
ATTACHMENT A:  FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS 
CHELAN COUNTY SHORELINE MASTER PROGRAM PERIODIC REVIEW AMENDMENT 

 
SMP Submittal accepted June 17, 2021, Resolution No. 2021-76 

Prepared by Department of Ecology on August 31, 2021 

Brief Description of Proposed Amendment 
Chelan County (County) is undergoing a statutorily required periodic review of their Shoreline Master 
Program (SMP) and has submitted an amendment to the Department of Ecology (Ecology) for approval.  
As part of this review, the County chose to use the joint review process set forth in WAC 173-26-104.  As 
part of this process on June 3, 2021, per WAC 173-26-104(3)(b), Ecology provided the County with an 
initial determination of consistency with the policy of the Shoreline Management Act (SMA) and 
applicable rules.  The County’s final adopted resolution is consistent with the draft amendment 
reviewed by Ecology as part of the initial determination. 

FINDINGS OF FACT 
Need for Amendment  
The County’s comprehensive update to their SMP went into effect in June 2019. Now, the proposed 
amendment is needed to comply with the statutory deadline for a periodic review of the Chelan County 
Shoreline Master Program pursuant to RCW 90.58.080(4).   

Chelan County’s SMP is a standalone document that contains shoreline goals, policies and regulations.  
The SMP goals and policies are considered a chapter of the County’s Comprehensive Plan.  All other 
portions of the SMP are part of the County’s development regulations.  The Official Shoreline 
Designation Maps are located in Appendix A. Critical area regulations can be found in SMP Appendix B.  

Chelan County’s SMP regulates shoreline uses and development along 53 lakes and 80 streams/rivers 
(with a total length of approximately 653 miles).  

Proposed SMP Amendment  
The County prepared a checklist and an analysis that documents proposed amendments. The 
amendment brings the SMP into compliance with requirements of the act or state rules that have been 
added or changed since the County completed their SMP comprehensive update, ensures the SMP 
remains consistent with amended comprehensive plans and regulations, and incorporates amendments 
deemed necessary to reflect changed circumstances, new information, or improved data. The checklist 
also includes additional amendments made to the SMP with the following purposes: 

• To address comments received; 
• To make the SMP more consistent with other local plans and regulations; 
• To improve SMP implementation (mostly administrative in nature); and 
• To fix errors or improve organization, with general edits to correct and update syntax, 

formatting and citations throughout the SMP. 
 
Changes to the SMP were developed with guidance from Ecology, including the Shoreline Master 
Programs Handbook, revised in December 2017, and the Shoreline Master Program 
approval/amendment guidelines in WAC 173-26.  Input was also provided by County planning staff on 
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areas of the SMP or provisions that could be improved to support effective administration, or from 
public feedback obtained during the periodic review process.  

Substantive revisions to the SMP include: 
Reader’s Guide - Added paragraph to reflect 2021 periodic review process and amendment. 
Chapter 1 Authority and Purpose - Added to exceptions: remedial hazardous substance cleanup 
actions, boatyard improvements to meet National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System requirements, 
and certain Washington State Department of Transportation maintenance and safety projects. Other 
additions include environmental excellence projects, Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council process-
approved projects, and lands under exclusive federal jurisdiction. 
Chapter 3 Shoreline Jurisdiction and Environment Designations 
• Table 3.4-a – Combined the shoreline jurisdiction lists for streams and rivers into one list. 
• Table 3.7-a - Modified Footnote 1 for clarification: “Only where the underlying zoning district allows 

and with an approved view corridor analysis per this SMP. 
• Section 3.8.2 - Clarified text requiring consistency with common line requirements.  The text did not 

make sense because while the common line is a tool, the other tools that can be applied do not have 
to be consistent with the common line requirements in order to comply. 

Chapter 4 General Regulations 
Section 4.5 - (G) Added text to allow administrative waiver for a mitigation and management plan if no 
net loss of ecological function can be demonstrated.  Updated for consistency with the Critical Areas 
Regulations. (H) - Second paragraph: Replaced “Shoreline Conditional Use” with “Shoreline Substantial 
Development” to clarify the administrative process and added new item subsection (1) regarding fire 
protection (vegetation removal around residential structures). 
Chapter 5 Shoreline Modifications and Uses 
• Section 5.1(G) - Added a reference to Washington State Department of Ecology guidance for 

draining chemically-treated water from pools or other upland recreational uses.  Also added 
language intended for protection of shoreline resources for alternate disposal actions. 

• Section 5.10(A) - Added to SMP 5.10(A): “A forest practice that only involves timber cutting is not a 
development under the Act and does not require a shoreline Substantial Development Permit or a 
shoreline exemption.  A forest practice that includes activities other than timber cutting may be a 
development under the Act and may require a Substantial Development Permit, as required by WAC 
222-50-020.” to Chapter 5.10(A).  Also added a reference to WAC Title 222 in the following 
sentence. 

• Table 5.14-a - Under “Lake Chelan,” removed the recommendation that dock area should not 
exceed 450 square feet (for both single and joint use docks).  This was a recommendation, not a 
requirement, so the text was deleted to be evaluated on a case-by-case basis. Under “Other 
Waterbodies (Lakes),” Revised the Design row to match Columbia River requirements and changed 
Height row to say “No standard.” 

• Section 5.14 - (E)(5) - Added new item 5 stating: “Anchors and other design features shall meet 
Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife and/or Department of Natural Resources standards.” 
Text adds other standards to consider for anchor design compliance as applicable. (F)(3) – Changes 
limit on number of lifts allowed from per “dwelling unit” to per property.  

• Section 5.16(B)(7) - Text revised to clarify that trails, ramps, and stairs proposed in the shoreline 
buffer and landward of the OHWM require a SSDP but may be exempt if project falls below the 
threshold cost exemption based on construction methods. 

• Section 5.18 – subsections (A)(6) added and (F)(5) is modified to clarify that certain actions are 
allowed with an SDP or written exemption, as applicable.   
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Chapter 6 Nonconforming Lots, Structures, and Uses 
• Section 6.2 – Text added to clarify that the Shoreline Administrator can provide written approval 

and may attach conditions to such an approval.  
• Section 6.2.4(B) – Language added to ensure that replaced, enlarged, or expanded structures 

proposals demonstrate no net loss of shoreline ecological functions.  
• 6.2.6(A)(3) – Removed maximum width standard for dock repair and replacement projects.   
Chapter 7 Shoreline Permits, Procedures and Administration 
• 7.1.1.B text added to clarify that the Shoreline Master Program Administrator or designee makes 

shoreline administrative determinations. 
• 7.6.3(H) - Adjusted thresholds to $22,500 and $11,200, respectively in 7.6.3(H). 
• 7.10(B) - Revised text to clarify what constitutes commencement of construction. 
Chapter 8 Definitions  
Updated definitions for “development,” and “nonconforming uses, structures, or lots.” Added a 
definition for “frontage.” Replaced the following definitions in SMP Chapter 8 with those from the 
County’s critical areas regulations: Fish and Wildlife Habitat Conservation Area; Frequently Flooded 
Area, and Geologically Hazardous Areas. 
 
Amendment History, Review Process   
The County prepared a public participation program in accordance with WAC 173-26-090(3)(a) to 
inform, involve and encourage participation of interested persons and private entities, tribes, and 
applicable agencies having interests and responsibilities relating to shorelines.  An important element of 
the public participation plan is the County’s SMP Periodic Review project website1. The website provide 
a public forum for obtaining planning information including updates, meeting notes and agendas, draft 
documents and contact lists, and an email address to submit comments to.    

The County used Ecology’s checklist of legislative and rule amendments to review amendments to 
chapter 90.58 RCW and department guidelines that have occurred since the master program was last 
amended, and determine if local amendments were needed to maintain compliance in accordance with 
WAC 173-26-090(3)(b)(i).  The County reviewed changes to the comprehensive plan and development 
regulations to determine if the shoreline master program policies and regulations remain consistent 
with them in accordance with WAC 173-26-090(3)(b)(ii). The County considered whether to incorporate 
any amendments needed to reflect changed circumstances, new information or improved data in 
accordance with WAC 173-26-090(3)(b)(iii).   

Chelan County’s SMP was last updated in 2019. The County completed a periodic review of its SMP in 
order to ensure it remains current and up to date. County planning staff have been working with a 
consultant, Anchor QEA, to prepare changes to the 2019 SMP for consideration by Ecology and the 
Chelan County Board of Commissioners. The County has opted to conduct a joint review process with 
Ecology, authorized per WAC 173-26-104. The County consulted with Ecology and solicited comments 
throughout the review process. 

                                                             
1 https://chelancountysmp.com 
 

https://chelancountysmp.com/
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Commerce notice and SEPA determination 
On March 1, 2021, the Washington State Department of Commerce received the County’s 60-day notice 
of intent to adopt2. The County prepared a State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) checklist and issued a 
Determination of Non-Significance (DNS) on March 3, 2021. Ecology did not comment on the DNS. 

Local State Joint comment period under WAC 173-26-104 
The County and Ecology held a joint public comment period on the proposed amendment following the 
procedures outlined in WAC 173-26-104. The comment period began on March 15, 2021 and continued 
through April 17, 2021.   

The County provided notice to local parties, including a statement that the hearings were intended to 
address the periodic review in accordance with WAC 173-26-090(3)(c)(ii).  Notice of the hearing was 
published in the Wenatchee World for the comment period and joint public hearing.  

Ecology distributed notice of the comment period to state interested parties on March 15, 2021.  The 
Confederated Tribes and Bands of the Yakama Nation and the Confederated Tribes of the Colville 
Reservation were invited to provide comment and to consult government to government if needed on 
March 15, 2021.  No comments were received from the Confederated Tribes and Bands of the Yakama 
Nation or the Confederated Tribes of the Colville Reservation. 

The County and Ecology held a joint public hearing before the Planning Commission on March 24, 2021. 
Due to the Governor’s “Stay Home Order” the Public Hearing was held via video conferencing. 

Throughout out the update process, the County solicited input from interested parties and agencies.  
The local public involvement process for the SMP Periodic Review commenced in September, 2020, with 
a notice of public workshop published in the Wenatchee World and an email distributed to the SMP 
mailing list.  From the beginning of the local update process to the end of the joint public comment 
period ending April 17, 2021, the County received a total of 249 comment letters or emails from the 
public and state agencies.  Ecology was provided copies of all comments received. 

The County compiled these comments and prepared a memorandum entitled Response to Public 
Comments Received for Chelan County SMP Periodic Review dated May 3, 2021. This memorandum 
provides the County’s summary of, and responses to, all comments received.  Comments from state 
agencies were addressed separately from public comments.  Due to the volume and similarity of public 
comments received, comments were categorized into comment themes for response, rather than 
providing individual responses to each similar comment. 

A total of five (5) state agency comment letters were received: two (2) from the WA State Department 
of Fish and Wildlife (WDFW) and three (3) from the WA State Department of Natural Resources (DNR). 
Comments from state agencies focused on mooring buoy and anchor standards, concerns around the 
Fish Lake Bog Research Natural Area shoreline environment designation, fire risk reduction, dock 
standards, and new Priority Habitat and Species guidance.  

                                                             
2 pursuant to RCW 36.70A.106 and WAC 173-26-104(2)(a) 
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In response to WDFW comments, the County noted that they will continue to notify applicants of the 
WDFW dimensional/construction standards for docks and they look forward to future coordination with 
WDFW regarding the new Priority Habitats and Species guidance as it relates to SMP implementation.  

In response to DNR comments, the County noted that they have not proposed any changes to the 
shoreline environment designation at the Fish Lake Bog Research Natural Area, they will continue to 
implement the SMP to achieve the no net loss of shoreline ecological function standard, and they look 
forward to working with DNR on future management strategies for Fish Lake. 

In addition, the County made the following changes to the SMP amendment in response to these state 
agency comments: 

• Updated SMP Chapter 4.5(H) to include additional fire protection guidance; 
• Modified SMP Chapter 5.14(E) to include language regarding consistency with DNR standards 

for mooring buoys. 

A large number of public comments were received yet the comments generally focused on a few similar 
issues. Comments from the general public mostly centered on the appropriateness of the County’s 
existing shoreline buffers and existing provisions addressing nonconforming uses and developments. 
Various other topics such as shoreline jurisdiction, easements, and property rights were also mentioned. 
Detailed comments with specific strikethrough and underline text change requests from Grette 
Associates were received on various code sections located throughout the SMP and were responded to 
by the County in equal detail. The County made the following changes to the SMP amendment in 
response to public comments: 

• Updated SMP Chapter 5.1(G) to provide clarity for pools connected to sewer or septic systems 
based on feedback and best management practices provided by the health department; 

• Revised SMP Table 5.14-a “Design” and “Height” row to improve implementation; 
• Modified SMP Chapter 5.18 to improve internal consistency and implementation; 
• Removed maximum dock width standard for replacement projects from SMP Chapter 6.2(6)(A); 
• Modified SMP Chapter 5.16(B)(7) to clarify that trail development may be eligible for an 

exemption from the shoreline substantial development permit process; 
• Changed SMP Chapter 5.14(F)(3) to base number of water craft lifts on the “property” rather 

than the number of “dwelling units”. 
• Minor edits to SMP Chapter 3.8.2 to clarify the intent of the existing language.   

Additional discussion is provided below on a subset of topics raised during the joint review:  

Nonconforming Uses and Replacement of Existing Nonconforming Structures  
The County received 173 emails or letters related to nonconforming uses.  These comments are largely 
related to the proposed change in the SMP Section 6.2.4(B); people commented about the proposed 
removal of the term “replacement” in this section. Commenters expressed concern with removing the 
allowance for the replacement of existing non-conforming single family residences as this allowance 
protects property rights, argue that this removal is unnecessary because this language is already 
included in the existing SMP (which was approved by Ecology in 2019), and assert that the replacement 
of existing development will result in the use of newer better construction materials and will not further 
impact ecological functions.  
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In response to these comments, the County rejected this proposed change and has decided to retain the 
existing SMP nonconforming development language that allows replacement. On April 28, 2021, the 
Planning Commission held a public hearing to deliberate on the SMP periodic review updates and make 
recommendations to the Board of County Commissioners.  At this public hearing, it was recommended 
that SMP Section 6.2.4(B) retain the word “replaced” in the text.  With the June 8, 2021, approval of 
Resolution 2021-76, the Board of Chelan County Commissioners adopted the Planning Commissions 
recommended SMP amendment.   As such, the word “replaced” was retained; no change was made to 
this section.   

Ecology finds the County’s approach to addressing nonconformities to be consistent with allowances 
found within WAC 173-27-080 and we support the County’s decision to retain the existing language.   

Shoreline buffers and Shoreline Environmental Designations  
The County received 64 emails or letters related to shoreline/riparian buffers and Shoreline 
Environmental Designations (SEDs).  The comments on this topic covered the following general themes: 

• Commenters requested a return to pre-2019 SMP shoreline/riparian buffer widths and shoreline 
environment designations, stating that these were more protective of ecological functions than 
current SMP requirements.  They state that comments provided during SMP updates prior to 
2019 were not fully addressed. 

• Commenters expressed concern about increased density and noise, wildlife habitat, recreational 
opportunities, and quality of life along the shorelines due to the 2019 change in shoreline 
designations and buffer widths. 

• Several commenters specifically mentioned the buffer widths at Lake Wenatchee, Fish Lake, and 
the Fish Lake Bog RNA as being of particular concern due to the environmental sensitivities in 
these areas. 

 
In consideration of these comments, the County reviewed the scope and policy direction provided by 
the Board of County Commissioners for this SMP periodic review process and found that revisiting 
recently adopted buffers was outside of the established scope. No changes to the SMP amendment 
were proposed in response to these comments. The County went on to find the following related to the 
existing buffers and buffer reduction options: 
• During the previous SMP comprehensive update process in 2019, it was determined that the 

adopted buffer width modifications are consistent with the best available science and that 
shoreline buffers are adequately protected per the recommendations from BERK Consulting in the 
Chelan County SMP Update Buffer and Vegetation Conservation Proposal Review (2017). 

• The adopted buffer widths were based on the Shoreline Inventory and Analysis report, which 
included a detailed study related to the buffer width modifications and potential impacts.   

• To revisit shoreline designations and the buffer widths, a multi-faceted review process would be 
required, which has not been programmed or budgeted for as part of the SMP periodic review 
process.  Therefore, amendments to the shoreline buffers approved in the 2019 SMP update are 
outside of the scope of this periodic review process. 

 
Ecology agrees that a modification of shoreline environment designations (SEDs) and associated buffer 
widths is not needed or required by this periodic review process.  The County appropriately exercised its 
discretion when they decided to not modify SEDs and buffers.  Ecology’s 2019 approval of the existing 
SMP and associated SEDs and buffers concluded that the County’s SMP is consistent with the policy and 
standards of the Shoreline Management Act and the applicable SMP guidelines.  Ecology’s 2019 SMP 
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approval concluded that the County’s SMP will not foster uncoordinated and piecemeal development of 
the state’s shorelines (WAC 173-26-201(1)(c)(i) and will assure no net loss of shoreline ecological 
functions will result from implementation of the amended master program (WAC 173-26-201(1)(c)(iv)). 
Ecology finds that the County’s approach to protecting riparian buffers continues to achieve no net loss 
of shoreline ecological function and remains consistent with the SMA and SMP Guidelines. 

Ecology consideration of comments  
Ecology has reviewed all the comments received during the joint review process along with the County’s 
responses.  Ecology finds the County’s responses are consistent with the statutory obligations for 
conducting periodic reviews.  Ecology finds the County considered whether to incorporate any 
amendments to reflect changed circumstances, new information, or improved data, as provided or 
raised during the comment period.  The County identified certain changes which have been 
incorporated into the SMP amendment based comments received. Ecology concurs, that no additional 
amendments are warranted at this time based upon the significance of this information and the existing 
SMP provisions3. 

Initial Determination of Consistency 
As part of this review, the County chose to utilize the joint review process set forth in WAC 173-26-104.  
After the joint local-state comment period and hearing, and consideration of the comments received, 
the County submitted the proposed amendment to Ecology for initial review.  Ecology is required under 
WAC 173-26-104(3)(b) to provide the County with an initial determination of consistency with the policy 
of the Shoreline Management Act (SMA) and applicable rules.  

The proposed SMP amendment was received by Ecology for initial state review and verified complete on 
May 11, 2021.  This began our review and initial determination. 

Ecology considered the record, including comments received and the County’s responses to these 
comments, and concluded the proposal was consistent with applicable laws and rules.  A formal written 
statement of initial concurrence was sent to the County on June 3, 2021.  Based upon this 
determination, Ecology advised the County to proceed with local adoption of the proposed SMP 
amendment. 

Final Submittal 
With the June 8, 2021 approval of Resolution 2021-76, the Board of Chelan County Commissioners 
adopted the Period Review Amendment to the Shoreline Master Program and directed the SMP to be 
submitted to Ecology for final review and approval.   

At the conclusion of our formal review, Ecology’s Director must decide to approve the program as 
submitted, approve it with required changes and/or recommended changes, or deny approval. 

                                                             
3 WAC 173-26-090(3)(b)(iii) 
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Periodic Review and SMP Amendment Approval Criteria 
WAC 173-26-090 Periodic review – Public involvement and approval procedures. 
WAC 173-26-090(2) Periodic Review requirements  
The periodic review is distinct from the comprehensive updates required by RCW 90.58.080(2). The 
presumption in the comprehensive update process was that all master programs needed to be revised 
to comply with the full suite of Ecology guidelines. By contrast, the periodic review addresses changes in 
requirements of the act and guidelines since the comprehensive update or the last periodic review; 
changes for consistency with revised comprehensive plans and regulations; and changes deemed 
necessary to reflect changed circumstances, new information or improved data. There is no minimum 
requirement to comprehensively revise shoreline inventory and characterization reports or restoration 
plans. 

The purpose and scope of the periodic review as established by the act is to assure that the master 
program complies with applicable law and guidelines in effect at the time of the review and assure 
consistency of the master program with the local government's comprehensive plan and development 
regulations adopted under chapter 36.70A RCW, if applicable, and other local requirements. 

WAC 173-26-090(3) Procedures for conducting periodic reviews. 
The periodic review is a formal public process that starts with scoping and concludes with elected 
officials taking formal action after a public hearing. The procedural requirements establish that the local 
government must: 
• Engage the public, stakeholders, and tribes - Pursuant to RCW 90.58.130, all reasonable efforts 

shall be made to inform, fully involve and encourage participation of all interested persons and 
private entities, tribes, and agencies of the federal, state or local government having interests and 
responsibilities relating to shorelines of the state and the local master program. Local governments 
may follow the public participation procedures under either the standard local process outlined in 
WAC 173-26-100, or the optional joint review process outlined in WAC 173-26-104; 

• Review the SMP for consistency - This review includes filling out the periodic review checklist, 
which provides a single place for local governments to explain and document their periodic review; 

• Revise if determined necessary - If the local government determines an amendment is needed, 
they revise the SMP through the normal local adoption process; 

• Take legislative action at the local decision making body - Ecology rules clarify that local legislative 
action is required to complete this periodic review, even when a local government determines that 
no changes are needed; then  

• Submit to Ecology for final action – If the local government determines amendments are needed, 
the amendment must be submitted to Ecology consistent with WAC 173-26-110. If the local 
government determines amendments are not needed they submit a Finding of Adequacy and other 
items required by WAC 173-26-090(3)(d)(ii) to Ecology. 

 

 

SUBMIT 

http://app.leg.wa.gov/RCW/default.aspx?cite=90.58.080
http://app.leg.wa.gov/RCW/default.aspx?cite=90.58.130
https://apps.leg.wa.gov/WAC/default.aspx?cite=173-26-100
https://apps.leg.wa.gov/WAC/default.aspx?cite=173-26-104
https://apps.leg.wa.gov/WAC/default.aspx?cite=173-26-110
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WAC 173-26-090(3)(e) State process for approving period reviews 
Ecology must issue a formal approval of any SMP periodic review amendment. This approval 
affirmatively concludes the periodic review process, confirms that state review of the local action has 
occurred and establishes a definitive appeal window consistent with RCW 90.58.190. Ecology must 
follow applicable adoption procedures in WAC 173-26-120. 
 
WAC 173-26-201(1) Process to prepare or amend shoreline master programs 
This section establishes the following approval criteria for all SMP amendments: 
• All master program amendments are subject to the minimum procedural rule requirements of 

WAC 173-26-010 through 173-26-160, and approval by Ecology as provided in RCW 90.58.090. 
• Master program amendments may be approved by Ecology provided: 

o The proposed amendment will not foster uncoordinated and piecemeal development of the 
state's shorelines; 

o The amendment is consistent with all applicable policies and standards of the act; 
o All requirements for public notice and consultation have been satisfied; and 
o Master program guidelines’ analytical requirements and substantive standards have been 

satisfied, where they reasonably apply to the amendment. All master program amendments 
must demonstrate that the amendment will not result in a net loss of shoreline ecological 
functions. 

The periodic review checklist and SMP submittal worksheet can be used to document the proposed 
amendment meets all the above criteria. 

WAC 173-26-120 State process for approving/amending SMPs 
Ecology must first determine if the SMP amendment submittal was complete pursuant to WAC 173-26-
104 and WAC 173-26-110. Ecology must then: 
• Make written findings and conclusions regarding the consistency of the proposal with the policy of 

RCW 90.58.020 and the applicable guidelines. Ecology shall approve a master program unless it 
determines that the submitted parts are not consistent with the policy of RCW 90.58.020 and the 
applicable guidelines.  

• Either approve the proposal as submitted, recommend specific changes necessary to make the 
proposal consistent with chapter 90.58 RCW policy and its applicable guidelines, or deny the 
proposal in those instances where no alteration of the proposal appears likely to be consistent with 
the policy of RCW 90.58.020 and the applicable guidelines.  

Consistency Review  
Consistency with Chapter 90.58 RCW 
The proposed amendment has been reviewed for consistency with the policy of RCW 90.58.020 and the 
approval criteria of RCW 90.58.090(3), (4) and (5).  The County has also provided evidence of its 
compliance with SMA procedural requirements for amending their SMP contained in RCW 90.58.090(1) 
and (2). 

Consistency with Applicable Guidelines (Chapter 173-26 WAC, Part III) 
The proposed amendment has been reviewed for compliance with the requirements of the applicable 
Shoreline Master Program Guidelines (WAC 173-26-171 through 251 and 173-26-020 definitions).  This 
includes review for compliance with the SMP amendment criteria found in WAC 173-26-201(1)(c) along 
with review of the SMP Periodic Review Checklist completed by the County.  

http://app.leg.wa.gov/RCW/default.aspx?cite=90.58.190
http://app.leg.wa.gov/RCW/default.aspx?cite=90.58.020
http://app.leg.wa.gov/RCW/default.aspx?cite=90.58
http://app.leg.wa.gov/RCW/default.aspx?cite=90.58.020
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Consistency with SEPA Requirements 
The County submitted evidence of SEPA compliance in the form of a SEPA checklist and issued 
Determination of Non-Significance (DNS), dated March 9, 2021, for the proposed SMP amendment.  

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
After review of the complete record submitted and all comments received, Ecology concludes that the 
County’s proposed amendment is consistent with the policy and standards of RCW 90.58.020 and RCW 
90.58.090 and the applicable SMP guidelines (WAC 173-26-171 through 251 and .020 definitions).   

Ecology concludes that the proposed amendment satisfies the criteria for approval of amendments 
found in WAC 173-26-201(1)(c). This includes the conclusion that approval of the SMP amendment will 
not foster uncoordinated and piecemeal development of the state’s shorelines (WAC 173-26-
201(1)(c)(i)) and will assure no net loss of shoreline ecological functions will result from implementation 
of the amended master program (WAC 173-26-201(1)(c)(iv) and WAC 173-26-186(8)). 

Ecology concludes that those SMP segments relating to shorelines of statewide significance continue to 
provide for the optimum implementation of Shoreline Management Act policy (RCW 90.58.090(5).   

Ecology concludes that the County has complied with the requirements of RCW 90.58.100 regarding the 
SMP amendment process and contents. 

Ecology concludes that the County has complied with the purpose and intent of the amendment process 
requirements contained in RCW 90.58.130, WAC 173-26-104 and WAC 173-26-090 regarding public and 
agency involvement in the SMP review and amendment process, including conducting open houses and 
public hearings, notice, consultation with parties of interest and solicitation of comments from tribes, 
government agencies and Ecology.  

Ecology concludes that the County has complied with requirements of Chapter 43.21C RCW, the State 
Environmental Policy Act. 

Ecology concludes that the County SMP submittal to Ecology was complete pursuant to the 
requirements of WAC 173-26-090, WAC 173-26-104, and WAC 173-26-110.  

Ecology concludes that we have complied with the state’s procedural requirements for review and 
approval of shoreline master program amendments as set forth in RCW 90.58.090, WAC 173-26-104, 
WAC 173-26-110, and WAC 173-26-120. 

Ecology concludes that with this action the County has completed the required process for periodic 
review in accordance with RCW 90.58.080(4) and applicable state guidelines (WAC 173-26). 

DECISION AND EFFECTIVE DATE 
Based on the preceding, Ecology has determined the proposed SMP periodic review amendment is 
consistent with Shoreline Management Act policy, the applicable guidelines and implementing rules.  
Ecology approval of the proposed amendment is effective 14 days from Ecology’s final action approving 
the amendment. 
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