requirements of Chapter 12.11 RMC, do not interfere with or obstruct any traffic control device or 
in any other manner interfere with the control of traffic on the streets of the city, and are not larger than 32 
square feet in area. 

C. Number of Signs. Except as provided at RMC 27.08.020, signs not requiring a permit and temporary signs shall 
not be included as part of the maximum number of signs permitted by this code. 

D. Attachments to Signs. Ancillary devices, displays, and attachments not originally a part of the sign for which a 
permit was issued shall not be added to an existing sign except as provided in this code and pursuant to another sign 
permit issued by the building inspector. [Ord. 3-89; Ord. 08-19 § 2]. 

Section 2. This ordinance shall take effect the day following its publication in the 
official newspaper of the City of Richland. 

 
PASSED by the City Council of the City of Richland, Washington, at a regular 

meeting on the 18th day of August, 2020. 
 

  
 
 
  _____________________________ 
  RYAN LUKSON 
  Mayor 
 
 
ATTEST:  APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
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________________________________  _____________________________ 
JENNIFER ROGERS, City Clerk  HEATHER KINTZLEY, City Attorney 
 
Date Published: ___________ 



File No. EA2020-111 

CITY OF RICHLAND 
Determination of Non-Significance 

Description of Proposal:   Text amendment to RMC Section 27.04.030 – Permits Required - 
Exemptions.  The proposed text amendment would allow various types 
of governmental signs such as: Emergency warning signs, traffic signs, 
signs directing the public to points of interest and signs showing the 
location of public facilities to be installed without permit approval from 
the City of Richland.    

Proponent: Joe Schiessl, Director, City of Richland Parks and Public 
Facilities Department 

Location of Proposal: City-Wide.  

Lead Agency:   City of Richland 

The lead agency for this proposal has determined that it does not have a probable 
significant adverse impact on the environment.  An environmental impact statement (EIS) 
is not required under RCW 43.21C.030(2)(c). This decision was made after review of a 
completed environmental checklist and other information on file with the lead agency. This 
information is available to the public on request.   

(   ) There is no comment for the DNS. 

(  ) This DNS is issued under WAC 197-11-340(2); the lead agency will not act on this 
proposal for fourteen days from the date of issuance. 

( X  ) This DNS is issued after using the optional DNS process in WAC 197-11-355.  
There is no further comment period on the DNS. 

Responsible Official:  Mike Stevens 
Position/Title:  Planning Manager  
Address:  625 Swift Blvd., MS #35, Richland, WA  99352 
Date:  July 24, 2020 

Signature______________________________ 
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Re. 03/2019 

Notice of Intent to Adopt Amendment / Notice of Adoption 
Cover Sheet 

Pursuant to RCW 36.70A.106, the following jurisdiction provides the following required 
state agency notice.  

1. Jurisdiction Name: City of Richland – Development Services Dept. 

2. Select Submittal Type:
Select the Type of Submittal
listed.
(Select One Only)

60-Day Notice of Intent to Adopt Amendment.

Request of Expedited Review / Notice of Intent
to Adopt Amendment. 

 Supplemental Submittal for existing Notice of 
Intent to Adopt Amendment. 

 Notice of Final Adoption of Amendment. 

3. Amendment Type:
Select Type of Amendment
listed.
(Select One Only)

 Comprehensive Plan Amendment. 

 Development Regulation Amendment. 

 Critical Areas Ordinance Amendment. 

 Combined Comprehensive and Development 
Regulation Amendments. 

 Countywide Planning Policy. 

4. Description
Enter a brief description of the
amendment.

Begin your description with
“Proposed” or “Adopted”, based on
the type of Amendment you are
submitting.

Examples: “Proposed
comprehensive plan amendment
for the GMA periodic update.” or
“Adopted Ordinance 123, adoption
amendment to the sign code.”
(Maximum 400 characters).

Proposed amendment to RMC Section 
27.04.030.A.7, Permits required - Exemptions.   

The proposed amendment to Section 27.04.030 
would exempt public entities from having to obtain a 
sign permit from the City of Richland. 
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5. Is this action part of your 8-
year periodic update required 
under RCW 36.70A.130 of the 
Growth Management Act 
(GMA)? 
 

 
 Yes 

 
 No 

 

6. Proposed Dates: 
Enter the anticipated public 
hearing date(s) for your 
Planning Commission/Planning 
Board or for your 
Council/Commission. 

Planning Commission:  July 29, 2020 
 
City Council:  August 18, 2020 & Sept. 1, 2020 
 
Proposed / Date of Adoption: Sept. 1, 2020 
 

7. Contact Information:  

A. Prefix/Salutation:   
(Examples: “Mr.”, “Ms.”, or “The 
Honorable” (elected official)) 

 Mr.  

B. Name: 
 

Mike Stevens 

C. Title: 
 

Planning Manager 

D. Email: 
 

mstevens@ci.richland.wa.us 

E. Work Phone: 
 

(509) 942-7596 

F. Cell/Mobile Phone: (optional)  
Consultant Information: 
G. Is this person a consultant? 

  Yes 

H. Consulting Firm name?  
 

8. Would you like Commerce to 
contact you for Technical 
Assistance regarding this 
submitted amendment? 

 Yes 

 
REQUIRED:  Attach or include a copy of the proposed amendment text or 
document(s).We do not accept a website hyperlink requiring us to retrieve external 
documents. Jurisdictions must submit the actual document(s) to Commerce. If you 
experience difficulty, please email the reviewteam@commerce.wa.gov 
 
Questions? Call the review team at (509) 725-3066. 

mailto:reviewteam@commerce.wa.gov


CITY OF RICHLAND 
NOTICE OF APPLICATION, PUBLIC HEARING AND 

OPTIONAL DNS (CA2020-103 & EA2020-111) 
Notice is hereby given that the City of Richland is proposing a text amendment to RMC Section 
27.04.030 – Permits Required - Exemptions.  The proposed text amendment would allow various 
types of governmental signs such as: Emergency warning signs, traffic signs, signs directing the 
public to points of interest and signs showing the location of public facilities to be installed without 
permit approval from the City of Richland.   

Pursuant to Richland Municipal Code (RMC) Section 19.20 the Richland Planning Commission will 
conduct a virtual public hearing and review of the application at 6:00 p.m., July 29, 2020. All 
interested parties are invited to attend and present testimony during the virtual public hearing. 
Access to the virtual public hearing can be obtained by visiting the City of Richland website 
at www.ci.richland.wa.us .   

Environmental Review:  The proposal is subject to environmental review.  The City of Richland 
is lead agency for the proposal under the State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) and has 
reviewed the proposed project for probable adverse environmental impacts and expects to issue 
a determination of non-significance (DNS) for this project.  The optional DNS process in WAC 
197-11-355 is being used.  This may be your only opportunity to comment on the environmental
impacts of the proposed development.  The environmental checklist and related file information
are available to the public and can be viewed in the Development Services Division Office or
City of Richland website www.ci.richland.wa.us .

Any person desiring to express his views or to be notified of any decisions pertaining to this 
application should notify Mike Stevens, Planning Manager, 625 Swift Blvd., MS-35, Richland, WA 
99352. Comments may also be faxed to (509) 942-7764 or emailed 
to mstevens@ci.richland.wa.us . Written comments should be received no later than 5:00 p.m. on 
Thursday, July 23, 2020 to be incorporated into the staff report.  Comments received after that date 
will be entered into the record at the hearing.  

Copies of the staff report and recommendation will be available in the Development Services 
Division Office or City of Richland website www.ci.richland.wa.us beginning Friday, July 24, 
2020. 
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Stevens, Mike

From: Boring, Michael
Sent: Monday, July 13, 2020 9:09 AM
To: Stevens, Mike
Subject: RE: CA 2020-103 City of Richland Sign Code Amendment

Hello Mike, 
 
Please be aware that a building permit maybe needed for monument and pole signs. The IBC does not provide an 
exception for signs. 
 
Best regards, 
 
Michael 
 

From: Stevens, Mike <mstevens@CI.RICHLAND.WA.US>  
Sent: Thursday, July 9, 2020 10:42 AM 
To: Anthony Muai <anthony.muai@ci.kennewick.wa.us>; Anthony Von Moos <anthony.vonmoos@co.benton.wa.us>; 
Ashley Morton <AshleyMorton@ctuir.org>; Badger Mountain Irrigation District 
<bmidmanager@badgermountainirrigation.com>; Benton County ‐ Segregations <Segregations@co.benton.wa.us>; 
Webcsr PUD <webcsr@bentonpud.org>; Bill Barlow <bbarlow@bft.org>; Boring, Michael 
<MBoring@CI.RICHLAND.WA.US>; Boshart, Thomas <tboshart@CI.RICHLAND.WA.US>; Buechler, Ken 
<KBuechler@CI.RICHLAND.WA.US>; Carrie Thompson <carrie.thompson@bnsf.com>; Catherine Dickson 
<catherinedickson@ctuir.org>; Clark Posey <clark.posey@co.benton.wa.us>; BCES Hamilton, Craig 
<c.hamilton@bces.wa.gov>; DAHP SEPA Reviews <sepa@dahp.wa.gov>; Darrick Dietrich <darrick@basindisposal.com>; 
Dean Kelley <dean.kelley@chartercom.com>; BCES Davis, Deanna <d.davis@bces.wa.gov>; Deborah Rodgers 
<dxrodgers@bpa.gov>; Deskins, John <jdeskins@CI.RICHLAND.WA.US>; Eric Mendenhall 
<emendenhall@westrichland.org>; Florinda Coleman <florinda.coleman@co.benton.wa.us>; Ghbein, Briana 
<bghbein@ci.richland.wa.us>; Greg McCormick <gregory.mccormick@ci.kennewick.wa.us>; Greg Wendt 
<greg.wendt@co.benton.wa.us>; Gregory Goodwin <gregory.l.goodwin@ftr.com>; Gwen Clear <gcle461@ecy.wa.gov>; 
Hill, Kelly <khill@CI.RICHLAND.WA.US>; USPS Ina N. Beutler <ina.n.beutler@usps.gov>; Jason McShane 
<jmcshane@kid.org>; Jennings, Tyler <tjennings@CI.RICHLAND.WA.US>; Jerrod Macpherson 
<Jerrod.Macpherson@co.benton.wa.us>; Joseph Cichy <joseph.cichy@ftr.com>; Joseph Cottrell <jecottrell@bpa.gov>; 
Junior Campos <junior.campos@charter.com>; Kelly Cooper <kelly.cooper@doh.wa.gov>; Kevin Knodel 
<kevin.knodel@rsd.edu>; Kevin Sliger <KSliger@bft.org>; KID Development <development@kid.org>; KID Webmaster 
<webmaster@kid.org>; Lopez, Brandin <blopez@CI.RICHLAND.WA.US>; M. Deklyne <mjdeklyne@bpa.gov>; BCES Map 
<map@bces.wa.gov>; Pasco99301 <99301PascoWA‐Postmaster@usps.gov>; Paul Gonseth <gonsetp@wsdot.wa.gov>; 
Reathaford, Jason <JReathaford@CI.RICHLAND.WA.US>; Rebecca Hiles <rhiles@kid.org>; Review Team 
<reviewteam@commerce.wa.gov>; Richard Krasner <richard.krasner@rsd.edu>; USPS Richland Postmaster 
<99352RichlandWA‐Postmaster@usps.gov>; Rick Dawson <rickd@bfhd.wa.gov>; Rob Rodger 
<rob.rodger@bentoncleanair.org>; Robin Priddy <robin.priddy@bentoncleanair.org>; Roscoe Slade 
<roscoe@westrichland.org>; BCES Gates, Sarah <s.gates@bces.wa.gov>; Schiessl, Joe <JSchiessl@CI.RICHLAND.WA.US>; 
SEPA Center <sepacenter@dnr.wa.gov>; SEPA Register <separegister@ecy.wa.gov>; SEPA Unit <sepaunit@ecy.wa.gov>; 
Seth DeFoe <SDefoe@kid.org>; South Central Region Planning <scplanning@wsdot.wa.gov>; WA Dept of Fish & Wildlife 
<lopezlal@dfw.wa.gov>; WA Dept of Fish & Wildlife <rittemwr@dfw.wa.gov>; West, Julie <jwest@ci.richland.wa.us>; 
Westphal, Nichole <nwestphal@ci.richland.wa.us>; William Simpson <william.simpson@commerce.wa.gov> 
Subject: CA 2020‐103 City of Richland Sign Code Amendment 
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Attached to this email you will find a copy of the application and related materials for a proposed amendment to 
Chapter 27.04.030 of the Richland Municipal Code.  The proposed amendment would exempt various forms of 
governmental agency signs from having to obtain sign permit approval from the City of Richland.  The City is utilizing the 
Optional DNS Method and this may be your only opportunity to comment on the proposed amendment.  Please submit 
any comments back to me by 5:00 pm, Thursday, July 23, 2020.   
 
Please do not reply with “No Comment”. 
 
Thank you, 
 

 

Mike Stevens 
Planning Manager 
625 Swift Blvd., MS-35 | Richland, WA 99352 
(509) 942-7596 

 
 

Disclaimer: Emails and attachments sent to or from the City of Richland are public records subject 
to release under the Washington Public Records Act, Chapter 42.56 RCW. Sender and Recipient 
have no expectation of privacy in emails transmitted to or from the City of Richland. 
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Stevens, Mike

From: Blaine Broberg <BBroberg@kid.org>
Sent: Tuesday, July 14, 2020 3:14 PM
To: Stevens, Mike
Cc: Daniel Tissell; Jason McShane
Subject: RE: CA 2020-103 City of Richland Sign Code Amendment

Mr. Stevens, 
 
The KID supports this amendment. Please call out the Kennewick Irrigation District by name in bullet 7. 
 
Thanks, 
Blaine Broberg, EIT 
Staff Engineer 
Kennewick Irrigation District 
2015 S. Ely Street 
Kennewick,WA 99337 
Office: (509)586‐6012 ext. 138 
Cell: (509)873‐2089 
 

From: Stevens, Mike <mstevens@CI.RICHLAND.WA.US>  
Sent: Thursday, July 9, 2020 10:42 AM 
To: Anthony Muai <anthony.muai@ci.kennewick.wa.us>; Anthony Von Moos <anthony.vonmoos@co.benton.wa.us>; 
Ashley Morton <AshleyMorton@ctuir.org>; Badger Mountain Irrigation District 
<bmidmanager@badgermountainirrigation.com>; Benton County ‐ Segregations <Segregations@co.benton.wa.us>; 
Webcsr PUD <webcsr@bentonpud.org>; Bill Barlow <bbarlow@bft.org>; Boring, Michael 
<MBoring@CI.RICHLAND.WA.US>; Boshart, Thomas <tboshart@CI.RICHLAND.WA.US>; Buechler, Ken 
<KBuechler@CI.RICHLAND.WA.US>; Carrie Thompson <carrie.thompson@bnsf.com>; Catherine Dickson 
<catherinedickson@ctuir.org>; Clark Posey <clark.posey@co.benton.wa.us>; BCES Hamilton, Craig 
<c.hamilton@bces.wa.gov>; DAHP SEPA Reviews <sepa@dahp.wa.gov>; Darrick Dietrich <darrick@basindisposal.com>; 
Dean Kelley <dean.kelley@chartercom.com>; BCES Davis, Deanna <d.davis@bces.wa.gov>; Deborah Rodgers 
<dxrodgers@bpa.gov>; Deskins, John <jdeskins@CI.RICHLAND.WA.US>; Eric Mendenhall 
<emendenhall@westrichland.org>; Florinda Coleman <florinda.coleman@co.benton.wa.us>; Ghbein, Briana 
<bghbein@ci.richland.wa.us>; Greg McCormick <gregory.mccormick@ci.kennewick.wa.us>; Greg Wendt 
<greg.wendt@co.benton.wa.us>; Gregory Goodwin <gregory.l.goodwin@ftr.com>; Gwen Clear <gcle461@ecy.wa.gov>; 
Hill, Kelly <khill@CI.RICHLAND.WA.US>; USPS Ina N. Beutler <ina.n.beutler@usps.gov>; Jason McShane 
<JMcShane@kid.org>; Jennings, Tyler <tjennings@CI.RICHLAND.WA.US>; Jerrod Macpherson 
<Jerrod.Macpherson@co.benton.wa.us>; Joseph Cichy <joseph.cichy@ftr.com>; Joseph Cottrell <jecottrell@bpa.gov>; 
Junior Campos <junior.campos@charter.com>; Kelly Cooper <kelly.cooper@doh.wa.gov>; Kevin Knodel 
<kevin.knodel@rsd.edu>; Kevin Sliger <KSliger@bft.org>; Development <development@kid.org>; Brad Crawford 
<BCrawford@kid.org>; Lopez, Brandin <blopez@CI.RICHLAND.WA.US>; M. Deklyne <mjdeklyne@bpa.gov>; BCES Map 
<map@bces.wa.gov>; Pasco99301 <99301PascoWA‐Postmaster@usps.gov>; Paul Gonseth <gonsetp@wsdot.wa.gov>; 
Reathaford, Jason <JReathaford@CI.RICHLAND.WA.US>; Rebecca Hiles <rhiles@kid.org>; Review Team 
<reviewteam@commerce.wa.gov>; Richard Krasner <richard.krasner@rsd.edu>; USPS Richland Postmaster 
<99352RichlandWA‐Postmaster@usps.gov>; Rick Dawson <rickd@bfhd.wa.gov>; Rob Rodger 
<rob.rodger@bentoncleanair.org>; Robin Priddy <robin.priddy@bentoncleanair.org>; Roscoe Slade 
<roscoe@westrichland.org>; BCES Gates, Sarah <s.gates@bces.wa.gov>; Schiessl, Joe <JSchiessl@CI.RICHLAND.WA.US>; 
SEPA Center <sepacenter@dnr.wa.gov>; SEPA Register <separegister@ecy.wa.gov>; SEPA Unit <sepaunit@ecy.wa.gov>; 
Seth Defoe <SDefoe@kid.org>; South Central Region Planning <scplanning@wsdot.wa.gov>; WA Dept of Fish & Wildlife 
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<lopezlal@dfw.wa.gov>; WA Dept of Fish & Wildlife <rittemwr@dfw.wa.gov>; West, Julie <jwest@ci.richland.wa.us>; 
Westphal, Nichole <nwestphal@ci.richland.wa.us>; William Simpson <william.simpson@commerce.wa.gov> 
Subject: CA 2020‐103 City of Richland Sign Code Amendment 
 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 
sender and know the content is safe. 

 
Attached to this email you will find a copy of the application and related materials for a proposed amendment to 
Chapter 27.04.030 of the Richland Municipal Code.  The proposed amendment would exempt various forms of 
governmental agency signs from having to obtain sign permit approval from the City of Richland.  The City is utilizing the 
Optional DNS Method and this may be your only opportunity to comment on the proposed amendment.  Please submit 
any comments back to me by 5:00 pm, Thursday, July 23, 2020.   
 
Please do not reply with “No Comment”. 
 
Thank you, 
 

 

Mike Stevens 
Planning Manager 
625 Swift Blvd., MS-35 | Richland, WA 99352 
(509) 942-7596 

 
 


	 Regular Meeting - 6:00 p.m.
	 Welcome and Roll Call
	 Approval of Agenda
	 Approval of Minutes
	1. June 24, 2020 Meeting Minutes
	Planning Commission Agenda Item Coversheet
	2020-06-24 Planning Commission Meeting Minutes DRAFT
	2020-06-24 Planning Commission Meeting Minutes ATTACHMENT

	2. July 8, 2020 Workshop Minutes
	Planning Commission Agenda Item Coversheet
	2020-07-08 Planning Commission Workshop Minutes DRAFT


	 Public Comments
	 Items of Business
	1. M2020-104 Approval of Sign - Liberty Christian Sch
	Planning Commission Agenda Item Coversheet
	M2020-104 Full Staff Report


	 Public Hearing Explanation
	 New Business - Public Hearing
	1. Title 27 - Sign Code Amendment
	Planning Commission Agenda Item Coversheet
	CA2020-103 - Sign Code Full Staff Report


	 Communications
	 Adjournment



