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Regional Shoreline Master Program Update  

Regional Working Group 

February 2, 2015 

Meeting Summary 
 
Location: Training Room, Walla Walla County Public Health and Legislative Building,  

314 West Main, 2
nd

 floor, Walla Walla, WA  
 
Regional Working Group 

Attendees: Larry Bayman – City of Walla Walla Planning Commission 
Sheryl Cox – Property Owner  
Larry Hooker – Conservation District 
Steve Martin – Snake River Recovery Board 
Jacob McCann – Department of Natural Resources 
Bruce McCaw – Walla Walla County Planning Commission, alternate 
Tom Schirm – Washington State Department of Fish and Wildlife 
 

Absent:  Mike Buckley – Property Owner 
Brian Burns – Tri-State Steelheaders 

 Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla Indian Reservation [Vacant] 
Mark Grandstaff – Washington State Department of Fish and Wildlife 
Greater Walla Walla Chamber of Commerce [Vacant] 
Jim Kuntz – Port of Walla Walla 

  Brent Potts – City of Prescott Planning Commission 
Don Schwerin – Citizens for Good Governance 
Jaime Short – Washington State Department of Ecology 
Mark Wagoner – Gardena Irrigation District 

 
Regional Shoreline Master Program Update Project Management Team:  

  Bill Stalzer – Project Team Leader 
Elizabeth Chamberlain – City of Walla Walla Representative 

 
Consultant:  Dan Nickel – The Watershed Company 
  
City/County Staff:   Tom Glover, Walla Walla County Community Development Department 

Lauren Prentice, Walla Walla County Community Development Department 
 

One member of the general public was in attendance. 

 
The meeting started at 3:34 p.m. 
 
Bill Stalzer opened the meeting up for public comment; no comments were presented. 
 
Bill Stalzer then introduced the two newest members: Jacob McCann, Department of Natural Resources, 
and Larry Hooker, Walla Walla County Conservation District.   
 
Mr. Stalzer went over the new proposed rural residential designation.  Discussion ensued about the “no 
net loss” requirement and how much public access would be required on private lands.  Mr. Stalzer 
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suggested that the members look at the SMP handbook, which is on the Ecology website and provides 
information about “no net loss” and other required elements of the SMP.  The baseline for “no net loss” 
determinations was set with the Inventory and Characterization Report, which has been completed and 
is available online at the project website.  
 
There was a request for the draft SMP to show what policies were in the original plans and what was 
new.  Mr. Stalzer and Mr. Nickel stated that since much has changed in the WAC since the existing SMPs 
were adopted , many of the goals and policies in the updates are similar, but there are revisions to 
almost the entire documents. 
 
Dan Nickel led the members in a discussion of Chapter 5.  At some point there will need to be a closer 
look at each jurisdictions’ floodplain development standards.  Discussion ensured on the following 
topics: 

 The cost for qualified professionals to prepare studies with members expressing differing views 
on the topic.  It was pointed out that if potential impacts from development are not sufficiently 
studied, there may be costs to upstream or downstream property owners. 

 The need for increased protection of agricultural uses 
 
Bill Stalzer asked Jacob McCann to provide an introduction to the DNR Aquatics Program.  DNR is 
involved in shorelines issues as a landowner; their role is proprietary not regulatory. 
 
Dan Nickel led the members in a discussion of Chapter 6.  The main topics discussed were: 

 Fish propagation by private users (e.g. spring chinook) 

 Public boat launches on private property.  This will be encouraged in the future as part of the 
new spring chinook fishery. 

 Boat launches in the Natural environment designation   

 The distinction between repair (which is exempt) and replacement (which requires approval).   

 Discussion regarding whether Chapters 6 and 7 should be combined, so that there is no 
separation of “uses” and “modifications”.  The consensus was that they should be and 
everything should be listed alphabetically, so that the list of policies mirrors the matrices. 

 
Mr. Stalzer opened the meeting up for public comment; no comments were submitted.   
 
The meeting ended at 6:30 p.m. 


