Public Comment Summary: Town of Pe Ell Locally Approved SMP

Ecology Public Comment Period: October 30 — December 4, 2023
Prepared by WA Department of Ecology December 6, 2023

The Town of Pe Ell (Town) adopted Ordinance 579 on June 6, 2023, authorizing submittal of the updated Shoreline Master Program (SMP) to the Department of
Ecology (Ecology) for review. The City formally submitted the updated SMP to Ecology in June 28, 2023, and Ecology determined the submittal to be complete in
a letter dated September 27, 2023. Ecology accepted public comments on the updated SMP between October 30 and December 4, 2023. Notice of the comment
period was provided to individuals listed as state, regional, or local “interested parties.” Ecology received written comments from one (1) organization. The table

below provides a summary of the issues raised in these comments as well as a place for the Town to insert a response to the issues raised pursuant to WAC 173-
26-120(6).

Author for Town Response: Terra Oster 1/18/2024

COMMENT Topic COMMENTER COMMENT SUMMARY* TOWN RESPONSE & RATIONALE
# (SMP SECTION)
WDFW notes that Policy L would allow limited The Town shares WDFWs concern for
selective clearing of vegetation for approved uses. protecting the ecological functions of the
Impacts can manifest over time as individual lots riparian buffer and agrees to revise this Section
are developed, leading to a disproportionate as suggested. The Town would like to see all
burden of offsetting mitigation to lots that are vegetation that is removed (including non-
WA developed later. Ensuring all vegetation that is native species), replaced to ensure the
Department | removed, is replaced, will avoid this disparity, and continued functioning of the riparian buffer and
1 See 1A-LE, below of F?sh.and protect the eFoIogicaI functior.1 of the. riparian avoid cumulative impacts.
Wildlife buffer. For this reason, removing Policy L and

(WDFW) — | modifying Policy M, which requires replanting as
K. Adams mitigation for removing vegetation within the
shoreline buffer, can help avoid cumulative
impacts.

Specific code amendments are proposed; these are
summarized in separate rows below.

SMP Section 6, Critical Delete Policy L to prevent unintended cumulative The Town will delete Policy L (see response #1).
Areas and Shoreline impacts to the ecological function of the riparian
1.A Vegetation Conservation; WDFW zone.

Policies (L)
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COMMENT Topic COMMENTER COMMENT SUMMARY* TOWN RESPONSE & RATIONALE
# (SMP SECTION)
SMP Section 6, Critical M.o‘dlfy.Pollcy M, WhI.Ch reqwres. repla.ntl.ng as The Town will ‘modlfy Policy M as per
Areas and Shoreline mitigation for removing vegetation within the recommendation (see response #1).
1.B . . WDFW shoreline buffer. Reword this section to
Vegetation Conservation; . .
.. acknowledge the value provided by all vegetation
Policies (M) . .
(native or non-native).
SMP Section 6, Critical For consistency with deleting Policy L, modify The Town will modify Regulation F as per
Areas and Shoreline Regulation F which emphasizes preserving native recommendation (see response #1).
1.C . . WDFW L . .
Vegetation Conservation; vegetation in the buffer. Modify Policy F to refer to
Regulation (F) all vegetation, not just native vegetation.
SMP Section 6, Critical For consistency with deleting Policy L, modify The Town will modify Regulation G, as per
Areas and Shoreline Regulation G. Add a sentence that says new trees recommendation (see response #1).
1.D . . WDFW .. .
Vegetation Conservation; should be planted to mitigate for the lost ecological
Regulation (G) function that was provided by removed trees.
SMP Section 6, Critical For consistency with the removal of Policy L, modify | The Town will modify Regulation H, as per
Areas and Shoreline Regulation H to acknowledge that replanting would | recommendation (see response #1).
1.E . ) WDFW . . g
Vegetation Conservation; be required for any vegetation removed within the
Regulation (H) shoreline buffer.
WDFW recommends that the City use WDFW’s new | The following responses apply collectively to
guidance, PHS Riparian Ecosystems, Volume 2: the Town'’s position described in boxes 2
Management Recommendations (Volume 2), as through 2.E.
best available science for the management of
riparian areas. Specifically, use Site Potential Tree The Town’s proposed buffers that range up to
Height at 200 years (SPTH2q0) to determine buffer 100’ provide the most protections. The Town'’s
See 2. A through 2.E widths. A buffer of at least 100 feet regardless of Shoreline Inventory and Characterization
2 ' gh &% WDFW land use intensity is recommended. Report (Gray & Osborne. Inc. 2014) was a
below . . .
foundational step in this process that helped
Specific code amendments are proposed; these are | establish the reach-specific existing functions
summarized in separate rows below. within shoreline jurisdiction and was used to
establish a buffer/setback system to protect
those functions. Shoreline buffers were
assigned a specific range to protect existing
functions. The SMP provides general and use-
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COMMENT Topic COMMENTER COMMENT SUMMARY* TOWN RESPONSE & RATIONALE
# (SMP SECTION)
specific regulations to ensure no net loss of
shoreline ecological functions. The Town
believes this approach is consistent with the
policy of the SMA and applicable guidelines.
The Town recognizes the alternative approach
to buffers and elects not to redefine buffers
using SPTH200.
SMP Section 6, Critical Instead of defining buffers based on land use (Included in response #2)
Areas and Shoreline intensity, define buffers as equal to SPTH2q0
2.A . . WDFW . . .
Vegetation Conservation; particularly between areas designated Aquatic and
Regulation (F) roads and stormwater outfalls.
SMP Section 7, Uses and Modify Policy B to spgcify that_transportation (Included in response #2)
Activities Policies and pathways (roads, trails, and railroads) should be
2.B . WDFW located a minimum of 100 feet away from
Regulations; horeli
Transportation Policy (B) Shorelines.
SMP Section 7, Uses and Modify Regulation G to specify a minimum distance | (Included in response #2)
Activities Policies and of 100 feet from the ordinary high-water mark for
2.C Regulations; WDFW roads permitted to parallel shorelines, for
Transportation Regulation consistency with revised Policy B.
(G)
2D SMP Section 9, Definitions WDEW Add definition for S’:te Potential Tree Height at (Included in response #2)
200-years (SPTH200).
Add citation to WDFW’s new guidance, PHS (Included in response #2)
2.E SMP Section 9, Definitions WDFW Riparian Ecosystems, Volume 2: Management

Recommendations (Volume 2)

* See original comment letter for complete language. Please note, the statements herein are not the opinions or comments of Ecology, but rather a summary

of comments received during the State public comment period.




