Community Vision Workshop Summary

A.1.8 Lake Chelan Watershed

October 30, 2008

Chelan Fire Hall — 232 East Wapato Avenue
6:00 to 8:00 pm

25 participants

Question and Answer Session

Q

A

How different from City workshop — area of coverage

City workshop covered City and UGA, this workshop covers the Chelan watershed
area outside of the City and its UGA.

Q State approval?

Yes, State (Ecology) will approve the plan and certain permits (Conditional Use and
Variance). Project funded by a grant from Washington Department of Ecology

Q Dock, seawall?
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Yes, SMP will continue to govern these activities, add consistency with other
agencies

New rules?

Yes, RCW requirements

State rules flexible?

Some are; others not. Set a baseline with this plan.
Effect of rules, current and new?

New rules still to be developed, some requirements will increase because of State
requirements. Major objective is to streamline permitting process, increase
consistency with other agency requirements, and reduce ambiguity. Existing SMP
will be compared to new rules and results shared with public.

State, federal and county coordination?

A Yes, the goal is to clean up and simplify process, increase consistency.

Existing structures?
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Existing structures and uses may continue as before. Modifications (other than
standard repair and maintenance) and new structures/uses need review new rules.
Those exempt continue as exempt.

Septic systems?

Covered in two areas — watershed/water quality and SMP.

Set back, existing and new?

Not changing. Buffers established in County critical areas regulations apply.
Building permits, contamination of the lake?

Looking at uses which affect water quality

20 feet per second?

Based on mean annual flow as projected by USGS study.

100 to 200 foot buffers?

The 200-foot shoreline jurisdiction is similar to a zoning overlay. Used to identify
areas where shoreline rules apply. Shoreline jurisdiction is not a buffer in itself.

Access? Along water edge? Parks?
Right of way. Project team is reviewing.
Boat lifts?

Under current process, permitted as a Conditional Use Permit (CUP). Want to add
boatlifts to SMP to specify lower level of review.

When new vs. old - vesting?

[Vesting occurs] after determination of complete permit application.

Break-Out Group Discussion

PuBLIC ACCESS AND RECREATION

74

1. When you imagine the future shoreline, what will it look like in terms of public
access and recreation?

e  Dog friendly access

e  More public access the better
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e Micro parks — bike, pedestrian access
e  Notevery park needs vehicle parking
e Questions about private property

e Public benefit — for community

e  Multifamily developments are required to provide access, but who maintains
and ensures? Burden shouldn’t be on owner/developer. County should be
required to maintain.

e  Need another state park(s)
e  Need more public docks and boat launches

. For CUPs, consider requiring some kind of water access, marina, e.g., at
waterfront restaurant

e  Worried that money goes to state staff rather than for land purchases for
public access

e  Need more state parks
e  No more state parks

¢  Get County public works maps of street ends right of way that should be
public access

e  Preserve, identify and sign all street ends right of way for public access —
adjacent property owners chase off users

e  Kelly’s Resort visitors trespass on private property
e Where does private ownership end and PUD/DNR ownership begin?
e  More parks equals more boats, more wildlife damage

e Would like trail from 25 Mile Creek state park to Box [canyon or creek?]

2. How do you feel about your level of waterfront access, both visual and physical?

¢  Not enough access in summertime

e  More high rises blocking views, e.g., Lakehouse, Campbell’s

e  Need view corridors — Coeur d’Alene, Idaho is a good example
¢  Need more sandy beaches — lawns are soggy, goose poop

e Beaches lost with PUD control

e  Visual impacts of erosion — need flexibility to repair, fill waterward of ordinary
high water mark

. Excellent
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e No vehicle pull off to view lake between Chelan and Manson — need
viewpoint signage

3. Are there areas that need public access (that currently don’t have any)?

e  Every place needs more

e  Don’t force private owners to provide [public access]

e  Possible purchase of private property to add parks

¢  Community waterfront areas work well - guidelines for hillside developments
e  Need a trail along the gorge, all the way to Chelan Falls

e  Access needed both sides of lake

e  Public access uplake of 25 Mile Creek

e  Non-boating access for hiking, biking, horseback riding

e  Antilon Lake — need hiking opportunities

e  Identify existing public access sites — street ends, right of way, etc.
e More parks for non-boat users

e  More boat access (docks, buoys) uplake from 25 Mile Creek
SHORELINE USE AND DEVELOPMENT

1. Are there adequate areas for residential, business, recreation, public access,
habitat, open space and agriculture? What is there too much or too little of?
¢  Enough residential and business
¢  Not enough commercial
e Need to get barge access on Lake Chelan
e  Enough agriculture and irrigation
e  Agriculture zone on water is no longer available
e  Small lot residential okay if can meet engineering/architecture [standards]
e  Lack of restaurants — outside urban area
. More commercial (gas refueling stations, retail, etc.) outside urban area
e  Need restaurant on shoreline
e  Limited public access

e  More residential - large parcels to be developed
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2. Are there current community shoreline uses that you feel aren’t appropriate? Why?

e  Loud water crafts

¢  Too many fast boats — wakes

. Gas tanks, marinas

e  More septic

e  No, [shoreline uses] overprotected — uses are okay

e Above Kelly’s Resort — vacant now, proposed for residential, marina and boat
slips — natural and beautiful as is, proposed for homes

. Concerns about residential development, e.g., across from 25 Mile Creek

e  Concerns about water quality, aesthetics — appalling development, particularly
steep slopes

e  Twisted Pearl —boat rented for parties

e  Too many private marinas, too many parked boats, affect public enjoyment
e  Junk cars around Mason Lakes

e  Hydro races

e  Howe Sound dock falling down

e Lady of the Lake causes waves

3. What other developments would you like to see on the shoreline? Where?

e  Kayak areas — non motorized water trails/pathways

e  Destination boating stops

. Parks, commercial areas, restaurant

. Hiking, walking along water

e  Restaurants plus other water related uses like Campbell’s
e  Need more boat rental and dock spaces

e  Dog friendly access

e  Need access, right of way

. More non-motorized use and development — kayak, bike, etc.
e Buoy line for swimmers — requires education

e  Hiking, biking trail

. Commercial, e.g., White Rock, British Columbia
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Open up street ends or combine to make single large park
Safe pedestrian walkway along water with connectivity to downtown shops

Better access uplake (besides Lady of the Lake) for non-boat owners — maybe a
shuttle

Designated dog park access via Marymoor

Sandy beaches, shallow water access (without walls at lakeside)
More developed parks at Wapato, Dry and Roses Lake

Trails along Chelan Gorge

Problems with lake erosion at steep bluff in Manson — could be good site for
shops, other waterfront development

Need view corridors — need incentives and regulations for view corridor
Improve signage for public access/street ends
Fields Point Landing — now blocked for launching

Like to walk beaches when water is low

Are there areas of your community shorelines that you feel are suitable for high-

intensity development?

Flexibility — CUPs for commercial, water oriented uses — possibility for change-
taker

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
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1.

Does your community have natural areas that you feel should be preserved or
protected?

Lake Chelan already 3/4 protected — enough protection

Columbia River docks and banks — concerned about private use, not
protection

No concerned about it

Some [areas] are ugly, but green up — should have to replant west of Manson
I don’t care, it doesn’t bother me

[Preservation] has locked up so much of the state

Already afforded degree of protection — programs already in place

Concern about access on Upper Stehekin Valley Road
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2. How can these areas best be protected? (Volunteer actions, regulations, purchase)

Should continue to be protected under existing [regulations], but don’t add
more protections

Historical wetlands already degraded
Storm water management
Govern/ruled that development does not affect lake quality

Too much - a lot better 30 to 40 years ago

3. Are you aware of any degraded areas that you feel should be restored? Who
should be responsible for shoreline restoration?

Some eroded banks — responsibility depends on ownership
Want flexibility to encroach slope — beach building

Whoever is at fault pays, but if area-wide and County/state wants it corrected,
they should take care of it

Storm drain overflow pulling sediment into lake, causing erosion (South
Harris Avenue in Manson)

All sediment and pollutants going into lake

Downtown Manson near fire station — old swimming hole, not the new park
Area across from Fields Point and 25 Mile Creek

County ruined shoreline by improving highway — County should restore
Erosion protection in developed area is the County’s responsibility

Water reclamation and treatment in Manson

Storm water treatment — no follow through

Chelan Valley runoff from fires (lake wide)

Mitigation banking — fee in lieu

Residential development across from Kelly’s Resort — let them be, build a road

Clearing and grading around lake

4. When you imagine the future shoreline, what will it look like in terms of

environmental condition?

Problem with WDFW boat — putting in large woody debris, trying to bring in
fish that don’t belong — why?

Don’t want large woody debris sticking out
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Want waterline to be attractive, no brush

Columbia River — would like to see milfoil program

Put regulation into County hands

Want to know why dock regulations and mitigation exist
No large woody debris historically

More local control

Would like to see shoreline study stay as is — natural — particularly top 30 miles
[of lake] — concerns that there are private holdings there, but would prefer to
have it remain public
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