From: Jeremiah Cromie

To: Arden Thomas

Cc: Josh Fredrickson; Jeremy Johnston

Subject: SE-22-00053 KC Flood Control Zone District - Transmittal of Comments
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 10:41:51 AM

Attachments: SE-22-00053 KC Flood Control Zone District - Transmittal of Comments.pdf

SE-22-00053 KC Flood Control Zone District - Combined Comments.pdf

Good morning,

Please see the attached correspondence regarding your SEPA application (SE-22-00053). | will bring
a hard copy over to your office.

Let me know if you have any questions.

Jeremiah Cromie

Planner II

Kittitas County

Community Development Services
411 N. Ruby Street; Suite 2
Ellensburg, WA 98926
Oftice: 509-962-7046

jeremiah.cromie@co kittitas.wa.us


mailto:jeremiah.cromie@co.kittitas.wa.us
mailto:arden.thomas@co.kittitas.wa.us
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mailto:jeremy.johnston@co.kittitas.wa.us
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KITTITAS COUNTY COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

411 N. Ruby St., Suite 2, Ellensburg, WA 98926
CDS@CO.KITTITAS.WA.US

Office (509) 962-7506
“Building Partnerships — Building Communities™

June 21, 2022

Kittitas County Flood Control Zone District

Attn: Arden Thomas

411 N Ruby St, Suite 1

Ellensburg, WA 98926

RE: KC Flood Control Zone District SEPA Application (SE-22-00053) — Transmittal of Comments

Dear Kittitas County Flood Control Zone District,

Enclosed are the comments received regarding the SEPA Application (SE-22-00053) during the comment period:

June 2, 2022 Snoqualmie Tribe

June 7, 2022 Kittitas County Public Health

June 7, 2022 Washington State Department of Transportation

June 15, 2022 Public Comment — Bill Iverson

June 15, 2022 Department of Ecology

June 15, 2022 Public Comment — John & Wendy Schufreider

June 15, 2022 Public Comment — Shelly Moine

June 16, 2022 Kittitas County Public Works

June 17, 2022 Public Comment — Bill Iverson (Follow-up to June 15, 2022 comments)

Please review all comments and notify me of any questions. Feel free to respond to any comments submitted by Spm
on July 7, 2022. If you do not have any response comments, please let us know and we will continue processing your
application.

If you have any questions regarding this matter, I can be reached by phone at 509-962-7046 or by e-mail at
jeremiah.cromie@co kittitas.wa.us.

Sincerely,

WCWJ/

Jeremiah Cromie

Planner 11

Kittitas County Community Development Services
411 N Ruby St # 2, Ellensburg, WA 98926

Enc.: Comments Listed Above in Letter

cc: Jeremy Johnston, Planning Official via email
Josh Fredrickson, County Engineer via email

COMMUNITY PLANNING ® BUILDING INSPECTION ® PLAN REVIEW ® ADMINISTRATION ® PERMIT SERVICES ®* CODE ENFORCEMENT






From: Adam Osbekoff

To: Jeremiah Cromie
Subject: RE: SE-22-00053 KC Flood Control Zone District - Notice of Application
Date: Thursday, June 2, 2022 3:35:19 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the Kittitas County network. Do not click
links, open attachments, fulfill requests, or follow guidance unless you recognize the sender
and have verified the content is safe.

Hello Jeremiah

The Snoqualmie Tribe [Tribe] is a federally recognized sovereign Indian Tribe. We were signatory to
the Treaty of Point Elliott of 1855; we reserved certain rights and privileges and ceded certain lands
to the United States. As a signatory to the Treaty of Point Elliot, the Tribe specifically reserved
among other things, the right to fish at usual and accustomed areas and the “privilege of hunting
and gathering roots and berries on open and unclaimed lands” off-reservation throughout the
modern-day state of Washington.

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment. Based on the information provided and our
understanding of the project and its APE we have no substantive comments to offer at this time.
However, please be aware that if the scope of the project or the parameters for defining the APE
change we reserve the right to modify our current position.

Thank you

Adam Osbekoff

From: Jeremiah Cromie [mailto:jeremiah.cromie@co.kittitas.wa.us]

Sent: Thursday, June 2, 2022 9:17 AM

To: Ryan McAllister <ryan.mcallister@co kittitas.wa.us>; Kim Dawson
<kim.dawson@co.kittitas.wa.us>; George Long <long@kittcom.org>; Julie Kjorsvik
<julie.kjorsvik@co.kittitas.wa.us>; Toni Berkshire <toni.berkshire@co.kittitas.wa.us>; Jesse Cox
<jesse.cox@co.kittitas.wa.us>; Holly Erdman <Holly.erdman@co.kittitas.wa.us>; Lisa Lawrence
<lisa.lawrence@co.kittitas.wa.us>; Patti Stacey <patti.stacey@co.kittitas.wa.us>; Candie Leader
<candie.leader@co.kittitas.wa.us>; Ken Grannan <ken.grannan@co.kittitas.wa.us>;
'enviroreview @yakama.com' <enviroreview@yakama.com>; 'corrine_camuso@yakama.com'
<corrine_camuso@yakama.com>; 'jessica_lally@yakama.com' <jessica_lally@yakama.com>;
'noah_oliver@yakama.com' <noah_oliver@yakama.com>; 'casey_barney@yakama.com'
<casey_barney@yakama.com>; 'kozj@yakamafish-nsn.gov' <kozj@yakamafish-nsn.gov>;
'matj@yakamafish-nsn.gov' <matj@yakamafish-nsn.gov>; '‘barh@yakamafish-nsn.gov'
<barh@yakamafish-nsn.gov>; 'gcled61@ecy.wa.gov' <gcled61@ecy.wa.gov>;
'lowh461@ECY.WA.GOV' <lowh461@ECY.WA.GOV>; 'FormerOrchards@ecy.wa.gov'
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From: Holly Erdman

To: Jeremiah Cromie

Cc: Jesse Cox

Subject: RE: SE-22-00053 KC Flood Control Zone District - Notice of Application
Date: Tuesday, June 7, 2022 8:52:25 AM

Jeremiah,

Public health has reviewed this application and has no comments or concerns with the proposed
project.

Thank you,

Holly Erdman

From: Jeremiah Cromie <jeremiah.cromie@co.kittitas.wa.us>

Sent: Thursday, June 2, 2022 9:17 AM

To: Ryan McAllister <ryan.mcallister@co kittitas.wa.us>; Kim Dawson
<kim.dawson@co.kittitas.wa.us>; George Long <long@kittcom.org>; Julie Kjorsvik
<julie.kjorsvik@co.kittitas.wa.us>; Toni Berkshire <toni.berkshire@co.kittitas.wa.us>; Jesse Cox
<jesse.cox@co.kittitas.wa.us>; Holly Erdman <Holly.erdman@-co.kittitas.wa.us>; Lisa Lawrence
<lisa.lawrence@co.kittitas.wa.us>; Patti Stacey <patti.stacey@co.kittitas.wa.us>; Candie Leader
<candie.leader@co.kittitas.wa.us>; Ken Grannan <ken.grannan@-co.kittitas.wa.us>;
'enviroreview @yakama.com' <enviroreview@yakama.com>; 'corrine_camuso@yakama.com'
<corrine_camuso@yakama.com>; 'jessica_lally@yakama.com' <jessica_lally@yakama.com>;
'noah_oliver@yakama.com' <noah_oliver@yakama.com>; 'casey_barney@yakama.com'
<casey_barney@yakama.com>; 'kozj@yakamafish-nsn.gov' <kozj@yakamafish-nsn.gov>;
'matj@yakamafish-nsn.gov' <matj@yakamafish-nsn.gov>; '‘barh@yakamafish-nsn.gov'
<barh@yakamafish-nsn.gov>; 'gcled61@ecy.wa.gov' <gcled61l@ecy.wa.gov>;
'lowh461@ECY.WA.GOV' <lowh461@ECY.WA.GOV>; 'FormerOrchards@ecy.wa.gov'
<FormerQOrchards@ecy.wa.gov>; 'wendy.neet@ecy.wa.gov' <wendy.neet@ecy.wa.gov>;
'Scott.Downes@dfw.wa.gov' <Scott.Downes@dfw.wa.gov>; 'Jennifer.Nelson@dfw.wa.goVv'
<Jennifer.Nelson@dfw.wa.gov>; 'Elizabeth.Torrey@dfw.wa.gov' <Elizabeth.Torrey@dfw.wa.gov>;
'sepa@dahp.wa.gov' <sepa@dahp.wa.gov>; 'jorgenja@cwu.edu’ <jorgenja@cwu.edu>;
'nelmsk@cwu.edu' <nelmsk@cwu.edu>; Jeremy Larson <jeremy.larson@co.kittitas.wa.us>; Steph
Mifflin <stephanie.mifflin@co.kittitas.wa.us>; 'russell. mau@doh.wa.goV'
<russell.mau@doh.wa.gov>; 'rivers@dnr.wa.gov' <rivers@dnr.wa.gov>; 'shane.early@dnr.wa.gov
<shane.early@dnr.wa.gov>; 'SEPACENTER@dnr.wa.gov' <SEPACENTER@dnr.wa.gov>;
'Garren.Andrews@dnr.wa.gov' <Garren.Andrews@dnr.wa.gov>; 'MARTIN.MAUNEY@dnr.wa.gov'
<MARTIN.MAUNEY@dnr.wa.gov>; 'brooksideconsulting@gmail.com'
<brooksideconsulting@gmail.com>; 'tribune@nkctribune.com' <tribune@nkctribune.com>;
'terry@nkctribune.com' <terry@nkctribune.com>; 'mwoodruff@kvnews.com'
<mwoodruff@kvnews.com>; 'mbreckenridge@kvnews.com' <mbreckenridge@kvnews.com>;
'legals@kvnews.com' <legals@kvnews.com>; 'Deborah.j.knaub@usace.army.mil’
<Deborah.j.knaub@usace.army.mil>; 'lhendrix@usbr.gov' <lhendrix@usbr.gov>;
'mark.a.gradwohl.civ@mail.mil' <mark.a.gradwohl.civ@mail.mil>; 'Kimberly.peacher@navy.mil'
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Washington State South Central Region
= 2809 Rudkin Road
Department of Transportation Union Gap, WA 98903-1648

509-577-1600 / FAX: 509-577-1603
TTY: 1-800-833-6388
www.wsdot. wa.gov

June 7, 2022

Kittitas County Community Development Services
411 N. Ruby St. Suite 2
Ellensburg, WA 98926

Attn: Jeremiah Cromie, Planner II

RE: SE-22-00053 KC Flood Control Zone District
1-90 Exit 74, West Nelson Siding Road.

We have reviewed the proposed project and have the following comments.
e The subject property is adjacent to Interstate 90 (I-90), a fully-controlled limited
access facility with a posted speed limit of 70 miles per hour. WSDOT has acquired

all access rights to [-90. Direct access to the interstate is prohibited.

e All loads transported on WSDOT rights-of-way must be within the legal size and load
limits or have a valid oversize and/or overweight permit.

e It is the applicant’s responsibility to keep and maintain I-90 free of debris.

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on this proposal. If you have any
questions regarding this letter, please contact Jacob Prilucik at (509) 577-1635.

Sincerely,

Gl ovad

Paul Gonseth, P.E.
Region Planning Engineer

PG: jjp/mnk

cc: SR 90, File #2022 003
Michael Krahenbuhl, Area 1 Maintenance Superintendent

P:\459005\DEVREV\SR90\2022_090_003_KittCo_SE-22-00053_KC_Flood_Control_Zone_District\KittCo_SE-22-00053_KC_Flood_Control_Zone_District.docx





From: Bill Iverson

To: Jeremiah Cromie

Subject: KC Flood Control (SE-22-00053)

Date: Wednesday, June 15, 2022 7:36:53 AM
Attachments: KittitasCounty DraftPlans.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the Kittitas County network. Do not click
links, open attachments, fulfill requests, or follow guidance unless you recognize the sender
and have verified the content is safe.

Jeremiah,

| wish to enter a comment in regards to Flood Control (SE-22-00053) and wondering if this email is
sufficient, or do you need a printed copy delivered?

| attach an elevation profile (KittitasCounty DraftPlans.pdf) that we received from Kittitas County a
couple years ago, after we met with County engineers at this site. My concern is that the existing
(unpermitted) adjacent road is consistently at a higher elevation than the proposed drainage ditch,
which will make most of the work by Kittitas County a complete waste of time. Flood waters cannot
reach the proposed improvements due to the impervious surface labelled “Existing Road” on
attached document.

| request details of the County plan, showing how flood waters can ever even reach the proposed
improvements. Most likely that would require installation of culverts under the “Existing Road”
which crosses State Park property.

Bill Iverson

941 Old Cedars Rd
Cle Elum, WA

Virus-free. www.avg.com
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STATE OF WASHINGTON
DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY

Central Region Office
1250 West Alder St., Union Gap, WA 98903-0009 ¢ 509-575-2490

June 15, 2022

Jeremiah Cromie

Kittitas County Community Development
411 N. Ruby St., Suite 2

Ellensburg, WA 98926

Re: SEPA Register 202202745, SE-22-00053
Dear Jeremiah Cromie:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment during the Optional Determination of Non
Significance process for the reestablishment of the Palouse to Cascade Ditch, proposed by
Kittitas County Flood Control Zone District. We have reviewed the documents and have the
following comments.

WATER QUALITY

Erosion control measures must be in place prior to any clearing, grading, or construction. These
control measures must prevent soil from being carried by stormwater runoff into surface
waters, or into stormwater drains that may discharge directly to surface water. Sand, silt, and
soil will damage aquatic habitat and are considered pollutants.

If you have any questions concerning the Water Quality comments, please contact Wendy Neet
at (509) 571-6733 or email at wendy.neet@ecy.wa.gov .

WATER RESOURCES

Dust Control from a Well

If the plan to use water for dust suppression at this project site, be sure that you have a legal
right. In Washington State, prospective water users must obtain authorization from the
Department of Ecology before diverting surface water or withdrawing ground water, with one
exception. Ground water withdrawals of up to 5,000 gallons per day used for single or group
domestic supply, up to 5,000 gallons per day used for industrial purposes, stock watering, and
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Jeremiah Cromie
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for the irrigation of up to one-half acre of non-commercial lawn and garden are exempt from
the permitting process.

Water use under the RCW 90.44.050 exemption establishes a water right that is subject to the
same privileges, restrictions, laws and regulations as a water right permit or certificate obtained
directly from Ecology. Temporary permits may be obtainable in a short time-period.

The concern of Water Resources is for existing water rights. In some instances water may need
to be obtained from a different area and hauled in or from an existing water right holder.

If you have any questions or would like to respond to these Water Resources comments, please
contact Christopher Kossik at (509) 379-1826 or email at christopher.kossik@ecy.wa.gov .

Sincerely,
e Qle an

Gwen Clear

Environmental Review Coordinator
Central Regional Office

(509) 575-2012
crosepa@ecy.wa.gov




https://app.leg.wa.gov/RCW/default.aspx?cite=90.44.050
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From: wendy schufreider

To: Jeremiah Cromie
Subject: SE-22-00053 KC Flood Control Zone
Date: Wednesday, June 15, 2022 11:01:24 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the Kittitas County network. Do not click
links, open attachments, fulfill requests, or follow guidance unless you recognize the sender
and have verified the content is safe.

June 151, 2022
To: Jeremiah Cromie

From: John and Wendy Schufreider
Lot 8A Coyote Creek Development
KC Flood Control Zone District SE-22-00053

Jeremiah;
We received your informative letter regarding the flood control of our area.

We want to thank you for taking the lead on this flood control issue and associated
problems. We very much appreciate your due diligence and attention to these concerns.

Prior to getting into the details of the verbiage of your letter, there are a few items | wish to
address;

-in 2020, the county and state parks department met with residents of coyote creek
along the ‘unimproved PSE easement road” that was being filled and graded with gravel.
This was and is having a direct impact on the flow of water and pervious (ability for the
ground to absorb water) from tucker creek and the land users from the church property
above us. It appears that although these residents have a different access to their
properties, they have elected not to develop that. Instead, they have opted to use the state
parks land to access their property. With that they have upset the natural flow of water with
their grading and filling, causing flooding conditions. Not to mention the opening of an
illegal road that can be accessed by nefarious people.

-since when did the illegal road become a private access road? If the state parks
determined that to be a ‘private access’ road, the residents along that road should have
been notified as well as Kittitas County for a building permit. We were not notified of such.
In so doing, you have impacted the value of our homes since we have been paying for a
private gated entrance to ensure safety in our area. Since our homes can be accessed by
a ‘private access’ road, we no longer have a secure entrance.
| believe that has legal ramifications.

So that said, we appreciate your willingness to evaluate and accept the concerns we have.
It is so unsettling to have cars/semis going behind your property that can stop and just hang
back there when this should be a secure area.

As to your ‘Proposal’....

-We agree with the item ‘to restore the function of the existing ditch....’, ‘elements consist of
re-ditching the existing structure.” agree with the ‘total area’...

-We DO NOT agree that the adjacent ‘private access’ will be brought to grade. That is what
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started this entire mess. This ‘private road’ should be GONE.

-The land owners using that ‘private road’ should be required to develop the intended
access to their property previously determined by the County when building permits were
issued.

Thanking you in advance.

John and Wendy Schufreider
963 Old Cedars Road
Cle Elum, WA. 98922

wendyschuf@gmail.com
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From: smoine99@gmail.com

To: Jeremiah Cromie

Cc: joemoine@outlook.com; wendyschuf@gmail.com; Alanna Dunn; lenalovesmail@gmail.com
Subject: KC Flood Control Zone District (SE-22-00053) citizen comment

Date: Wednesday, June 15, 2022 10:05:22 PM

Attachments: Sepa Environmental Checklist Kittitas County Flood Control Zone District.pdf

Parks Davis State Parks.docx

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the Kittitas County network. Do not click
links, open attachments, fulfill requests, or follow guidance unless you recognize the sender
and have verified the content is safe.

Dear Kittitas County Community Development Services,
Attn: Jeremiah Cromie

| am writing in regards to the notice of application dated Thursday, June 2, 2022 for application
received May 19, 2022.
Project name: KC Flood Control Zone District (SE-22-00053).

First, we would like to thank Kittitas County for your attention to this problem ditch along the John
Wayne Trail (Palouse to Cascades) which has been filled in over time. We appreciate your efforts to
get the ditch cleaned out so that in the event of another flood, Coyote Creek hopefully will not have
the same problems that we did during the last flood in February of 2020.

Our only concern is the reference in your letter stating the location is “...Access is a private drive off
at 6740 Nelson Siding Rd. between the State Parks Palouse to Cascade Trail (BNSF Railway parcel ID
848736) on the North and private properties referred to as the Old Cedars Development on the
South.”

Over the years, | have talked to the county and State Parks many times about this road. Itis not a
private drive, nor a private access. The county and State Parks have referred to this road as a PSE
easement road on State Parks land. (See attached letter from Kevin Davis / Park Ranger 3 #404
dated Nov. 21, 2020 which refers to the road as a PSE Easement road. Since this road has had much
confusion, we request that you correct the letter to the community and the SEPA checklist to refer
to the road correctly for what it is. We just don’t want confusion in the future, and of course do not
want precedence set.

Thank you for your consideration and attention to this matter.

Best Regards,
Shelley Moine
551 Old Cedars Road

Email: smoine99@gmail.com
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SEPA ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

Purpose of checklist:

Governmental agencies use this checklist to help determine whether the environmental impacts of your
proposal are significant. This information is also helpful to determine if available avoidance, minimization
or compensatory mitigation measures will address the probable significant impacts or if an environmental
impact statement will be prepared to further analyze the proposal.

Instructions for applicants:

This environmental checklist asks you to describe some basic information about your proposal. Please
answer each question accurately and carefully, to the best of your knowledge. You may need to consult
with an agency specialist or private consultant for some questions. You may use “not applicable” or
"does not apply" only when you can explain why it does not apply and not when the answer is unknown.
You may also attach or incorporate by reference additional studies reports. Complete and accurate
answers to these questions often avoid delays with the SEPA process as well as later in the decision-
making process.

The checklist questions apply to all parts of your proposal, even if you plan to do them over a period of
time or on different parcels of land. Attach any additional information that will help describe your proposal
or its environmental effects. The agency to which you submit this checklist may ask you to explain your
answers or provide additional information reasonably related to determining if there may be significant
adverse impact.

Instructions for Lead Agencies:

Please adjust the format of this template as needed. Additional information may be necessary to
evaluate the existing environment, all interrelated aspects of the proposal and an analysis of adverse
impacts. The checklist is considered the first but not necessarily the only source of information needed to
make an adequate threshold determination. Once a threshold determination is made, the lead agency is
responsible for the completeness and accuracy of the checklist and other supporting documents.

Use of checklist for nonproject proposals:

For nonproject proposals (such as ordinances, regulations, plans and programs), complete the applicable
parts of sections A and B plus the SUPPLEMENTAL SHEET FOR NONPROJECT ACTIONS (part D). Please
completely answer all questions that apply and note that the words "project,” "applicant," and "property or
site" should be read as "proposal,” "proponent," and "affected geographic area," respectively. The lead
agency may exclude (for non-projects) questions in Part B - Environmental Elements —that do not
contribute meaningfully to the analysis of the proposal.

A. Background
1. Name of proposed project, if applicable: Palouse to Cascades Ditch Re-establishment

2. Name of applicant: Kittitas County Flood Control Zone District
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3. Address and phone number of applicant and contact person:
Arden Thomas

Kittitas County Public Works

411 North Ruby, Suite 1

Ellensburg, WA 98926

509-962-7523

4. Date checklist prepared:
5/27/2021

5. Agency requesting checklist:
Washington State Parks

6. Proposed timing or schedule (including phasing, if applicable):

Project would occur sometime between May and October in 2022 or 2023 when conditions are
suitable. The duration of the project is anticipated at one week, possibly two including
contingency time for any unanticipated delays, staging and clean up.

7. Do you have any plans for future additions, expansion, or further activity related to or
connected with this proposal? If yes, explain.

No.

8. List any environmental information you know about that has been prepared, or will be
prepared, directly related to this proposal.

None.

9. Do you know whether applications are pending for governmental approvals of other
proposals directly affecting the property covered by your proposal? If yes, explain.

None are pending to my knowledge.

10. List any government approvals or permits that will be needed for your proposal, if known.

Washington State Parks & Recreation Real Property Agreement

11. Give brief, complete description of your proposal, including the proposed uses and the size
of the project and site. There are several questions later in this checklist that ask you to
describe certain aspects of your proposal. You do not need to repeat those answers on this
page. (Lead agencies may modify this form to include additional specific information on project
description.)
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Kittitas County Flood Control Zone District proposes to restore the function of an existing ditch
that conveys snowmelt and stormwater runoff. Ditch degradation has reduced the conveyance
capacity of the ditch and increased flood impacts to the adjacent neigbhorhood. The pertinent
section of this ditch begins west of the Old Cedars housing development and outfalls to the
County ditch on Nelson Siding Rd. The ditch is currently compromised in places due to illegal
UTV/ATV passage through the ditch and modifications during residential construction, resulting
in water escapement and entrance into residential areas along Old Cedars Road. The project
elements consist of reditching the existing structure running east to west, and making additional
improvements to the slopes on either side at the private access road and the toe of the Palouse to
Cascades Trail revetment.

The projects total area is approximately 200,000 square feet, or 4.59 acres. The work will include
reditching for approximately 2,200 linear ft. at a depth of 2 ft. and width of 95 ft. The adjacent
private access (south) and the Palouse to Cascades Trail revetment toe (north) will be brought to
grade that supports ditch structure and efficiency with a slopes of 3H:1V and 2H:1V.

12. Location of the proposal. Give sufficient information for a person to understand the precise
location of your proposed project, including a street address, if any, and section, township, and
range, if known. If a proposal would occur over a range of area, provide the range or
boundaries of the site(s). Provide a legal description, site plan, vicinity map, and topographic
map, if reasonably available. While you should submit any plans required by the agency, you
are not required to duplicate maps or detailed plans submitted with any permit applications
related to this checklist.

The project is located approximately 10 miles west of the City of Cle Elum, Washington in
Section 19 of Township 20 N, Range 14 East in Kittitas County. Access is a private drive off at
6740 Nelson Siding Rd. between the State Parks Palouse to Cascade Trail (BNSF Railway parcel
ID 848736) on the North and private properties referred to as the Old Cedars Development on
the South. The approximate latitude/longitude of the beginning and of the project are -121.144,
47.218 (start) and -121.135, 47.217.

B. Environmental Elements

1. Earth

a. General description of the site:

(circle one): roIIing, hilly, steep slopes, mountainous, other

b. What is the steepest slope on the site (approximate percent slope)?

The general topography of the project area is relatively flat (<5%).

c. What general types of soils are found on the site (for example, clay, sand, gravel, peat,
muck)? If you know the classification of agricultural soils, specify them and note any
agricultural land of long-term commercial significance and whether the proposal results in
removing any of these soils.

The Soil Survey Map indicates that Kladnick ashy sandy loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes, is found on site. The
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farmland classification is not prime farmland. There is also imported fill and gravel associated with access
road construction and maintenance. Some of the native soil and potentially some fill will be removed from
site to re-establish the drainage ditch.

d. Are there surface indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity? If so,
describe.

No.

e. Describe the purpose, type, total area, and approximate quantities and total affected area of
any filling, excavation, and grading proposed. Indicate source of fill.

Approximately 40 cubic yards of material on site will be regraded on site for the purposes of
re-establishing the roadside ditch, creating more of a consistent grade along the ditch, and
regrading the road so that it is above the ditch. Approximately 500 cubic yards will be
excavated and hauled off site, to a Kittitas County storage site, re-establish the drainage ditch.
Total project area is approximately 200,000 sq. ft. or 4.59 acres.

f. Could erosion occur as a result of clearing, construction, or use? If so, generally describe.

Erosion risk is expected to be reduced as a result of this project. Currently water is not contained in the
ditch, and the adjacent access road is lower in elevation then the ditch bank along a section of the ditch. As
a result, under the current condition the road is at increased risk of erosion.

g. About what percent of the site will be covered with impervious surfaces after project
construction (for example, asphalt or buildings)?

The project will not crease any impervious surface.

h. Proposed measures to reduce or control erosion, or other impacts to the earth, if any:

The design maintains the existing overall slope of the ditch (2H:1V) and does not create sloped banks
steeper than a 3H:1V slope.

2. Air

a. What types of emissions to the air would result from the proposal during construction,
operation, and maintenance when the project is completed? If any, generally describe and
give approximate quantities if known.

There may be some short term increases in dust and exhaust during construction generated by earth
moving equipment (e.g.,excavators, bulldozers, backhoes, graders) and other support vehicles (pickup
trucks,equipment maintenance vehicles). The completed project will not increasetraffic volumes or air
emissions.

b. Are there any off-site sources of emissions or odor that may affect your proposal? If so,
generally describe.

No.

SEPA Environmental checklist (WAC 197-11-960) July 2016 Page 4 of 16







c. Proposed measures to reduce or control emissions or other impacts to air, if any:

If dust is generated, control methods such as watering open soils or road surfaces or other dust abatement

measures will be implemented as needed. Equipment, machinery and support vehicles used for the project
will be maintained in proper working order to keep emissions within applicable air quality guidelines and
will not be left on and idling when not in use.

3. Water
a. Surface Water:

1) Is there any surface water body on or in the immediate vicinity of the site (including
year-round and seasonal streams, saltwater, lakes, ponds, wetlands)? If yes, describe
type and provide names. If appropriate, state what stream or river it flows into.

The work area contains no identified streams, ponds, or wetlands. There is a ditch along the
railroad revertment which is typically dry. This ditch eventually intercepts the roadside ditch
along Nelson Siding Road, a Kittitas County Road.

2) Will the project require any work over, in, or adjacent to (within 200 feet) the described
waters? [f yes, please describe and attach available plans.

Not applicable. While the work involves ditch maintenance, this work will occur when the ditch
is dry.

3) Estimate the amount of fill and dredge material that would be placed in or removed
from surface water or wetlands and indicate the area of the site that would be affected.
Indicate the source of fill material.

Not applicable.

4) Will the proposal require surface water withdrawals or diversions? Give general
description, purpose, and approximate quantities if known.

No.

5) Does the proposal lie within a 100-year floodplain? If so, note location on the site plan.

The project is not within an identified 100-year floodplain. The FEMA designation for the
project side is Zone X (area of minimal flood Hazard). Observed overland flooding issues appear
to be associated with local drainage issues associated with rapid snow melting and rain on snow
conditions.

8) Does the proposal involve any discharges of waste materials to surface waters? If so,
describe the type of waste and anticipated volume of discharge.
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There will be no discharges of waste materials to surface waters.

b. Ground Water:

1) Will groundwater be withdrawn from a well for drinking water or other purposes? If so,
give a general description of the well, proposed uses and approximate quantities
withdrawn from the well. Will water be discharged to groundwater? Give general
description, purpose, and approximate quantities if known.

No groundwater will be withdrawn.

2) Describe waste material that will be discharged into the ground from septic tanks or
other sources, if any (for example: Domestic sewage; industrial, containing the
following chemicals. . . ; agricultural; etc.). Describe the general size of the system, the
number of such systems, the number of houses to be served (if applicable), or the
number of animals or humans the system(s) are expected to serve.

No waste material will be discharged.

c. Water runoff (including stormwater):

1) Describe the source of runoff (including storm water) and method of collection
and disposal, if any (include quantities, if known). Where will this water flow?
Will this water flow into other waters? If so, describe.

The proposed project will not generate stormwater, as no imperviuous surfaces are being created.
The proposed project will re-establish a previously constructed ditch so that existing runoff is
better managed. Since there is not a source of surface water in the vicinity, runoff is from
precipitation and snow melt events. There is a dich that runs along the railroad embankment,
conveying this runoff to the Nelson Siding Road ditch. However, sections of the ditch have filled
in over time, as a result of illegal wheeled access onto the railroad revetment from the private
road, unpermitted road maitenance activities, and the casting of spoils into the ditch when
electrical poles were installed. Due to the degradation of the ditch, stormwater flows south, rather
than following the ditch east, and into the Coyote Creek neighborhood.

2) Could waste materials enter ground or surface waters? If so, generally describe.

The project will generate no waste materials that could enter ground or surface waters.

3) Does the proposal alter or otherwise affect drainage patterns in the vicinity of the site? If
so, describe.

The project will restablish drainage patterns, as described further in question c1. Degradation of
the existing ditch has altered drainage patterns, exacerbating flooding issues from local runoff.

d. Proposed measures to reduce or control surface, ground, and runoff water, and drainage
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pattern impacts, if any:

The project purpose is to better control surface runoff water, as described in further detail in
question Cl1.

4. Plants
a. Check the types of vegetation found on the site:

X__deciduous tree: alder, maple, aspen, other
X__evergreen tree: fir, cedar, pine, other
X __shrubs

X__grass

___ pasture

_____crop or grain

Orchards, vineyards or other permanent crops.

wet soil plants: cattail, buttercup, bullrush, skunk cabbage, other
water plants: water lily, eelgrass, milfoil, other

other types of vegetation

b. What kind and amount of vegetation will be removed or altered?

No mature shrubs or trees will be removed. A limited amount grasses and small forbs, and
potentially small seedlings may be disturbed or removed.

c. List threatened and endangered species known to be on or near the site.

No threatened or endangered species are know to be on or near the site.

d. Proposed landscaping, use of native plants, or other measures to preserve or enhance
vegetation on the site, if any:

None proposed.

e. List all noxious weeds and invasive species known to be on or near the site.
Noxious plants have not been noted.

5. Animals

a. List any birds and other animals which have been observed on or near the site or are known
to be on or near the site.

Examples include:

birds: @ e[on, eagle other:
mamma s bear, elk, beaver, other:
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fish: bass, salmon, trout, herring, shellfish, other

b. List any threatened and endangered species known to be on or near the site.

No threatened or endangered species are know to be on or near the site. The site does not contain
designated critical habitat for any threatened or endangered species. The site is within the range
of of Canadian Lynx and Northern Spotted Owls. However, these species are not expected to be
present on site, as the local habitat is not suitable and is highly disturbed from residential activity,
regular vehicular traffic, and proximity to I-90.

c. Is the site part of a migration route? If so, explain.

No.

c. Proposed measures to preserve or enhance wildlife, if any:

None.

d. List any invasive animal species known to be on or near the site.

None are known.

6. Energy and Natural Resources

a. What kinds of energy (electric, natural gas, oil, wood stove, solar) will be used to meet
the completed project's energy needs? Describe whether it will be used for heating,
manufacturing, etc.

There will be no ongoing energy needs.

b. Would your project affect the potential use of solar energy by adjacent properties?
If so, generally describe.

No.

c. What kinds of energy conservation features are included in the plans of this proposal?
List other proposed measures to reduce or control energy impacts, if any:

None.

7. Environmental Health

a. Are there any environmental health hazards, including exposure to toxic chemicals, risk
of fire and explosion, spill, or hazardous waste, that could occur as a result of this proposal?
If so, describe.
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1) Describe any known or possible contamination at the site from present or past uses.

None known.

2) Describe existing hazardous chemicals/conditions that might affect project development
and design. This includes underground hazardous liquid and gas transmission pipelines
located within the project area and in the vicinity.

None known.
3) Describe any toxic or hazardous chemicals that might be stored, used, or produced

during the project's development or construction, or at any time during the operating
life of the project.

None.
4) Describe special emergency services that might be required.
None anticipated.

5) Proposed measures to reduce or control environmental health hazards, if any:

Since no potential environmental health hazards have been identified, there are no proposed
measures.

b. Noise

1) What types of noise exist in the area which may affect your project (for example:
traffic, equipment, operation, other)?

Traffic noise from I-90. Periodic train noise from the BNSF rail road. Occasional light traffic on
the private access drive.

2) What types and levels of noise would be created by or associated with the project on a
short-term or a long-term basis (for example: traffic, construction, operation, other)?
Indicate what hours noise would come from the site.

There will be short-term noise associated with equipment operation. This noise will be limited to
6 am — 6 pm.

3) Proposed measures to reduce or control noise impacts, if any:

None.

8. Land and Shoreline Use
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a. What is the current use of the site and adjacent properties? Will the proposal affect current
land uses on nearby or adjacent properties? If so, describe.

The site is next to the railroad revetment for the Palouse to Cascades Trail, which is a non-
motorized trail for public use. Construction will occur between the railroad revetment and a
private access drive. The adjacent property uses are residential, recreational and active railroad.

b. Has the project site been used as working farmlands or working forest lands? If so, describe.
How much agricultural or forest land of long-term commercial significance will be converted to
other uses as a result of the proposal, if any? If resource lands have not been designated,
how many acres in farmland or forest land tax status will be converted to nonfarm or
nonforest use?

None.

1) Will the proposal affect or be affected by surrounding working farm or forest land normal
business operations, such as oversize equipment access, the application of pesticides,
tilling, and harvesting? If so, how:

No.

¢. Describe any structures on the site.

None.

d. Will any structures be demolished? If so, what?

No.

e. What is the current zoning classification of the site?

Agriculture 5

f. What is the current comprehensive plan designation of the site?

Rural Residential

g. If applicable, what is the current shoreline master program designation of the site?
Not applicable

h. Has any part of the site been classified as a critical area by the city or county? If so, specify.
No.

i. Approximately how many people would reside or work in the completed project?
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None.

J- Approximately how many people would the completed project displace?
None.

k. Proposed measures to avoid or reduce displacement impacts, if any:
Not applicable

L. Proposed measures to ensure the proposal is compatible with existing and projected land
uses and plans, if any:

The project will re-establish an existing ditch along the railroad revetment. The ditch has been
compromised over time and since conveyance has not been maintained, is exacerbating flooding
issues in the adjacent neighborhood. The ditch maintnenance has also been designed so that
there is no impact on the road that is also located next to ditch.

m. Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts to agricultural and forest lands of long-term
commercial significance, if any:

Not applicable
9. Housing
a. Approximately how many units would be provided, if any? Indicate whether high, mid-

dle, or low-income housing.

Not applicable

b. Approximately how many units, if any, would be eliminated? Indicate whether high,
middle, or low-income housing.

Not applicable

c. Proposed measures to reduce or control housing impacts, if any:

Not applicable

10. Aesthetics

a. What is the tallest height of any proposed structure(s), not including antennas; what is

the principal exterior building material(s) proposed?

Not applicable
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b. What views in the immediate vicinity would be altered or obstructed?

Not applicable
e. Proposed measures to reduce or control aesthetic impacts, if any:

Not applicable

11. Light and Glare

a. What type of light or glare will the proposal produce? What time of day would it mainly
oceur?

None.

b. Could light or glare from the finished project be a safety hazard or interfere with views?
No.

c. What existing off-site sources of light or glare may affect your proposal?

Not applicable

d. Proposed measures to reduce or control light and glare impacts, if any:
Not applicable

12. Recreation

a. What designated and informal recreational opportunities are in the immediate vicinity?
Non-motorized trail use on the Palouse to Cascades Trail.

b. Would the proposed project displace any existing recreational uses? If so, describe.

No. Proposed activities will not impact use of the trail. All proposed activity will occur outside
the footprint of trail.

c. Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts on recreation, including recreation
opportunities to be provided by the project or applicant, if any:

Since the proposed activities will not impact recreational uses on the Palouse to Cascade Trail, no
measures are proposed.

13. Historic and cultural preservation
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a. Are there any buildings, structures, or sites, located on or near the site that are over 45 years
old listed in or eligible for listing in national, state, or local preservation registers ? If so,
specifically describe.

No.

b. Are there any landmarks, features, or other evidence of Indian or historic use or occupation?
This may include human burials or old cemeteries. Are there any material evidence, artifacts,
or areas of cultural importance on or near the site? Please list any professional studies
conducted at the site to identify such resources.

None are known.

c. Describe the methods used to assess the potential impacts to cultural and historic resources
on or near the project site. Examples include consultation with tribes and the department of
archeology and historic preservation, archaeological surveys, historic maps, GIS data, etc.

None have been conducted. Note that within the project area soil has been previously disturbed
by: railroad construction, ditch construction, road construction, and utility pole installation.

d. Proposed measures to avoid, minimize, or compensate for loss, changes to, and disturbance
to resources. Please include plans for the above and any permits that may be required.

If any potential cultural resources are discovered during construction, operations will cease
immediately and the Kittitas County Project manager will notify appropriate Department of
Archaeological and Historic Preservation (DAHP) and tribal contacts.

14. Transportation

a. Identify public streets and highways serving the site or affected geographic area and
describe proposed access to the existing street system. Show on site plans, if any.

Access to the site is from Nelson Siding Rd.

b. Is the site or affected geographic area currently served by public transit? If so, generally
describe. If not, what is the approximate distance to the nearest transit stop?

No. The nearest public transit stop is approximately 10 miles away in Cle Elum.

c. How many additional parking spaces would the completed project or non-project proposal
have? How many would the project or proposal eliminate?

None.
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d. Will the proposal require any new or improvements to existing roads, streets, pedestrian,
bicycle or state transportation facilities, not including driveways? If so, generally describe
(indicate whether public or private).

No, the proposed project will maintain the function and quality of the existing private access road
and Parks trail located on the railroad.

e. Will the project or proposal use (or occur in the immediate vicinity of) water, rail, or air
transportation? If so, generally describe.

The ditch will be re-estabished between a railroad revetment which is part of a regional trail
network and a private drive that serves private residences. The private access road will beed to be
utilized to access this site. A portion of the road will need to be elevated to maintain a ditch
adjacent to the road.

f. How many vehicular trips per day would be generated by the completed project or proposal?
If known, indicate when peak volumes would occur and what percentage of the volume would
be trucks (such as commercial and nonpassenger vehicles). What data or transportation
models were used to make these estimates?

Not applicable. The proposed project will have no effect on the number of vehicular trips within
the area.

g. Will the proposal interfere with, affect or be affected by the movement of agricultural and
forest products on roads or streets in the area? If so, generally describe.

No.

h. Proposed measures to reduce or control transportation impacts, if any:

Not applicable.

15. Public Services

a. Would the project result in an increased need for public services (for example: fire protection,
police protection, public transit, health care, schools, other)? If so, generally describe.

Not applicable.

b. Proposed measures to reduce or control direct impacts on public services, if any.

Not applicable.

16. Utilities

a. Circlefilities currently available at the site:
@ atural gas, water, refuse service, telephone, sanitary sewer, septic system,
0 al¥=
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b. Describe the utilities that are proposed for the project, the utility providing the service,
and the general construction activities on the site or in the immediate vicinity which might
be needed.

Utility locate will be conducted before the project occurs and the project will not affect any of
PSE energy poles out on site.

C. Signature

The above answers are true and complete to the best of my knowledge. | understand that the
lead agency is relying on them to make its decision.

Signature: e M———.
Name of signee __ A\ leve Vb
Position and Agency/Organization { O der Qiaoira. Mence, - K ko (AL Pon

Date Submitted: ©-271- o3

D. Supplemental sheet for nonproject actions

(IT IS NOT NECESSARY to use this sheet for project actions)

Because these questions are very general, it may be helpful to read them in conjunction
with the list of the elements of the environment.

When answering these questions, be aware of the extent the proposal, or the types of
activities likely to result from the proposal, would affect the item at a greater intensity or
at a faster rate than if the proposal were not implemented. Respond briefly and in
general terms.

1. How would the proposal be likely to increase discharge to water; emissions to air; pro-
duction, storage, or release of toxic or hazardous substances; or production of noise?

Proposed measures to avoid or reduce such increases are:

2. How would the proposal be likely to affect plants, animals, fish, or marine life?

Proposed measures to protect or conserve plants, animals, fish, or marine life are:

SEPA Environmental checklist (WAC 197-11-960) July 2016
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3. How would the proposal be likely to deplete energy or natural resources?

Proposed measures to protect or conserve energy and natural resources are:

4. How would the proposal be likely to use or affect environmentally sensitive areas or
areas designated (or eligible or under study) for governmental protection; such as parks,
wilderness, wild and scenic rivers, threatened or endangered species habitat, historic or

cultural sites, wetlands, floodplains, or prime farmlands?

Proposed measures to protect such resources or to avoid or reduce impacts are:

5. How would the proposal be likely to affect land and shoreline use, including whether it
would allow or encourage land or shoreline uses incompatible with existing plans?

Proposed measures to avoid or reduce shoreline and land use impacts are:

6. How would the proposal be likely to increase demands on transportation or public

services and utilities?

Proposed measures to reduce or respond to such demand(s) are:

7. Identify, if possible, whether the proposal may conflict with local, state, or federal laws or
requirements for the protection of the environment.

July 2016 Page 16 of 16
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Good morning,


 


Thank you for taking the time to meet on-site to help clarify the issues affecting the Coyote Creek HOA, and the request for State Parks to assist with solution to access and drainage.  I’m sorry we missed you all after the meeting.  Josh and I walked back to our vehicles and waited for the group, but only the Kittitas County Public Works employees returned for their vehicles. 


 


As Construction and Maintenance Supervisor Josh White mentioned, a proposal will need to be made to State Parks in order for Josh to begin the paperwork necessary to request State Parks to excavate a drainage ditch to allow excess water coming from outside the State Park to flow East along the trail.  The proposal will undergo a review process with no guarantee of authorization. 


 


In regards to the concern of illegal access on the PSE easement road running parallel to the trail West of West Nelson Siding road, State Parks will be recommending the following actions through our chain of command:


 


1. Installing a sign post with “Entering State Parks Property” and “Authorized Vehicles Only”


2. Installing a gate on the East end of the road with a combo lock


3. Requiring NON emergency, utility, or park staff to request a right-of-entry permit to use the road to gain entry to private property


4. Installing a gate on the trail at Tall Timbers to prohibit vehicles accessing the area from the West and detracting motorists from accessing from the East to bypass I-90 traffic.


5. Installing jersey barriers on the West end of the trail right of way to detract vehicles from accessing the trail from the PSE easement road.


 


 


Respectfully,


 


Kevin Davis


Park Ranger 3 #404


Washington State Parks and Recreation Commission


Central Cascades Area- East Operations Manager


Ginkgo Petrified Forest, Wanapum Recreation Area, Yakima Sportsman, Fort Simcoe, Helen McCabe, Olmstead Place, Palouse to Cascades Trail, and Lake Easton State Parks


C: 509-350-0032
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Davis, Kevin (PARKS) 7:42AM
(11/21/

20)
to Joshua, Jason, Robert, HOA Coyote Creek

Good morning,

Thank you for taking the time to meet on-site to help clarify the issues affecting the
Coyote Creek HOA, and the request for State Parks to assist with solution to access
and drainage. I'm sorry we missed you all after the meeting. Josh and | walked back to
our vehicles and waited for the group, but only the Kittitas County Public Works
employees returned for their vehicles.

As Construction and Maintenance Supervisor Josh White mentioned, a proposal will
need to be made to State Parks in order for Josh to begin the paperwork necessary to
request State Parks to excavate a drainage ditch to allow excess water coming from
outside the State Park to flow East along the trail. The proposal will undergo a review
process with no guarantee of authorization.

In regards to the concern of illegal access on the PSE easement road running parallel to
the trail West of West Nelson Siding road, State Parks will be recommending the
following actions through our chain of command:

1. Installing a sign post with “Entering State Parks Property” and “Authorized Vehicles Only”

2. |Installing a gate on the East end of the road with a combo lock

3. Requiring NON emergency, utility, or park staff to request a right-of-entry permit to use the
road to gain entry to private property

4. |Installing a gate on the trail at Tall Timbers to prohibit vehicles accessing the area from the West
and detracting motorists from accessing from the East to bypass 1-90 traffic.

5. Installing jersey barriers on the West end of the trail right of way to detract vehicles from
accessing the trail from the PSE easement road.

Respectfully,

Kevin Davis

Park Ranger 3 #404

Washington State Parks and Recreation Commission

Central Cascades Area- East Operations Manager

Ginkgo Petrified Forest, Wanapum Recreation Area, Yakima Sportsman, Fort Simcoe,
Helen McCabe, Olmstead Place, Palouse to Cascades Trail, and Lake Easton State
Parks

C: 509-350-0032





KITTITAS COUNTY

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

KITTITAS COUNTY

MEMORANDUM

TO: Community Development Services

FROM: Public Works Plan Review Team

DATE: June 16, 2022

SUBJECT: SE-22-00053 KC Flood Control Zone District

In review of the SEPA application from the KC Flood Control Zone District, Public Works has no
comments to provide.

Feel free to contact our office with any questions.

Page 1 of 1

411 N. Ruby St. Suite 1 TEL (509) 962-7523
Ellensburg, WA 98926 FAX (509) 962-7663





From: Bill Iverson

To: Jeremiah Cromie
Subject: RE: KC Flood Control (SE-22-00053)
Date: Friday, June 17, 2022 12:06:16 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the Kittitas County network. Do not click
links, open attachments, fulfill requests, or follow guidance unless you recognize the sender
and have verified the content is safe.

Jeremiah,

I’d like to add an update, as the “Existing Road” referenced in my earlier comments, was just
resurfaced with fresh gravel, pictures attached from today. This flood water barrier is now a few
inches higher, and further compacted as an unpermitted impervious surface, which worsens the
problem | described in my comments.

Bill Iverson
941 Old Cedars Rd
Cle Elum, WA

From: Jeremiah Cromie <jeremiah.cromie@co.kittitas.wa.us>
Sent: Wednesday, June 15, 2022 8:03 AM

To: 'Bill lverson' <wpiverson@gmail.com>

Subject: RE: KC Flood Control (SE-22-00053)

Comments Received. This e-mail works fine, you did not need to submit a printed copy.

Jeremiah Cromie

Planner I1

Kittitas County

Community Development Services
411 N. Ruby Street; Suite 2
Ellensburg, WA 98926
Office: 509-962-7046

jeremiah.cromie@co kittitas.wa.us

From: Bill lverson <wpiverson@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 15, 2022 7:36 AM




mailto:wpiverson@gmail.com

mailto:jeremiah.cromie@co.kittitas.wa.us

mailto:jeremiah.cromie@co.kittitas.wa.us

mailto:wpiverson@gmail.com



To: Jeremiah Cromie <jeremiah.cromie@co.kittitas.wa.us>
Subject: KC Flood Control (SE-22-00053)

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the Kittitas County network. Do not click links,
open attachments, fulfill requests, or follow guidance unless you recognize the sender and
have verified the content is safe.

Jeremiah,

| wish to enter a comment in regards to Flood Control (SE-22-00053) and wondering if this email is
sufficient, or do you need a printed copy delivered?

| attach an elevation profile (KittitasCounty_DraftPlans.pdf) that we received from Kittitas County a
couple years ago, after we met with County engineers at this site. My concern is that the existing
(unpermitted) adjacent road is consistently at a higher elevation than the proposed drainage ditch,
which will make most of the work by Kittitas County a complete waste of time. Flood waters cannot
reach the proposed improvements due to the impervious surface labelled “Existing Road” on
attached document.

| request details of the County plan, showing how flood waters can ever even reach the proposed
improvements. Most likely that would require installation of culverts under the “Existing Road”
which crosses State Park property.

Bill lverson
941 Old Cedars Rd
Cle Elum, WA

Virus-free. www.avg.com

The information transmitted by this email is intended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed. This email may contain
confidential and/or privileged material. If you are not the intended recipient of this message, be aware that any use, review,
retransmission, distribution, or reproduction is strictly prohibited. If you received this in error, please contact the sender immediately and
delete the material from all devices.

message id: 38eb45916c6dcbdac24bb8719d004a14



mailto:jeremiah.cromie@co.kittitas.wa.us

http://www.avg.com/email-signature?utm_medium=email&utm_source=link&utm_campaign=sig-email&utm_content=emailclient
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