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KITSAP COUNTY  
NON-MOTORIZED FACILITIES CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMITTEE (KC NMCAC)  

MEETING MINUTES 
January 18, 2022  (Virtual Meeting) 

Agenda 

 

Attendance: 

Members Present: 
Scott Satter (Chair) 
Deborah Weinmann (Vice-Chair) 
Rick Feeney (Recorder - appointed) 
Jess Chandler 
Ray Pardo  
Doug Piehl 
Brian Watson 
Nancy Whitaker 
 

Members Absent:  None 
 

Kitsap County Representatives: 
David Forte 
Melissa Mohr 
Jeff Shea 

Guests: 
None 
 

 
Enclosure [1]:  2022 NMCAC Work Program 
Enclosure [2]:  Kitsap County Roadway Safety 
Enclosure [3]:  Bike Route Signs Concepts 
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Topic 1: Welcome and Introductions 

Meeting Called to Order 

Topic 2: Public Comment 

None 

Topic 3: Approval of minutes 

December minutes approved.   

Topic 4: Elections for 2022 Vice Chair & Recorder 

At the previous meeting, Deborah Weinmann agreed to move up from Vice Chair to Chair per 
protocol. 

There were no new nominees volunteering at this meeting. 

The nominees for Vice Chair:  Brian Watson, Rick Feeney, and Jess Chandler  

The nominees for Secretary/Recorder:  Rick Feeney and Brian Watson. 

Elected Positions for Calendar Year 2022: 

Chair: Deborah Weinmann 
Vice Chair: Jess Chandler 
Recorder: Rick Feeney 

Topic 5: Approve 2022 Work Program 

The 2022 NMCAC Work Program (see Enclosure [1]) was discussed at previous meetings.  David 
Forte compiled the team choices.  It was voted on at this January meeting.  Brian Watson motioned 
to approve.  Jess Chandler seconded.  The committee unanimously approved.    

Topic 6: Safety Briefing 

Jeff Shea, Kitsap’s lead Traffic Engineer, presented to the committee Kitsap’s safety program 
(reportable conditions) statistics on when an accident occurs with a motorized vehicle and how it is 
recorded.  These are based on calculations of 1.4 million vehicle miles/day traveled on our roads 
daily.  It was provided to educate the committee on how statistics are maintained and used in the 
county’s policy decisions. Mr. Shea mentioned that the chart shows accidents involving motorized 
vehicles and doesn’t show if non-motorized vehicles only (e.g., bikes).  He stated the state is 
evaluating this need.  He stated there has been significant improvements in accident 
data/conditions input into the program.  The state, county, and federal programs are going to a 
proactive vs. a reactive stance; including the “Target Zero” program. 

See Enclosure [2] for the visual presentation of this program to the committee. 

Topic 7:  Non-Motorized Signage – Route Naming  

Homework Assignment:  From the last meeting we were tasked with looking at the options and 
each proposing our favorite and lobbying for it.  The goal was to set an acceptable version from the 
committee’s majority.  For this meeting, the county submitted the question: what does the 
committee members want to see communicated on bike route signs.   

The committee members submitted their ideas discussing during earlier meetings as to what they 
think the route signs should communicate.  Enclosure [3] relates.  This meeting addressed things 
like when one’s on a designed route and where is it taking me.  Do we communicate the sign’s 
boundaries (e.g., starting point and destination/end point).  Mileage and logos are included.  The 
team discussed each option provided.   
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A point was made that the signs are only for county information and if they continue into a city, they 
take on any such signs. Cognizance, money, and litigation factor in.   

A lengthy discussion was brought up on mileage to destination. The county representatives stated 
this can be problematic.  Brian Watson brought up the point of mileage to destination.  It provides 
information that he felt a cyclist needs.  Bike-ped “body” needs (e.g., restrooms, food) or bike needs 
(e.g., repair services) is different than for an automated vehicle.  Most members agreed with this 
need. 

Ray Pardo brought up the need for information needs of pedestrians too.  Deborah Weinmann 
supported this for all forms of non-motorized transportation as did Brian Watson.  

We discussed (shown in a matrix in Enclosure [3]) as what will the signs say (right across the street 
from each other) as one is leaving a town (next destination).  Discussion did address what will be on 
the sign at the end to (e.g., entering a town (you’ve arrived)).   

Next meeting we’ll get into the design parameters.  For instance, Ray Pardo brought up the 
locations, directional indicators, and frequency of the signs. 

Topic 7: Member & Staff Update 

None. 

Topic 8:   Adjourn 

Rick Feeney put out the motion to adjourn, Brian Watson seconded.  All voted in favor.  
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