ATTACHMENT B: EcoLoY REQUIRED AND RECOMMENDED CHANGES TO THE ISSAQUAH SHORELINE MASTER PROGRAM PERIODIC REVIEW AMENDMENT -
Changes in red are required for consistency with the SMA (RCW 90.58) and the SMP Guidelines (WAC 173-26, Part lll). Changes in blue are recommended and are consistent with SMA policy (RCW
90.58.020) and the SMP Guidelines (WAC 173-26, Part lll). Single strikethreugh and underline reflect the Town’s proposed amendments; double steikethereugh and double underline reflect Ecology changes.

Relationship to
Other Plans and
Regulations

conforming development standards within shoreline jurisdiction.

ITEM SMP Provision BILL FORMAT CHANGES: [underline = additions; strikethrough = deletions] ECOLOGY-DISCUSSION/RATIONALE
Reg-1 1.5.5 The City of Issaquah Critical Areas Regulayt'lons {Ordinance 2783, dated 2016} (Ordinance Required Change: Inclusion of the updated ordinance number and date is
. . No. 3019, adopted May 1, 2023, codified under Chapters 18.802408.010 through f istency with WAC 173-26-191(2)(b). Adoption by reference
Relationship to 18.80210.510810) of this Master Program SMRP are herein incorporated by reference _necessary or con§|s y oo P Y .
Other Plans and into the Program except as noted below: mto.an SMP requires r.eferense_to a specific dated edltlon.. Referenuryg the
Regulations section where the ordinance is incorporated by reference in the SMP is
recommended for clarity and ease of use.
Req-2 1.5.5 () 3. Within shorelin? -iurisdict'ion. activities and development on sites containing critiFaI Required Change: This change is required for consistency with WAC 173-26-201
Relationship to areas, (.except crltlcal' ac'lun°er rech.a.rge'areas, must foIIoYV th(? sequence of steps listed (2)(c) and (e) for consistency with the SMP and Guidelines requirements for
Other Plans and below in order of priority. The mitigation sequence defined in 18.802.050(B) shall not | mitigation sequencing, which requires SMPs assure no net loss of ecological
Regulations apply. functions. Omitting one step (step 4 in sequence at left, reducing or eliminating
(A) Avoiding the impact altogether by not taking a certain action or parts of an the impact over time by preservation and maintenance operations) from the
action: mitigation sequence of the SMP could result in adverse impacts to ecological
(B) Minimizing impacts by limiting the degree or magnitude of the action and its functions.
implementation by using appropriate technology or by taking affirmative steps to
avoid or reduce impacts;
(C) Rectifying the impact by repairing, rehabilitating, or restoring the affected
environment;
(D) Reducing or eliminating the impact over time by preservation and maintenance
operations;
(E) Compensating for the impact by replacing, enhancing, or providing substitute
resources or environments; and
(F) Monitoring the impact and the compensation projects and taking appropriate
corrective measures.
Rec-1 1.5.5 (a) 3- 4.18.802.480 38-30-440 Nonconforming activities. See SMP Section 8.6, for non Recommended Change: This change is recommended to add a citation for

improved clarity and navigation of the document.

1of3




ATTACHMENT B: EcoLoY REQUIRED AND RECOMMENDED CHANGES TO THE ISSAQUAH SHORELINE MASTER PROGRAM PERIODIC REVIEW AMENDMENT -
Changes in red are required for consistency with the SMA (RCW 90.58) and the SMP Guidelines (WAC 173-26, Part lll). Changes in blue are recommended and are consistent with SMA policy (RCW
90.58.020) and the SMP Guidelines (WAC 173-26, Part lll). Single strikethreugh and underline reflect the Town’s proposed amendments; double steikethereugh and double underline reflect Ecology changes.

Relationship to
Other Plans and
Regulations

5.6.2

Critical Areas,
Environmental
Protection and
Shoreline
Buffers

Regulations

General

Land Use Code

1.Chapter 18.214 IMC 88-Nonconforming Situations - Nonconforming uses and nonconforming
development within shoreline jurisdiction shall be subject to this Program in addition to
requirements in the Critical Areas Regulations and Nonconforming Situations, IMC Chapter
18.21408. Administrative Procedures section 24 8.6 addresses nonconforming uses and

development.

Mainstem Issaquah Creek Buffer Width. A standard buffer of 15000 feet shall be established
in all shoreline environment designations in accordance with IMC 18.802.225-330E 18-10-785,
except where a different standard is specified in the Shoreline Standards Table in Chapter 4
(Table 2). Buffers-canbe-modified-withoutasheoreline-varianeei bufferreduction-criteria

10, : Buffer modifications require a shoreline variance unless
otherwise stated in the Program.

ITEM SMP Provision BILL FORMAT CHANGES: [underline = additions; strikethrough = deletions] ECOLOGY-DISCUSSION/RATIONALE
REQ-3 155 6. 18.802.210 Wetland classification and rating. Wetlands in shoreline jurisdiction shall Required Change: Update reference for consistency with the newest version
_ _ be rated and regulated according to the categories defined by the Washington State Washington State, Wetland Rating System for Western Washington: 2014
(I;;I‘atlszhlp t(:j Wetland Rating System for Western Washington: 2014 Update (or as amended) Update (or as amended). The document currently referenced does not reflect
er Plans an i i i i
. (Ecology Publication No. 23-06-009) current guidance and may contain factual inaccuracies.
Regulations
Rec-2 1.5.5 (b) Recommended Change: For clarity and improved implementation, we

recommend that the document be scrubbed for errors in numbering and
internal citations. Example of incorrect internal citations are shown at left. The
citation to section 8.4 is incorrect. These changes are recommended for
improved navigation of the document.
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ITEM SMP Provision BILL FORMAT CHANGES: [underline = additions; strikethrough = deletions] ECOLOGY-DISCUSSION/RATIONALE
REQ-4 5.6.2 Mitigation Sequence - A proponent of any new shoreline use or development shall Required Change: See rationale for REQ-2. Corollary change to REQ-2, 5.6.2
mitigate adverse environmental impacts whether or not the use/development should reference this section. not 18.802.050
Critical Areas, . . . Lo . , .802.050.
Ervi ol requires a shoreline substantial development permit or is exempt from a shoreline
nvironmenta
Protection and permit. The mitigation sequence prescribed in WAC 173-26-201(2)(e) andAc
Shoreline 48802 05040400 and SMP Section 1.5 (5)(a)(3) shall be used in mitigating impacts
Buffers from shoreline uses and development.
Regulations
General
. Recommended Change: Ecology recommends the SMP contain a soft reference
Rec-3 Appendix B. . . . .
to its flood hazard regulations and that this code be implemented separately
Special Flood from the SMP. These flood hazard regulations are not necessary for consistency
Hazard with RCW 90.58 or the SMP guidelines. The SMP would remain consistent with
Regulations the requirements of WAC 173-26-221(3) through implementation of 5.8 Flood
(IMC 16.36) Hazard Reduction.

Ecology does not recommend including it as an appendix, since the section is
not incorporated by reference. The other Appendix in the SMP is the CAO,
which is included as a courtesy copy of an ordinance that is incorporated by
reference. Including the text of the flood ordinance is misleading since it
indicates that it is also incorporated by reference. Ecology recommends
removing this section from the SMP altogether to avoid confusion.
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