




NOTE: PROPOSE REMOVING A 6" CEDAR JUST NORTH OF TREE #32.

6" CEDAR NOT ON THE LIST, DIAMETER LESS THAN 10".
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Neal Baker (neal@arboristsnw.com)
Sticky Note
Drain was rerouted and trees are to be retained

Tree Review (john.kenney@mercergov.org)
Sticky Note
3. Arborist report not complete. See 19.10.090.   1. Description of how the arborist meets the threshold requirements for Qualified Arborist.   2. A complete description of each tree’s diameter, species, critical root zone, limits of allowable disturbance, health, condition, and viability.   3. A description of the method(s) used to determine the limits of allowable disturbance (i.e., critical root zone, root plate diameter, or a case-by-case basis description for individual trees).   4. Any special instructions specifically outlining any work proposed within the limits of disturbance protection areas (i.e. hand-digging, air space, tunneling, root pruning, any grade changes, clearing, monitoring, and aftercare).   5. For trees not viable for retention, a description of the reason(s) for removal based on poor health, high risk of failure due to structure, defects, unavoidable isolation, windfirmness, unsuitability species, etc. If there is no reasonable alternative action (pruning, cabling, etc.) possible, replacement recommendations must be given.   6. Describe the impact of necessary tree removal on the remaining trees, including those in a grove or on adjacent properties.    7. Describe timing and installation of tree protection measures. Such measures must include fencing and be in accordance with the tree protection standards as outlined in MICC 19.10.   8. The suggested location and species of replacement trees to be used when required. The report shall include planting and maintenance specifications to ensure long term survival.   9. A Tree Inventory containing the following:   ☒ a. A numbering system of all existing large trees on the property (with corresponding tags on trees). The inventory shall also include large trees on adjacent property with driplines or critical root zones extending into the property.   ☐ b. Tree size (diameter).   ☐ c. Proposed tree status (retained or proposed for removal).   ☒ d. Tree type or species.   ☒ e. Identify all Exceptional trees and differentiate between those less than 24 inches and those greater than or equal to 24 inches in diameter.   ☒ f. Brief general health or condition rating of each tree (i.e. poor, fair, good, etc.).      3. Site/tree retention plan       Indicate the following on all civil/utility and grading sheets. If there are no civil sheets indicate on the architectural site plan   1. Location of all proposed improvements (building footprint, access, utilities, buffers, required landscape areas).   2. Surveyed location of all large trees and Exceptional trees on the property    3. Show the critical root zone of Large trees on adjacent properties if driplines extend over the subject property line.   4. Trees labeled corresponding to the tree inventory numbering system on the Mercer Island Tree Inventory Form.   5. Identify Exceptional trees using different symbols for trees less than 24 inches and trees greater than or equal to 24 inches.   6. Location of tree protection measures.   7. Limits of excavation near potential saved trees (e.g. excavation limits for building foundation).   8. Indicate clearing limits/limits of disturbance (LOD) around all trees potentially impacted by site disturbances - grading, demolition, construction activities (including approximate LOD of off-site trees with overhanging driplines), etc.   9. Proposed tree status (trees to be removed or retained) noted by an ‘X’ for removal.      Replanting plan       Provide the Replanting plan showing proposed locations of any required replacement trees.  

Tree Review (john.kenney@mercergov.org)
Sticky Note
1. Trees 32, 30 and 28 may be exceptional and shall be retained unless justified per MI19.10.060.A.3. Move or tunnel bore utility and other encroachments.

Tree Review (john.kenney@mercergov.org)
Sticky Note
2. Show tree protection at trees dripline. Or Arborist given limits of disturbance. Call out this distance from edge of trunk of tree to fence, if fence is  not at Arborist given dripline. Move silt fence outside tree protection.

Planning Review (nicole.gaudette@mercergov.org)
Sticky Note
Please show the distance from the edge of the access easement to the proposed garage. The setback must be 5-feet (in compliance with MICC 19.02.020(H)(1))

Planning Review (nicole.gaudette@mercergov.org)
Sticky Note
Staff's calculation result in 5,072 square feet f gross floor area. Please double check and update these plans and the Site Development Worksheet

Neal Baker (neal@arboristsnw.com)
Sticky Note
Driplines and limits of disturbance marked on Map file 20006 Headrick Residence - Arborists NW_200430

Planning Review (nicole.gaudette@mercergov.org)
Sticky Note
Please provide a detail of all lot coverage and hardscape. This detail should provide more information than the site development worksheet. It should list each type of lot coverage and each type of hardscape. It should state if that item is existing, or existing and being removed, or being proposed.

Ned Nelson (NedNelson@msn.com)
Sticky Note
See sheet A2.2 for detailed Lot Coverage, Hardscape, Building Area. Site Development Information shown on A2 has been revised.

Ned Nelson (NedNelson@msn.com)
Sticky Note
See Sheet A2.2 for Gross Floor Area.

Ned Nelson (NedNelson@msn.com)
Sticky Note
5- feet setback shown on Sheet A2.
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#8202230542 INGRESS / EGRESS EASEMENT FOR MAINTENANCE  OF SANITARY AND STORM DRAINAGE FACILITIES #8809140722 PUBLIC AND PRIVATE STORM DRAIN AND SANITARY SEWER EASEMENT
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NOTE: 1/2" CD EXT. PLYWOOD ALTERNATE TO OSB.

Mark Weller (wcengr@comcast.net)
Sticky Note
King posts have been added. Please see revised engineering.

Mark Weller (wcengr@comcast.net)
Sticky Note
SSW walls have been removed. Please see revised engineering.

Building Review (gareth.reece@mercergov.org)
Comment #1
See comment on roof framing plan regarding the design of this elevation for out-of-plane loading.  Raised concrete stem walls may be required for the SSW panels, but clarify where any additional king studs terminate (whether they're full height and between the raised stems, or if the stem is appropriate to resist the wind load if the king studs are attached to the top.)

Building Review (gareth.reece@mercergov.org)
Comment #1
Provide the appropriate manufacturer's SSW details in the construction set.  Generally the SSW will not be designed to resist the out of plane loading from H1 acting as a wind girt supporting the door and panel above, and will specify that additional studs are required for this purpose.  Please specify the connection from the H1 GLB to these king studs.

Building Review (gareth.reece@mercergov.org)
Comment #1
update this note to reflect the location of the SSW details (anchorage details are on this sheet and correctly referenced on the foundation plan, but the SSW framing details need to be added to the set).

Building Review (gareth.reece@mercergov.org)
Comment #1
Clarify here if this is three 4x10 headers with full height posts in between, or one header (calcs indicate three headers). Either way, clarify where the full height king studs are located and their construction.

Mark Weller (wcengr@comcast.net)
Sticky Note
SSW walls have been removed. Please see revised engineering.

Mark Weller (wcengr@comcast.net)
Sticky Note
SSW walls have been removed. Please see revised engineering.
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SOUTH ELEVATION
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NORTH ELEVATION
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NORTH SECTION

 1/4" = 1'-0"

WEST ELEVATION

 1/4" = 1'-0"

EAST ELEVATION

05/28/19  

Building Review (gareth.reece@mercergov.org)
Comment #1
Arch to verify that this door size is still appropriate if additional king studs are required to resist wind load (see comments on structural plans)

Ned Nelson (NedNelson@msn.com)
Sticky Note
Door size has been revised to 18' x 11' high. Overall building height has been lowered from 16'-9" to 14'-0".
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patt gydesen (pattg@brhinc.com)
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by patt gydesen (pattg@brhinc.com)

Building Review (gareth.reece@mercergov.org)
Comment #1
Both garage and pool construction appear to require geo verification of bearing based on the recommendations for over-excavation or pin piles. Please clarify on both foundation drawings that bearing is to be confirmed by the geotechnical engineer during excavation.  

Ned Nelson (NedNelson@msn.com)
Sticky Note
Note added to Sheet A5 and A6 regarding geotechnical engineer to confirm bearing.
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POOL / WOOD DECK SECTION
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 1/2" = 1'-0"

SECTION

 1/2" = 1'-0"

SECTION #2

 1/2" = 1'-0"

SECTION #3

 1/2" = 1'-0"

SECTION #4
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SWIMMING POOL

Building Review (gareth.reece@mercergov.org)
Comment #1
Clarify that this limit is to avoid IRC R312.1 guards

Building Review (gareth.reece@mercergov.org)
Comment #1
There's a mix of continuous and spot footing info on the deck footing details.  Show the footings as continuous on plan or provide spot footing sizes and details.

Building Review (gareth.reece@mercergov.org)
Comment #1
Section 1 showing the safety cover well isn't provided on this sheet, but it looks like section 2 information is provided twice

Building Review (gareth.reece@mercergov.org)
Comment #1
It looks like the information on this sheet is redrawn/duplicated from individual sheets 12-16 of 18 in this set.  Please remove the duplicates (if they are duplicates). Only this sheet was reviewed, so please note any discrepancies that were resolved prior to resubmittal.

Building Review (gareth.reece@mercergov.org)
Comment #1
Both garage and pool construction appear to require geo verification of bearing based on the recommendations for over-excavation or pin piles. Please clarify on both foundation drawings that bearing is to be confirmed by the geotechnical engineer during excavation.  

Ned Nelson (NedNelson@msn.com)
Sticky Note
See Railing Detail Sheet A2 if required. 

Ned Nelson (NedNelson@msn.com)
Sticky Note
See Detail A Sheet A6 for spot footing size.

Ned Nelson (NedNelson@msn.com)
Sticky Note
Note added to Sheet A5 and A6 regarding geotechnical engineer to confirm bearing.

Ned Nelson (NedNelson@msn.com)
Sticky Note
Structural sections for Pool were consolidated on Sheet A6.

Ned Nelson (NedNelson@msn.com)
Sticky Note
Section 1 from Pool Drawings added to A6 showing safety cover recess. 
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CHERRY

SURVEY WITH NOTES ADDED FOR TREES AND CRITICAL

AREA BUFFER FROM WRI SITE RECONNAISSANCE.

NOTE: PROPOSE REMOVING A 6" CEDAR JUST NORTH OF TREE #32.

6" CEDAR NOT ON THE LIST, DIAMETER LESS THAN 10".

TREE INVENTORY

TREE NUMBER SPECIE DIAMETER REMOVE

1 CEDAR 24"

2 ALDER 20"

3 CEDAR 42"

4 MAPLE 10" X

5 DECIDUOUS 10" X

6 DECIDUOUS 10" X

7 CEDAR 36"

8 CEDAR 30"

9 FIR 12"

10 FIR 30"

11 CEDAR 34"

12 HEMLOCK 17"

13 HEMLOCK 10"

14 FIR 14"

15 FIR 10"

16 CEDAR 12"

17 MAPLE 22"

18 MAPLE 14"

19 MAPLE 20"

20 CEDAR 24"

21 CEDAR 46"

22 CEDAR 16"

23 CEDAR 16"

24 CEDAR 14"

25 HEMLOCK 12"

26 MAPLE 44"

27 MAPLE 24"

28 SPRUCE 36"

29 CHERRY 20"

30 MAPLE 40"

31 CEDAR 12"

32 CEDAR 24" X

33 APPLE 16" X

34 APPLE 10"

35 DECIDUOUS 10"

















X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

3

0

1

0

'

 

-

 

0

"

1
'
 
-
 
0
"

M
I
N

.

3
"
 
M

I
N

.

4
"
 
M

A
X

.

L

E

N

G

T

H

 

V

A

R

I

E

S

DISTURBED

AREA

F

L

O

W

9
8
1
0
2
-3

5
1
3

B
U

S
H

, 
R

O
E

D
 &

 H
IT

C
H

IN
G

S
, 

IN
C

.

2
0
0
9
 M

IN
O

R
 A

V
E

. 
E

A
S

T
S

E
A

T
T
L
E

, 
W

a
sh

in
g

to
n

L
A

N
D

 S
U

R
V

E
Y

O
R

S
 &

 C
IV

IL
 E

N
G

IN
E

E
R

S

F
A

X
#

 (
2
0
6
) 
3
2
3
-7

1
3
5

(2
0
6
) 
3
2
3
-4

1
4
4

1
-8

0
0
-9

3
5
-0

5
0
8

8
8
2
2
 S

.E
. 
6
2
N

D
 S

T
R

E
E

T
H

E
A

D
R

IC
K

 R
E

S
ID

E
C

E

M
E

R
C

E
R

 IS
L
A

N
D

K
IN

G
 C

O
U

N
T
Y

W
A

S
H

IN
G

T
O

N
 

5/
29

/1
9

R

Call 811

two business days

before you dig

SCALE IN FEET

10 5 0 10 20

1"=10'



STORM DRAINAGE NOTES:
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Civil Review (ruji.ding@mercergov.org)
Civil Comments
All comments related to the bio retention system can be addressed after the feasibility of the bio-retention system is reviewed and approved.

Tree Review (john.kenney@mercergov.org)
Sticky Note
4. Grading on sheet C2 is shown within exceptional trees dripline critical root zones. Move grading and associated drainage from protection zone. Or tunnel/bore utility. Civil drainage/grading plan to show tree protection. See comment 3 and 19.10.090.

patt gydesen (pattg@brhinc.com)
Sticky Note
Added section cut loation to plan. section taken along the south south side of bio retention planter

patt gydesen (pattg@brhinc.com)
Sticky Note
Addd rockery detail and noted where footing drain outlet is.

patt gydesen (pattg@brhinc.com)
Sticky Note
Marked set by patt gydesen (pattg@brhinc.com)

Ted Dimof (tedd@brhinc.com)
Sticky Note
No drain.

patt gydesen (pattg@brhinc.com)
Sticky Note
Marked set by patt gydesen (pattg@brhinc.com)

Civil Review (ruji.ding@mercergov.org)
Civil Engineering Comments
Please provide the level of the pool deck.

Ted Dimof (tedd@brhinc.com)
Sticky Note
The drainage outlet has been moved outside of the wetland boundaries.

Civil Review (ruji.ding@mercergov.org)
Civil Engineering Comments
Provide detail and drainage design for the wall.

patt gydesen (pattg@brhinc.com)
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by patt gydesen (pattg@brhinc.com)

patt gydesen (pattg@brhinc.com)
Sticky Note
Roof drain location is shown on the plan. it discharges to the asphalt and drains to the trench drain. added pipe connection for footing drain

Civil Review (ruji.ding@mercergov.org)
Civil Engineering Comments
Please provide detail list of the plants.

Ted Dimof (tedd@brhinc.com)
Sticky Note
The civil plan has been revised to match architectural.

Civil Review (ruji.ding@mercergov.org)
Civil Comments
Please provide the new grading for the new driveway pavement.

Ted Dimof (tedd@brhinc.com)
Sticky Note
Plan has been revised.

patt gydesen (pattg@brhinc.com)
Sticky Note
Pool has a drain that will be hooked up to the sewerline.

Civil Review (ruji.ding@mercergov.org)
Civil Engineering Comments
This note does not point to the outlet.

Civil Review (ruji.ding@mercergov.org)
Civil Comments
The drainage work is inside the Wetland, you will need to get approval from the planning staff for this work.

Civil Review (ruji.ding@mercergov.org)
Civil Engineering Comments
The concrete box is a structure and is requiring the structural design/calculation by a structural engineer.

patt gydesen (pattg@brhinc.com)
Sticky Note
Added planting list and diagram to plans.

Civil Review (ruji.ding@mercergov.org)
Civil Engineering Comments
The pool deck layout shown on this plan is not consistent with the layout shown on the Architectural Site Plan,

Civil Review (ruji.ding@mercergov.org)
Civil Engineering Comments
What is this? Curb?

Building Review (gareth.reece@mercergov.org)
Comment #1
Specify the method of discharge for the roof downspout per IRC R801.3.  It looks like the intent is to align with the trench drain... unless that connection is specified and OK with civil, the discharge must be 5' from foundation.

Civil Review (ruji.ding@mercergov.org)
Civil Engineering Comments
Show how you will connect the roof drain and footing drain from the new garage  to the drainage system that you are proposing.  Show approximate locations, sizes, slopes, material and invert elevations for the drainage pipes.

Ted Dimof (tedd@brhinc.com)
Sticky Note
Grading and drainage has been moved outside of exceptional tree driplines.

patt gydesen (pattg@brhinc.com)
Sticky Note
Roof drain location shown on plan dischares to the asphalt surface and flows into the trench drain.

patt gydesen (pattg@brhinc.com)
Sticky Note
We are using the wall detail FD1 on sheet A3 provided by the structural engineer. 

patt gydesen (pattg@brhinc.com)
Sticky Note
Marked set by patt gydesen (pattg@brhinc.com)

Civil Review (ruji.ding@mercergov.org)
Civil Engineering Comments
Does the pool have a drain? If so, please provide the design for the pool drain.

patt gydesen (pattg@brhinc.com)
Sticky Note
All comments have been addressed  on the plans

Ted Dimof (tedd@brhinc.com)
Sticky Note
Yes

patt gydesen (pattg@brhinc.com)
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by patt gydesen (pattg@brhinc.com)

Civil Review (ruji.ding@mercergov.org)
Civil Engineering Comments
It is not clear where this dimension represents on the plan view. Please provide all dimensions on the plan view for the biorention system.

Ted Dimof (tedd@brhinc.com)
Sticky Note
Grading is shown for the driveway expansion.
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