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Heidi K. S. Napolitino

From: bkrepick@sbcglobal.net
Sent: Thursday, May 26, 2022 8:58 PM
To: Andrew DeDonker; Brian Bogen; Elizabeth Mitchell; Eric Faison; Heidi K. S. Napolitino; 

John Brock; Mike Quinn; Rajeev Thakur
Cc: 'Diane Cashman'; tracyandrodger@gmail.com; Jan Ostlund; 'John Rettenmeir'; John 

Zevenbergen; Laura Murphy; Lisa Marquart; Per Odegaard; Teresa Pape
Subject: Public Comments re Twin Maples' proposed rain gardens for Council meeting - June 6, 

2022

Mayor Quinn et al- 
Please enter this email into the Public Comments for the upcoming June 6, 2022 Council Meeting. Also, as I 
have requested on many occasions during the past 12 months, please also enter this email into a new Public 
Comments tab in the Town website.  And lastly, as I have also requested many times during the past 12 
months, please enter your written responses into a new tab on the website labelled “Council response to Public 
Comments”.  Lest you doubt the need for new 2-way communication tabs in the Town website, I would remind 
you of the survey results I sent you in September 2021 that showed over 90% of 33 residents’ responses were 
in favor of enhanced 2-way communication between the Council and the residents in the form of new Public 
Comment tabs and Council response FAQ tabs on the Town website, as well as utilization of more resident 
surveys to gauge community support for Council initiatives. 
 
In my recent communication with dozens of residents I was made aware of another taxpayer issue that has 
festered for over a year, and that has not been resolved by the Mayor or Council.  I am speaking of the Twin 
Maples’ rain gardens.  I have read many of the emails and letters back and forth between Mrs. Diane Cashman 
and the Staff, the Mayor, and the Council.  I have spoken with Diane to get a better understanding of the 
issue.  I believe she has taken an extraordinary amount of time to research the background and the economics 
for the two proposed rain gardens.  I believe she has undertaken a very objective and thorough analysis and 
has raised a number of questions that were never fully answered by the Council when it voted to approve 
spending $50-$60,000 for two rain gardens at the SE corner of 111th Pl W and 239th Pl SW.  I believe that the 
Council owes full disclosure, and written responses to all Woodway residents on all of the issues listed below:  
 

1) No resident confirmation that flooding on the SE corner has been an issue in the last 15 years and that 
it is the underlying driver for a new storm water solution.  Mrs. Cashman says she talked with the two 
homeowners whose houses were supposedly flooded multiple times in the last 10 years – and they 
deny there has been any flooding.  How many residents have gone on record saying that flooding is a 
clear and present nuisance?   

2) No confirmation that there is an existing EPA directive that the Twin Maples’ stormwater drain solution 
needs to be any different than any other Woodway storm water drain, i.e., it doesn’t have to remove 
toxic metals 

3) No discussion of why, given #2 above, that crushed rock can’t be used instead of rain gardens to 
mediate the excess storm water – since crushed rock would likely be 10% of the cost, would preserve 
parking spaces, would be more acceptable to more residents, and would eliminate any traffic liabilities 

4) No discussion of why an underground storm water drainage pipe couldn’t be an alternative 
solution.  Seems like one could be designed to gravity feed the overflow storm water into Woodway’s 
‘greatest rain garden’ – the greenbelt reserve that is within a few hundred feet of the current 
‘inadequate’ below-the-street catch basin 

5) No  confirmation that there is widespread resident support for the rain garden solution 
6) No detailed analysis showing the economics of the Staff’s  proposed solution vs. other viable 

alternatives (including repairing the existing under-street catch basin; extending the existing 
underground drainage system into the Town Reserve (or even building above ground drainage into the 
Reserve).   
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7) No analysis of the annual maintenance costs for hundreds of plants/trees in the rain gardens – and no 
definitive statement on whether the Town or the residents are responsible for the maintenance 

8) No discussion or disclosure of any “Phase 2 or Phase 3’ of a long term plan that will include rain 
gardens in front of every house in the Twin Maples’ development  (Mrs. Cashman said that Mr. 
DeDonker told her that was in fact the long term plan!)  A project of this scale would likely cost over $1 
million in capital costs and unknown $10s of thousands in annual maintenance costs.  Residents 
deserve to know if the two rain gardens are sufficient for storm water control, or if all Twin Maples’ 
houses would have their own rain gardens in 10 years 

9) No discussion of the potential liabilities that the Town will incur because of traffic safety concerns – 
limited line of sight around rain garden corners; narrower streets; more limited play areas 

10) How will the capital cost and annual maintenance cost for the two rain gardens impact the $150 per 
year stormwater utility fee that we all pay to the Town?  Will the Twin Maples’ residents pay a special 
assessment fee to cover the costs of the two rain gardens and future 40-50 rain gardens?  If another 
40+ rain gardens are constructed in the future, how will that affect the $150 per year fee that all Zone 
14.5 residents now pay?   Btw - what expenses are covered in the $150 annual stormwater fee?  How 
is that fee different for different sized lots? 
   

I understand that the Town has accepted a competitive bid for the project, and that the project is scheduled to 
start in the next 60 days.  GIVEN ALL THE OPEN ISSUES AND POTENTIAL LIABILITY TO THE TOWN, I 
URGE THE COUNCIL AND THE PLANNING COMMISSION TO CALL A ‘TIME OUT’, PUT THE PROJECT 
ON HOLD,  AND ADDRESS ALL OF THE ABOVE OPEN ISSUES.  THE TOWN MAY HAVE TO PAY A 
SMALL CONTRACT CANCELLATION FEE, BUT THAT WOULD BE PREFERABLE TO MOVING FORWARD 
WITH AN UNJUSTIFIED AND RESIDENT-OPPOSED $50-60,000 PROJECT COST.  RATHER THAN BUILD 
SOMETHING THAT CANNOT BE ECONOMICALLY JUSTIFIED, IS NOT SUPPORTED BY THE MAJORITY 
OF RESIDENTS, IS A POTENTIAL LIABILITY FOR THE TOWN, AND HAS NOT HAD ALTERNATIVE 
SOLUTIONS VETTED – THE COUNCIL WOULD BE SHOWING ITS WISDOM AND LEADERSHIP BY 
TAKING A DEEP BREATH AND GETTING ANSWERS TO THE ISSUES – AND COMMUNICATING THOSE 
ANSWERS IN WRITING TO ALL RESIDENTS. 
 
WOODWAY RESIDENTS DESERVE NOTHING LESS!  THANKS FOR CONSIDERING! 
Sincerely 
Bill Krepick 
11402 239th Pl SW 


