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Brief Description of Proposed Amendment 
The Town of Darrington (Town) has submitted Shoreline Master Program (SMP) amendments to 
Ecology for approval to comply with periodic review requirements.  

FINDINGS OF FACT 

Need for amendment  
The proposed amendments are needed to comply with the statutory deadline for a periodic 
review of the Town Shoreline Master Program pursuant to RCW 90.58.080(4).  The Town 
prepared a checklist that documents proposed revisions.  The amendment brings the SMP into 
compliance with requirements of the Shoreline Management Act (Act) or state rules that have 
been added or changed since the last SMP amendment, ensures the SMP remains consistent with 
amended comprehensive plans and regulations, and incorporates revisions deemed necessary to 
reflect changed circumstances, new information, or improved data. 

SMP provisions to be changed by the amendment as proposed  
The following sections of the Town SMP are proposed for change: 
 
Chapter 3 
 

• The definition of “Development” has been changed to clarify that demolition of removal 
of a structure is no longer considered “Development” if no other development or re-
development occurs on the site.  

• The threshold for “Substantial Development” has also been changed to reflect the current 
amount of $7,047.00 set by of the Washington Office of Financial Management.  

 
Chapter 7 
 

• Required language has been added regarding annexed and/or unmapped/designated 
shoreline properties to receive a default Urban Conservancy designation until official 
designation can be made through an SMP amendment.  

• The shoreline buffer in Manufacturing Zone B, Aquatic and Urban Conservancy 
designations has been increased from 132-feet to 150-feet to be consistent with adjacent 
Snohomish County shoreline buffers. A Critical Areas map and updated Shoreline 
Designations map have replaced the old map.  

 
  



Chapter 8 
 

• The wetland delineations are now subject to the federal wetland delineation manual and 
applicable regional supplements.  

• Wetland will now be rated according to Ecology’s updated guidance published in 2014.  
• Wetland buffers have been changed to reflect Ecology’s 2010 recommendations based on 

land use intensity and habitat scoring. 
• Wetland mitigation ratios have been changed to reflect Ecology’s 2010 

recommendations.  
• A geotechnical analysis is now required for new structural flood hazard mitigation 

projects and for stabilization projects to protect primary residential structures. The 
analysis must demonstrate that no alternative is available, no net loss of ecological 
function will occur, and provide for other mitigation measures as necessary. 

 
 
Chapter 10 – Specific Policies and Regulations: 
 

• New language has been added to emphasize that boating facilities must follow applicable 
public health, safety and welfare requirements and result in no net loss of ecological 
functions.  

• A Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan is now required for extensive clearing and 
grading proposals. 

• New exceptions to buffer clearing and grading prohibitions have been added to allow 
selective pruning for safety and view purposes and/or invasive or noxious weed control.  

• A shoreline conditional use permit is now required for dredging proposals. 
• Industrial and Manufacturing policies have been updated to prioritize water-oriented uses 

over non-water oriented uses.  
• Recreation Facilities policies have been updated to prioritize developments that facilitate 

public access to shorelines when impacts are appropriately mitigated. 
• Residential Development policies have been updated to recognized residential 

development as a priority use when the appropriate mitigation sequence is followed. 
• Residential regulations now require that public access be required for 

subdivision/development proposals of five or more dwellings. 
• New residential development must now demonstrate that new shoreline stabilization or 

flood hazard reduction measures will not be necessary in the future. 
• The definition of “Shoreline Stabilization” has been amended to be consistent with the 

SMP Guidelines.  
• Shoreline Stabilization policies and regulations now require compliance with all Federal 

and State permits along with Tribal approval prior to issuance of a conditional use permit. 
In addition, new language requires a demonstration that stabilization measures are 
appropriate to specific shoreline types and environmental conditions, and that new 
development will not need future stabilization through a geotechnical analysis. 
Replacement stabilization now requires a demonstration of need prior to approval.  

 
  



Chapter 11 – Administration 
 

• Shoreline permit requirements have been updated to reflect current WAC requirements. 
• A new section outlining development exceptions from the Shoreline Management Act 

review have been included consistent with legislative changes. 
• A new reference to regulatory relief provisions associated with restoration projects per 

WAC 173-27-215 has been added.  
 
 

Amendment History, Review Process   
The Town 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. 
 
The Town 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 Town 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 Town 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). 
 
The Town consulted with Ecology and solicited comments throughout the review process. 
 
The Town held a local comment period on the proposed amendment following procedures 
outlined in WAC 173-26-100. The comment period began on July 15, 2019 and continued 
through August 14, 2019. A public hearing before the Town Council was held on August 14, 
2019. 
  
The Town 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).  
 
No individuals or organizations submitted comments on the proposed amendments.   
 
With passage of Resolution #308 on August 8, 2019, the Town authorized staff to forward the 
proposed amendments to Ecology for formal approval. 
 
The proposed SMP amendment was received by Ecology for state review on August 15, 2019, 
after receipt of additional requested materials, was verified as complete on August 29, 2019. 



Notice of the state comment period was distributed to state task force members and interested 
parties identified by the Town on September 30, 2019, in compliance with the requirements of 
WAC 173-26-120. The state comment period began on October 1, 2019 and continued through 
October 31, 2019. No individuals or organizations submitted comments on the proposed 
amendments. 

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 Town 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(2)(c) along with review of the SMP Periodic Review Checklist completed 
by the Town.  

Consistency with SEPA Requirements 
The Town submitted evidence of SEPA compliance in the form of a SEPA checklist and issued a 
Determination of Non-Significance (DNS) for the proposed SMP amendments. Ecology did not 
comment on the DNS.   

Other Studies or Analyses supporting the SMP amendment 
Ecology also reviewed supporting documents prepared for the Town in support of the SMP 
amendment.  These documents include a public participation plan and a periodic review 
checklist. 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
After review of the complete record submitted, Ecology concludes that the Town of Darrington’s 
proposed amendments are 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(2)(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(2)(c)(iv)). 
 
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 Town has complied with the requirements of RCW 90.58.130 and 
WAC 173-26-090 and WAC 173-26-100 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 Town has complied with requirements of Chapter 43.21C RCW, the 
State Environmental Policy Act. 
 
Ecology concludes that the Town SMP submittal to Ecology was complete pursuant to the 
requirements of WAC 173-26-090, WAC 173-26-100, and WAC 173-26-110.  
 
Ecology concludes that it has complied with the procedural requirements for review and 
approval of shoreline master program amendments as set forth in RCW 90.58.090 and WAC 
173-26-100, WAC 173-26-110, and WAC 173-26-120. 
 
Ecology concludes that with this action the Town 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 amendments are consistent with 
Shoreline Management Act policy, the applicable guidelines and implementing rules.  Ecology 
approval of the proposed amendments is effective 14 days from Ecology’s final action approving 
the amendment. 
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