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Kittitas County Regional SMP Update  
Shoreline Management Issues Discussion Outline 
June 8, 2012 Technical Advisory (TAC) Committee Meeting 

1. SMPs regulate use and development activities 
1
that occur within shoreline 

jurisdiction. Uses and developments that are regulated under the SMP include (per 

WAC 173-26-231 and 241): 

a. Shoreline stabilization 

b. Piers / Docks 

c. Fill 

d. Breakwaters, weirs, etc 

e. Dredging 

f. Shoreline habitat enhancement 

g. Agriculture 

h. Aquaculture 

i. Boating facilities / Marinas  

j. Commercial  development 

k. Forest practices (non harvest) 

l. Industrial / Port development 

m. In-stream structures 

n. Mining 

o. Recreation 

p. Residential development 

q. Transportation  

                                                 

1
 This is the standard wording in the WACs and RCW. The WACs also refer to some of these as shoreline 

modifications. 
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r. Utilities  

To begin thinking about these and other potential uses as they relate to Kittitas County, 

Ellensburg, Cle Elum and So. Cle Elum, we are asking the TAC to consider, discuss / 

comment on the following questions: 

i. How much / to what extent is the use/development likely to impact shoreline 

functions in Kittitas County? 

ii. What specific risks or opportunities does each type of use /development present? 

iii. Where are the risks and opportunities most prevalent? 

iv. Are they examples of “good” use /development that should be replicated? What 

are they and where? 

v. Are there examples of “bad” use /development that should be discouraged or 

prohibited from recurring? What are they and where?  

vi. Which types of uses provide the best opportunities to a accommodate public 

access? How? Where? 

vii. Which water-dependent uses should the jurisdictions plan for? Where will they 

be? 

2. In regulating these uses/developments, SMPs typically use one or more of the 

following means to ensure the policy goals of the SMA (public access, no net loss, 

and accommodating water dependent uses) are achieved: 

a. Specifying which uses/development are allowed, allowed via a conditional use 

permit, or prohibited within each shoreline environment.  

b. Regulating the intensity of new shoreline use/development (e.g., limiting 

subdivisions). 

c. Requiring uses and developments to conform to certain dimensional standards 

(e.g., shoreline setbacks, buffers, height limits, etc). 

d. Requiring uses and developments to meet specific design standards (e.g., 

vegetation retention and enhancement, lot coverage, stormwater management 

requirements, etc). 

e. Requiring special studies as a condition of approval (e.g., a qualified professional 

must document that a proposed building site is not subject to landslide or erosion 

hazard). 
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f. Specifying performance criteria that each proposed use/ development (e.g., a 

proposed development must show that ecological impacts have been avoided, 

minimized…). 

g. Creating incentives to encourage desirable forms of shoreline use /development. 

h.  By requiring compensatory mitigation to offset development impacts. 

i. Having a set of standard policies and regulations for archeological uses, critical 

areas, critical habitats, floodplain management, public access, vegetation 

management, and water quality (per WAC 173-27-221)  

To begin thinking about these and other potential management strategies as they relate to 

Kittitas County, Ellensburg, Cle Elum and So Cle Elum, we are asking the TAC to 

consider and discuss / comment on the following questions: 

i. How should these strategies be applied to different uses/development? 

ii. How do these strategies need to be employed to be effective? 

iii. Which strategies have been effective thus far? Why? 

iv. Which strategies have been ineffective? Why? 

v. What other strategies should be considered?   

 


