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INTRODUCTION
The King County Department of Natural Resources and Parks, Water and Land Resources
Division (WLRD), as the Lead Agency under the State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA), is
preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) to document any likely adverse or beneficial
impacts from the Pacific Right Bank Flood Protection Project. The project will substantially
reduce the potential for White River flooding in the city of Pacific and improve environmental
conditions along this portion of the White River. The project will replace temporary HESCO flood
barriers with a permanent structure. The project will consider the relatively high rate of ongoing
sediment deposition in the river channel. The EIS will describe any significant adverse impacts or
beneficial effects of the project and discuss any mitigation that would be proposed. As the first
step in the EIS process, WLRD conducted a scoping process in compliance with SEPA to provide
the public, tribes, and regulatory agencies opportunity to comment on the proposed project, the
issues of environmental concern, and how the EIS should address those issues. This document
summarizes the comments received and describes the process for considering the scoping
comments as the alternatives are developed for the preparation of the Draft EIS.

THE SCOPING PROCESS
The County issued a SEPA Determination of Significance/Scoping Notice on March 12, 2018, and
followed legal notice requirements by advertising the Notice in the Seattle Times and the
Auburn Reporter, and posting the information with the Washington State Department of
Ecology SEPA Register.
As required under SEPA, the Draft EIS will compare a reasonable set of alternatives to a “noaction alternative” and will describe: the affected environment for the alternatives; probable
significant adverse impacts; mitigation measures that could be used to reduce significant
impacts; and any significant adverse impacts that cannot be mitigated. The Determination of
Significance/Scoping Notice requested public and agency comments on the proposed content
of the EIS.
The SEPA Scoping Period began on March 12 and ended on April 13, 2018. Written comments
could be submitted online, via US mail, via email, by comment card dropped off at Pacific City
Hall, or by submitting a comment form in person at the scoping meeting.
A scoping meeting was held on March 27. Approximately 40 people attended, and some
attendees provided verbal comments to County staff or the County’s consultant team members.
The County received 13 comment forms, five letters, four emails, and three online comment
form submittals. County staff and its consultants also received input from conversations with
community members during the comment period at other public venues. WLRD has reviewed all
of the comments received.
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In addition to the formal SEPA scoping period, King County conducted outreach before and
during scoping to obtain input on the project. Those efforts included stakeholder interviews,
meetings with interested residents, a discussion at the Senior Center, a discussion at a joint
meeting of the City of Pacific Planning Commission and Parks Board, three tabling events in the
community, doorbelling at residences next to the project area, and a meeting with the
Muckleshoot Indian Tribe, the Puyallup Tribe of Indians, and the Washington State Department
of Fish and Wildlife. Comments from early outreach are incorporated into this report.

PROPOSED ACTION AND ELEMENTS OF THE ENVIRONMENT
Proposed Action
The Determination of Significance/Scoping Notice proposed to design and construct a flood
protection project to substantially reduce the potential for White River flooding in the city of
Pacific and to improve environmental conditions along this portion of the White River. The
project will replace temporary HESCO flood barriers with permanent flood protection. The
County will evaluate and compare up to four alternative configurations for the flood protection
project within the Draft EIS including a no-action alternative.

Elements of the Environment
WLRD’s Determination of Significance/Scoping Notice stated its intent to evaluate the following
elements of the environment in the Draft EIS: geology and soils; air; water; wetlands; vegetation,
fish, and wildlife; environmental health; noise; land and shoreline use; aesthetics, light and glare;
historic and cultural resources; transportation; housing; and public services and utilities.

SCOPING COMMENTS
Comments and questions received through the scoping process can be broadly organized by EIS
Elements of the Environment. Some comments were mentioned more frequently than others
and are included at the beginning of the list. They are summarized below and attached as
Appendix A.

Frequently Mentioned
•

Build the project and remove the HESCOs as soon as possible.

•

Requests to preserve and improve the recreational resources provided by Pacific City
Park.

•

Requests for coordinated planning with Auburn, Pacific, Sumner, and Pierce County.
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•

Suggestions that the EIS study impacts both upstream and downstream of the project
area.

•

Technical suggestions for EIS analyses on economic costs, salmon habitat, sediment
deposition, and wetlands.

•

Preference for dredging to be used instead of a levee.

•

Suggestions to raise Third Avenue Southeast/Third Place Southeast and incorporate into
a setback levee.

•

Desire for a multi-use trail to be included as part of the project.

•

Desire for a dog park in the White River Estates area.

•

Concerns regarding the homeless population in the project area.

•

Concerns about garbage, crime, drug use, illegal camping, and public safety in the
project area.

•

Concerns about delays in beginning the project and how long the project will take to be
completed.

•

General questions regarding what kind of flood protection is proposed and where it will
be located.

•

Positive feedback on the Left Bank Countyline project.

Recreation
•

The County should keep in mind how much the Pacific community loves and uses Pacific
City Park when designing the project.

•

Pacific City Park is the City’s only large park. The City relies on it to meet Growth
Management Act concurrency requirements.

•

Current park uses include hosting summer events, playing sports, barbecuing in picnic
shelters in the park, accessing the river, and enjoying nature.

•

The park is one of only a few public access points to the river within the city.

•

The grass in the park close to the river is spongy and not suitable for most recreation.

•

The park is currently closed during flood season.

•

As part of the project, consider including a dog park in the White River Estates area.
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•

As part of the project consider including a trail along the river that is connected to the
park, a multi-purpose trail on top of a levee that connects the park to the Interurban Trail
and the trail by Auburn Riverside High School, other bike route connections between the
Interurban Trail and other local and regional bike trails.

•

Maintain as much functionality in the park as possible, including reducing the duration of
park closures and permitting use of the park during most of the wet season.

•

The project should provide visibility into the park when it is closed to help deter
vandalism and improve public safety. This could be achieved by elevating Third Avenue
Southeast by the park. Currently the HESCOs restrict visibility into the park and promote
illegal activities.

•

The shelter in the park has been damaged by fires. In addition, fire trucks cannot access
the park when the HESCOs are up.

•

When the HESCOs are opened at the park entrance/exit, the number of people in the
park who are homeless declines significantly.

•

The park cannot be rented out for parties, picnics, and celebrations when it is closed, so
the City of Pacific is losing revenue compared to before the 2009 flood event.

•

If part or all of the park land is not usable as a park due to the project, the City of Pacific
should be reimbursed $30,000 for the play structure that cannot be disassembled and
moved.

•

One person thought that the park should be returned to City ownership (when actually
the City leases the park from King County).

•

The park should be relocated to a more suitable and sustainable alternative site. One
option could be the church property across from the park.

Geology and Soils
•

The EIS should study whether construction activities like pile driving will move the
ground and impact ground water, utilities, and homes and other buildings.

•

The contents of the old dumpsite and how to safely handle waste during construction
should be studied.

•

Could the project move material from the former dump into Third Avenue
Southeast/Third Place Southeast, raising it?

•

The ground in and around the project area has become increasingly soggy in recent
years.
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Aesthetics, Light, and Glare
•

Additional street lights should be considered as part of the project.

•

Design the project to have a park setting that is inviting to potential buyers of area
homes.

•

Currently the HESCOs restrict aesthetically pleasing views of the river and of the park.

•

In White River Estates, remove the cul-de-sac where the homes were torn down by the
County, remove the concrete blocks that block the cul-de-sac, and move the pump that
is in the street to a permanent location.

•

Improve the aesthetic appearance of the pump in Government Canal.

•

Third Place Southeast is unattractive; cars are parked along the street and full of garbage.

•

Project design should take visibility and crime prevention into consideration. Police
should be able to see into the project area from the street. There should be lighting to
deter crime, both in the park and in the area adjacent to White River Estates.

Water
•

The EIS should thoroughly study flooding impacts of the proposal and the alternatives,
including on the Butte Avenue properties.

•

Parts of the existing flood control facilities in the project area could be either softened
through expansion or feathered in to a more fluid and sustainable flow path.

•

Remove as much as possible of the concrete revetment to allow for the establishment of
a Riparian Management Zone.

•

The EIS should include alternatives for removal of existing flood control facilities (levee
and revetment) and removal of existing fill (including dump material), to restore lateral
migration of the White River at least within its historical channel migration zone.

•

The river should be fully restored back to a natural state.

•

The EIS should evaluate stage-discharge relationships for the White River upstream and
downstream of the project area for existing and future conditions.

•

The EIS should report the variability of sediment deposition among alternatives, analyze
and compare expected durations of service level, and identify feasible options and
estimated cost to restore service level when exceeded.
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•

Most of the sediment in the project area is coming from an area upstream on reserve
land where a levee breached and eroded.

•

There are lots of log jams in the river. The project should be designed to catch logs and
keep them clear of the main river channel when it floods.

•

The Eighth Street Bridge is a choke point for debris. The EIS should consider how this
affects flooding.

•

What happens when the right bank and left bank levees fill up with sediment?

•

The White River water backs up into Government Canal and this impacts residential
properties and the White River Estates stormwater infrastructure.

•

Government Canal and other tributaries should be treated as fish-bearing watercourses.

•

Will Government Canal be included in or influenced by the project?

•

Local flooding is caused by groundwater levels rising, not just river water.

•

The HESCO flood barrier is heavy and is causing the ground to sink, which is blocking
water from flowing to the river and causing wet areas outside the HESCOs.

•

USACE is doing a much better job controlling Mud Mountain Dam than in 2009, and
their improved practices are doing a lot to reduce flood risk.

Wetlands
•

The EIS should address impacts to wetlands and water quality within the White River.
This includes a description of existing conditions, regulatory requirements, temporary
construction and permanent wetland impacts, and mitigating measures.

•

There is a large wetland on the west side of the river by the project area that used to be
dry ground a long time ago, which began to change when beavers dammed a ditch.

Vegetation, Fish and Wildlife
•

Maximize the habitat available to salmonids while designing this project, including
reconnecting as many acres of floodplain as possible.

•

The White River Basin supports treaty-protected fisheries resources that have cultural
and economic importance to the Muckleshoot Indian Tribe.

•

Historically, much of the project area was part of the White River channel migration zone.
Filling and dumping activities have converted extensive portions of the project area from
September 2018
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channel to floodplain, negatively impacting salmon habitat. Flood control facilities (levee
and revetment) along the right bank of the project site have also impacted salmon
habitat.

•

The EIS should evaluate the salmon habitat expected to result from each alternative,
including the type, area, and inundation frequency.

•

The EIS should evaluate the habitat benefits of using porous wood structures that are
ballasted without rock, for alternatives where rock or rock-ballasted structures are
considered.

•

The EIS should discuss the potential for any new facilities to become federal facilities, or
to be enrolled in the Corps’ PL 84-99 flood inspection and rehabilitation program, given
that the Corps’ standards for levee vegetation maintenance restrict or prohibit riparian
vegetation important for habitat.

•

There is disagreement with the method used to classify the stream type of Government
Canal and the County should reevaluate it when conducting the delineation in 2018.

•

Community members are interested in wildlife in the project area including watching
birds and beavers.

•

There used to be more wildlife in the project area including possums, frogs, birds, and
raccoons.

•

People who are homeless are trapping and eating beavers, possums, raccoons, and
fishing for salmon in the project area.

Land and Shoreline Use
•

The project should not have indirect or cumulative river migration effects on land use
and development for upstream properties in the city of Auburn.

Public Services and Utilities
•

It is important for the City of Pacific to have continued access to City infrastructure in the
project site for maintenance and operations.

•

The City of Pacific’s pump station needs to be sized correctly.
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Transportation
•

Construction traffic should be managed so that it does not affect access to New Hope
Lutheran Church, which is visited by community members during the week as well as on
weekends.

•

Please coordinate trail/sidewalk connectivity aspects of this project with the City of
Auburn’s Transportation Group.

•

The project should include a paved multi-use trail on top of a levee, similar to the Green
River Trail in Kent and Tukwila.

•

There are four bicycle and pedestrian trails that approach the project area but are not
connected: the Interurban Trail, the side path/trail that runs along the west side of
C Street Southwest and part of Skinner Road south of Ellingson Road, the White River
Trail in Auburn, and the Sumner Link Trail in Pierce County. In addition, Third Avenue
Southeast in Pacific has bicycle lanes running from the intersection with the Interurban
Trail east to Pacific City Park. A trail atop a levee and other facilities that fix gaps in
connectivity between these transportation facilities are needed.

•

A trail connection could also reduce the danger of crossing over the BNSF tracks, where
two children were killed a few years ago.

•

To connect the White River Trail to the project area it would be necessary to cross the
East Valley Highway, the BNSF tracks, and the White River. One possible solution would
be a trail passing under the tracks south of the river and a footbridge across the river.

•

Problems with the roads, sidewalks and driveways in White River Estates include sink
holes due to ground subsidence and cracking due to sediment washing away.

•

What are the walls for that are being built along west side of railroad tracks south of river
crossing?

Housing
•

The County should consider buying more homes and returning these properties to
wetlands for flood risk reduction.

•

Property values and the ability for people to sell their homes have been dramatically
affected by past flooding, the HESCOs, and the park closures.

•

Habitat For Humanity is building homes near the park. They have been vandalized and
burned to access and steal tools.
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•

There is a concern that one house along Third Place Southeast is home to squatters who
commit crime and leave garbage in the area.

•

There has been an increase in crime in White River Estates since the County purchased
and tore down homes in the neighborhood after the 2009 flooding. This created an entry
point into the neighborhood and is very dark at night.

•

Some White River Estates residents do not go to the river anymore because they are
afraid of drug paraphernalia.

•

There are many people who are homeless staying in the woods near the river.

•

The river is a place of solace and a home for some of the local homeless population, as
they do not have another home to go to.

Environmental Health
•

Every spring when the HESCOs are opened there is a massive clean-up effort in the park
to remove trash and human waste. People who are homeless are also defecating in the
yards of homeowners surrounding the park.

•

The amount of garbage between the HESCOs in White River Estates and the river is
increasing.

•

There is a problem with people changing oil on the vacant lots in White River Estates,
and concern that the oil is being pumped into the river.

Noise
•

Ways to limit noise during construction should be considered.

•

The current City pump station is very noisy. What will happen to the pump station with
this project?

Historic and Cultural Resources
•

Cultural resources should be considered, including the historic Pacific City Landfill and
whether it is eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places. Landfills
provide a unique opportunity to learn about community history. Consider providing
interpretive displays and interactive exhibits about the landfill at the project site.

Other
•

The project could have significant adverse impacts on the Butte Avenue properties.
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•

The description of the proposal should be broadened to consider solutions including
non-permanent structures or a combination of permanent and non-permanent
structures. It should also be changed to not limit the number of alternatives considered.

•

The EIS area of analysis should extend upstream and downstream of the project area, to
include evaluation of flood risk, sediment transport, and species impacts to the
confluence with the Puyallup River.

•

The EIS should identify the design life planned for each alternative.

•

The EIS should estimate and compare costs to maintain each alternative during its
planned design life, including an economic comparison of long-term dredging vs. a
levee.

•

The EIS should specify plans for cooperation with Pierce County, the City of Pacific, and
the City of Sumner to integrate the project with the Butte Avenue Levee and Berm and
with other projects affecting flood control on the White River including the City of
Pacific’s Pump Station at Government Canal and the City of Sumner’s Stewart Bridge
replacement and Pacific Point Bar projects.

•

The EIS should include a cumulative impacts analysis considering other existing or
planned flood risk reduction and habitat improvement projects along the White River,
including the City of Sumner’s plans for river mile (RM) 4.9 to RM 1.8 and any Pierce
County projects.

•

King County should evaluate other means to manage sediment between RM 6.0 and
RM 1.8 and to address flooding and sediment issues facing King and Pierce Counties.
This could include projects further upstream designed to reduce sediment volume.

•

King County should coordinate closely with Pierce County on flood protection planning
for this area to ensure there are no gaps.

•

The City of Sumner would like to be consulted in the County’s plans to meet federal
requirements for the project.

•

The City of Auburn would like to be updated on the project prior to Draft EIS publication,
including the results of hydrogeologic analysis and potential impacts to Auburn over the
next 30 years.

•

Dredging the river is likely a cost-effective and efficient alternative to building a levee. It
is possible to get a permit for dredging, though challenging. Dredging could go on
indefinitely whereas a levee will eventually fill up with sediment. The cost of dredging
could be offset by selling the removed sediment.

•

The gravel bars in the river could be dredged in the summer when flows are low and fish
are not in the river.
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•

This area of the river is wide enough that dredging could be done without impacting
salmon.

•

Third Avenue Southeast and Butte Avenue Southeast should be elevated and those
roads should act as the levee. Both roads need upgrades and all parties would benefit
from a combined project. As part of this project, all the properties on the south side of
Third Avenue Southeast from Skinner Avenue to the park should be condemned.

•

The narrow part of Third Avenue Southeast near the eastern end of the park should be
raised so that it does not flood so often.

•

A levee should be built along the existing shoreline.

•

A levee should be built as far away from the shoreline as possible.

•

There is a need for a better system to warn people about floods and to notify them of
releases from Mud Mountain Dam.

•

There is confusion over flood insurance needs versus requirements among residents in
and around the project area.

•

Some White River Estates residents were advised in the past that they were not required
to have flood insurance. Some of these people canceled their flood insurance and were
then flooded in 2009.

•

Flood insurance is a large expense for many people in the project area; some cannot
afford it or choose not to purchase it.

•

Some residents feel that salmon are considered more important than people, because
rules to protect salmon habitat prevent river dredging.

•

Some residents feel local governments were not fast enough to respond during the 2009
flooding.

•

Recycled materials should be considered for project construction.

•

A good location for a levee could be the service road in the park along the river.

•

The levee should be built as far back from the river as possible.

•

A levee could be built by raising Third Avenue Southeast/Third Place Southeast.

•

Dredging should be considered as a project alternative.

•

Do we need a flood risk reduction project in Pacific, now that the Left Bank Countyline
project is complete? What other options are there?
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•

Many people in the local homeless population battle depression on a daily basis.

•

Government Canal is not being maintained.

•

Public funds should be used as efficiently as possible; they should be spent on things
that are truly needed and not on beautification.

•

The EIS needs to evaluate interdependent impacts.

•

Through the SEPA process, the EIS should coordinately closely with the City of Pacific
pump station project.

•

Some people feel this project is a bad idea, but that King County will build whatever they
want.

•

Now that the Left Bank Countyline project is complete, can the top row of HESCOs be
removed before the Right Bank project is constructed?
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NEXT STEPS
The County has reviewed all of the scoping comments received about the proposed project and
is considering those comments in developing a range of alternatives to be analyzed in the Draft
EIS.
The County will develop a range of alternatives, evaluate potential impacts from the project on
the elements of the environment, and prepare the Draft EIS for the proposed project. The Draft
EIS will also include a discussion of cumulative impacts, which are impacts that would result
from the incremental addition of the proposed action to the impacts from past, present, and
reasonably foreseeable actions.
The Draft EIS, anticipated to be published in 2020, will be available for public review. Following
publication of the Draft EIS, a 30‐day comment period will begin, during which time agencies,
affected tribes, and the public will have an opportunity to comment on the content of the
document. At least one public hearing will be held during that comment period. Notice of the
public hearing and the public comment period will be posted in the Seattle Times and the
Auburn Reporter and will be sent directly to all parties who submitted scoping comments, all
agencies with jurisdiction, and those who have asked to receive notices about the project.
Notice will also be posted on the Department’s website at: <kingcounty.gov/pacific-right-bank>.
After the Draft EIS comment period, the County will prepare the Final EIS, which will include a
selected preferred alternative.
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APPENDIX A
Scoping Comments

List of Comments Received
Comment Type
Comment Form
Comment Form
Comment Form
Comment Form
Comment Form
Comment Form
Comment Form
Comment Form
Comment Form
Scoping Meeting Oral Comments
Comment Letter
Scoping Letter
Scoping Letter
Scoping Letter
Scoping Letter
Comments via E‐mail
Comments via E‐mail
Comments via E‐mail
Comments via E‐mail
Comments via E‐mail
On‐line Comments
On‐line Comments
Oral Comment
Oral Comment
Oral Comments
Oral Comments
Oral Comments
Oral Comments
Notes
Oral Comments
Oral Comments

Commentor Name
Unknown x 5
Barker
Mayor Guier
Nadine Pavlov
Mel Roberts
Unknown
John Neller
CJ Knotts
Sharon Flannery
Scoping Meeting Attendees Comments captured by staff
Russ Ladley, Puyallup & Chambers Watersheds Salmon
Recovery Lead Entity; e‐mail attachment
Muckleshoot Indian Tribe
Butte Ave Properties LLC – William Lynn/Sloan Clack/
Eric Corliss – Gordon Thomas Honeywell
City of Sumner – Mike Dahlem
City of Pacific – Jim Morgan
Puyallup Tribe of Indians
WDFW – Larry Fisher
City of Auburn – Steve Sturza
John Neller
John Neller
Doug Gresham – DOE SEA Program
Unclaimed and James Kave
John Neller
Lori Mandott
Mayor Guier and Key Staff
Jeanne Fancher
Pacific Residents
Rev Mark Gause
Notes from Rev Gause on Homeless
Senior Center Lunch and Learn
Food Bank Tabling

1

VIA
Comment Box
Comment Box
Comment Box
Comment Box
Comment Box
Comment Box
Scoping Meeting
Scoping Meeting
e‐mail attachment
Scoping Meeting

Date Rec'd
4/16/2018
4/16/2018
4/16/2018
4/16/2018
4/16/2018
4/16/2018
3/27/2018
3/27/2018
3/24/2018
3/27/2018
3/21/2018

e‐mail attachment
e‐mail attachment

4/12/2018
4/13/2018

e‐mail attachment and USPS hardcopy
e‐mail attachment
e‐mail body
e‐mail body
e‐mail body
e‐mail body
e‐mail body
King County Connects
King County Connects
Phone
Phone
Notes from early outreach interview
Notes from early outreach interview
Notes from early outreach interview
Notes from early outreach interview
pdf provided in‐person
in person
in‐person

4/12/2018
4/12/2018
4/12/2018
4/12/2018
4/11/2018
3/29/2018
4/2/2018
4/12/2019
4/9/2018
3/22/2018
4/13/2018
1/30/2018
2/1/2018
2/7/2018
2/7/2018
3/13/2018
2/26/2018
3/13/2018

List of Comments Received
Comment Type
Oral Comments
Oral Comments
Oral Comments
Oral Comments

Commentor Name
Bingo Night
Joint Meeting Parks Board/Planning Commission
Doorbelling – Park View Apts/Megans Court Apts
Tabling Library/ESOL and Doorbelling‐ 3rd Pl SE

2

VIA
in‐person
in‐person
in‐person
in‐person

Date Rec'd
2/20/2018
2/27/2018
4/5/2018
3/21 & 3/12
respectively
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King County and the King County Flood Control District invite your comments on the
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The information below is optional but will enable us to give you updates about the project.
Name

Address
Email:
Phone Number:
To find out more about the project, please visit the project webpage at kingcounty.gov/pacific-right-bank.
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King County and the King County Flood Control District invite your comments on the
Pacific Right Bank Flood Protection Project. Your input is important to us.
Please drop off this form after the meeting; mail to King County, Attn: Jeanne Stypula, 201
fackson St, Suite 600, Seattle, WA 98t04; e-mail your comments to f eanne Stypula at
nt o nlin e at kingcounty.gov/pacific-right-bank.
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Thank you for your comments!
The information below is optional but will enable us to give you updates about the project.
Name:

Address:
Email:
Phone Number:
To find out more about the project please visit the project webpage at kingcounty.gov /pacific-right-bank.
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Thank you for your comments!
The information below is optional but will enable us to give you updates about the project.
Name:

Address:
Email
Phone Number:
To find out more about the projec! please visit the project webpage at kingcounty.gov/pacific-right-bank.
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King County and the King County Flood Control District invite your comments on the
Pacific Right Bank Flood Protection Project. Your input is important to us.
Please drop off this form after the meeting; mail to King County, Attn: feanne Stypula, 201
fackson St, Suite 600, Seattle, WA 98104; e-mail your comments to feanne Stypula at
i eanne.stvnula@kinscountv. sov,
comment o nlin e at kingco unty. gov/pacifi c- ri ght-bank.
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Thank you for your comments!
The information below is optional but will enable us to give you updates about the project.
Name:

Address:

Email
Phone Number
To find out more about the projec! please visit the project webpage at kingcounty.gov/pacific-right-bank.
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King County and the King County Flood Control District invite your comments on the
Pacific Right Bank Flood Protection Project. Your input is important to us.
Please drop off this form after the meeting; mail to King County, Attn: Jeanne Stypula, 201 S.
Jackson St, Suite 600, Seattle, WA 98104; e-mail your comments to Jeanne Stypula at
jeanne.stypula@kingcounty.gov, or comment online at kingcounty.gov/pacific-right-bank.
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Thank you for your comments!
The information below is optional but will enable us to give you updates about the project.
qP11r< r,-t-R... cJv-.,, he...,
Name: _________________________
Address:,
Email:
Phone Number: ------------------ - 1

To find out more about the project, please visit the project webpage at kingcounty.gov/pacific-right-bank.
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King County and the King County Flood Control District invite your comments on the
Pacific Right Bank Flood Protection Project. Your input is important to us.
Please drop off this form after the meeting; mail to King County, Attn: Jeanne Stypula, 201 S.
Jackson St, Suite 600, Seattle, WA 98104; e�mail your comments to Jeanne Stypula at
jeanne.stypula@kingcounty.gov, or comment online at kingcounty.gov/pacific-right-bank.
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Thank you for your comments!
The information below is optional but will enable us to give you updates about the project.
Name: {_Q::v;,-,11LAddress:
Email:
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Phone Number:
To find out more about the project, please visit the project webpage at kingcounty.gov/pacific-right-bank.
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PUBLIC COMMENT SHEET

King County and the King County Flood Control District invite your comments on the
Pacific Right Bank Flood Protection Project. Your input is important to us.
Please drop off this form after the meeting; mail to King County, Attn: Jeanne Stypula, 201 S.
Jackson St, Suite 600, Seattle, WA 98104; e-mail your comments to Jeanne Stypula at
jeanne.stypula@kingcounty.gov, or comment online at kingcounty.gov/pacific-right-bank.
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Email:
Phone Number:

To find out more about the project, please visit the project webpage at kingcounty.gov/pacific-right-bank.
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King County and the King County Flood Control District invite your comments on the
Pacific Right Bank Flood Protection Project. Your input is important to us.

Please drop off this form after the meeting; mail to King County, Attn: Jeanne Stypula, 201 S.
Jackson St, Suite 600, Seattle, WA 98104; e-mail your comments to Jeanne Stypula at
jeanne.stypula@k.ingcounty.gov, or comment online at kingcounty.gov/pacific-right-bank.
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King County and the King County Flood Control District invite your comments on the
Pacific Right Bank Flood Protection Project. Your input is important to us.
Please drop off this form after the meeting; mail to King County, Attn: feanne Stypula, 201 S
Jackson St, Suite 600, Seattle, WA 98104; e-mail your comments to Jeanne Stypula at
jeanne.stypula@kingcounty.gov. or comment online at kingcounty.gov/pacific-right-bank.
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Thank you for your comments!
The information below is optional but will enable us to give you updates about the project.
Name

Address

Email
Phone Number:
To find out more about the projec! please visit the project webpage at kingcounty.gov/pacific-right-bank.
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King County and the King Councy Flood Control District invite your comments on the
Pacific Right Bank Flood Protection Project. Your input is important to us.

Please drop off this form after the r1eeting; mail to King County, Attn: Jeanne Stypula, 201 S.
Jackson St, Suite 600, Seattle, WA '98104; e-mail your comments to Jeanne Stypula at
jeanne.stypula@kingcbunty.gov. or comment online at kingcounty.gov/pacific-right-bank.

Thank you for your comments!
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To find out more about the project, please visit the project webpage at kingcounty.gov /pacific-right-bank.
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King County and the King Count, Flood Control District invite your comments on the
Pacific Right Bank Flood Protection Project. Your input is important to us.
Please drop off this form after the meeting; mail to King County, Attn: Jeanne Stypula, 201 S.
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Th I nk you for your comments!
The information below is optiona{but will enable us to give you updates about the project
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King County and the King County Flood Control District invite your comments on the
Pacific Right Bank Flood Protection Project. Your input is important to us.

Please drop off this form after the meeting; mail to King County, Attn: Jeanne Stypula, 201 S.
Jackson St, Suite 600, Seattle, WA 98104; e-mail your comments to Jeanne Stypula at
jeanne.st;ypula@kingcount;y.gov, or comment online at kingcounty.gov /pacific-right-bank.
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Scoping Meeting Staff Notes
Pacific Right Bank Flood Protection Project
Overview: King County held a Scoping Meeting for the Pacific Right Bank Flood Protection
Project Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on March 27, 2018. The meeting format was an
open house with a short presentation. Approximately 40 community members attended.
Project team members who staffed the open house provided the following notes from
discussions with participants.
Chris Brummer, King County
•

The regional trail system is disconnected through Pacific. There should be a trail under
the BNSF and A St. bridges that connects Pacific to Auburn’s trails. It would also reduce
the danger of crossing over the BNSF tracks, where two kids were killed a few years ago.

•

The project should include paved trails on the levee and along the river similar to what
is along the Green River.

•

The HESCO barriers reduce visibility into the park. This promotes illegal activities
(campers, drug use, littering, burglaries) and impacts the aesthetic view of the river and
natural setting. Third Avenue should be constructed on top of the new levee to improve
views into the park (or whatever that area turns into).

•

Now that the left bank (Countyline) project is complete, can the top row of the HESCOs
in the park be removed (before the PRB project is constructed)?

•

The gravel bars in the river could be dredged in the summer when flows are low and fish
are not in the river.

Stephanie Shelton, King County
•

A resident who resides along Government Canal expressed interest in bird watching,
and shared an image of a red shouldered hawk taken on her property. She noted that
there used to be more wildlife in the area, including possums, frogs, birds, and raccoons,
which she used to enjoy.

•

A resident who rents property along Third Place SE has concerns regarding illegal
activities and dumping.

•

Two residents of Pacific expressed interest in birdwatching (they’ve watched juvenile
eagles in the project area along the river) and beavers.

•

One resident who lives near the Green River/Kent near the Teufel site shared an interest
in wildlife and eagle nesting.
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Lindsey Amtmann, Lindsey Amtmann LLC
•

Comments from Kate Hull-Pease (Chair of Park Board) and Ann Smith (President of
Pacific Partnerships, which runs Pacific Days).
o The park cannot be rented out when it is closed for parties, picnics, and
celebrations, so the City is losing revenue compared to before the flood.
o Every spring when the HESCOs are opened, there is a massive clean-up effort in
the park to remove not only trash but human waste.
o Homeless individuals are also defecating in the yards of homeowners
surrounding the park.
o It was unclear if the park cleanup is a volunteer effort or if City staff are involved.
The yard cleanup is done by homeowners.
o There is property theft in the neighborhoods surrounding the park.
o Habitat For Humanity is building homes near the park. They have been
vandalized and burned to access and steal tools.
o The shelter in the park has been burned. Fire trucks cannot access the park when
the HESCOs are up.
o When the HESCOs are opened, the homeless population declines significantly.
This is attributed to the ability of the police to drive through the park and the
presence of park users.
o Homeless individuals are trapping and eating beaver, possum, raccoon, and
fishing for salmon (fishing is permitted only in October).
o There is discussion in the community about whether King County has at this time
decided on the location of the levee along the outer edge of the park boundary,
but is not disclosing this publicly.
o If part or all of the park land is not usable as a park, Kate would like the parks
board reimbursed $30K for the play structure that cannot be disassembled and
moved.
o The grass close to the river is spongy and not suitable for most recreation.
o Kate would like the park transferred to City ownership and is confident that the
City could provide adequate flood protection for its citizens.
o Kate and Ann would like to see trail connections established at both ends of the
park.
o Kate would like to see the levee built along the existing shoreline.

•

A long-term citizen sees dredging as a more effective long-term solution to flood control
than a levee. He stated that a levee will provide flood protection for only about
50 years, and then a new solution will be needed, but that continued dredging would
work indefinitely. He is aware of permitting issues, cost, and traffic impacts. He would
2

like to see a clear economic comparison of long-term dredging vs a levee, and have the
analysis go beyond the life of the proposed levee. He would like to know what the
options are for providing flood control when the levee is at the end of its life span.
•

A cyclist from Auburn showed on maps where it would be possible to connect
bike/pedestrian paths and create a linked network.

Mark Ewbank, Herrera
•

Numerous verbal comments about “why don’t you just dredge the river, that will work
as it always used to”

•

Several people I talked with had positive things to say about Countyline (left bank)
project – nice habitat to look at, like the ability to walk along the top of new setback
levee

•

One woman is interested in the walls being built along west side of railroad tracks south
of river crossing—what are those for?

•

An individual who bikes in the area and uses existing trails would like a public trail on
top of a setback levee and linkage to trail(s) on the east side of the railroad.

•

Prevalence of homeless people in the woods near the river

•

Large wetland on west side of the river amidst the right bank project site used to be dry
ground a long time ago, which began to change when beaver dammed a ditch

Ian Mostrenko, Herrera
•

General questions on what kind of flood protection was proposed (wall or levee) and
where it would be located and general questions on where the levee pictures on the
boards were taken.

•

Dredging: Concern that options other than dredging are being considered, what the
options would be when the project area fills up with sediment in the next few decades,
permit limitations, and difficulties associated with dredging.

•

Levee setback: Is the County considering building up Third Avenue to serve as a new
levee so that the road could be raised and improved as part of the levee work?

•

Sediment: An individual who is a fire and rescue river safety trainer and floats the White
River upstream of the Countyline project area expressed concerns over continuing
sediment deposition. He believes that increasing levels of sediment are coming down
the river, and that most of the sediment is coming from an area where the levee
breached and eroded upstream. He mentioned that it was an area on reserve land and
that the river was formerly straight but has eroded all the levee material and now
erodes banks bringing in all the sediment.

•

Restoration: A resident is very supportive of a “full restoration” of the river. He has fond
memories of salmon rich rivers and thinks it would be good for his neighborhood and
community to have it fully restored and back to a natural state.
3

Michael Spillane, Herrera
•

Concern over how long this project has taken to be initiated and how long
environmental process will take.

•

Discussion of size and operation of existing pump station and need to size correctly.
Discussed potential landfill work and design process.

•

Interest in the changes in the river due to Countyline project. Concern over run-down
abandoned/vacant homes and crime potential.

•

Belief that dredging is a more effective long-term solution to flood control than a levee.
Residents enjoy the trail along the river and walk it frequently observing beaver and
eagles.

Nate Larson, HDR
•

A Cascade Bicycle Club member who lives in Kent but cycles in this area feels very
strongly that key bicycle facility connections are missing, and such gaps should be
corrected in the course of this project. If a levee is part of the solution, it should include
a bicycle trail on top. Having the trail go under the railroad/A Street bridges along with
the river could be acceptable so long as the trail only floods a few days a year, not
weeks or months at a time.

•

A Third Avenue SE resident and longtime property owner would like to see the narrow
part of Third near the eastern end of the park raised so that it does not flood so often.

•

A gentleman from the church across Third north of the park is interested in making sure
construction traffic does not affect visitors to the church, not just on weekends but on
weekdays as well (staff and food bank users).

•

A resident who would like to see a dog park in the area suggested that the County
purchase the church property across Third to the north if the park is not able to be kept
open more than five months per year.

Marcia Wagoner, 3 Square Blocks
•

Two cyclists were interested in the potential for including a bike/pedestrian trail as part
of the project, potentially on top of the levee. They both noted the many trails in and
near the area that are missing some key links, so anything that can be included in the
project that could close a gap would be very valuable.

•

One individual was interested in if the Government Canal will be included or influenced
by this project.

•

In Pacific Park, noted the importance of the play structure, funded locally, and need for
replacement if it is lost.

•

Noted that a portion of the park along the river is too wet to use, even in summer

•

Referenced - on behalf of some of the homeless in the community - the river is their
place of solace and a home as they do have another home to go to.
4

Casey Bradfield, 3 Square Blocks
•

Trails: Two people stated they would like to see a multiuse trail built on the levee, one
that connects with existing local bike and trail networks.

•

Ground Water Flooding: Two people said their home has been flooded twice, and that
the issue is the ground water level rising, not river water. Every fall they start to worry
about whether they will be flooded again.

•

Park: A Park Board Member said we should save the park. He said City needs more park
space and this is the best space they have for hosting summer events, playing sports,
etc.

•

Dredging: Two people said the river should be dredged. They both understood the
challenges associated with getting a permit to dredge. One person pointed out that
despite these challenges USACE will issue permits, it is possible. He also commented
that the levee will eventually fill up with sediment and then dredging will be needed
anyway. He thought the river was wide enough in this location that dredging could be
done without disrupting salmon.

•

Mud Mountain Dam: One person closely monitors water levels in the river and releases
from Mud Mountain Dam. He feels USACE is doing a much better job controlling the
dam than in 2009, and their improved practices are doing a lot to reduce flood risk.

•

Levee Alignment: One person suggested building the levee on the road by the river, and
then building a new road on top of it. He thought the remaining homes on the east side
of Third Pl SE should be purchased to allow for levee construction.
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March 21, 2018
Jeanne Stypula
King County Department of Natural Resources and Parks (DNRP)
Water and Land Resources Division
201 S Jackson St Rm 600
Seattle, WA 98104-3855
RE: King County’s Pacific Right Bank Flood Protection Project
Dear Ms. Stypula:
The Puyallup & Chambers Watersheds Salmon Recovery Technical and Citizens Committees would like
to express our support for the Pacific Right Bank Flood Protection Project.
The Lead Entity Citizen’s and Technical Advisory Committees are responsible for prioritizing actions
needed to restore salmon habitat in WRIA’s 10 and 12; these priorities are described in the Salmon
Habitat Protection and Restoration Strategy - Puyallup/White and Chambers/Clover Watersheds, March
2012. As you are aware, floodplains provide very important off-channel rearing habitat for juvenile
salmonids, allowing them a place to forage and find refuge from the fast flowing mainstem rivers.
Salmonids that have access to floodplains have higher rates of growth and survival than those left to
rear in adjacent river habitats. Levee setback projects are one of the highest priority action types
described in our Salmon Habitat Protection and Restoration Strategy, and we encourage you to
maximize the habitat available to salmonids while designing this project.
The Citizen and Technical Committee members tracked the unfolding of the Lower White River
Countyline project, which we found to be very exciting. We are eager to see how the Pacific Right Bank
project progresses as well, and are hoping for successful reconnection of as many acres of floodplain
habitat as possible in this location.
Sincerely,

Russ Ladley, Citizen Advisory Committee Chair
Puyallup & Chambers Watersheds Salmon Recovery Lead Entity

MUCKLESHOOT INDIAN TRIBE
Fisheries Division
nd

39015 - 172

Avenue SE  Auburn, Washington 98092-9763

Phone: (253) 939-3311  Fax: (253) 931-0752

April 12, 2018

King County Water and Land Resources Division
Attn: Jeanne Stypula, P.E., Managing Engineer
201 S. Jackson Street, Suite 600
Seattle, Washington, 98104

RE:

EIS SCOPING FOR PACIFIC RIGHT BANK FLOOD PROTECTION PROJECT

Dear Ms. Stypula,
The Muckleshoot Indian Tribe Fisheries Division Habitat Program has reviewed the EIS scoping notice
dated March 12, 2018 for the Pacific Right Bank Flood Protection Project (Project), located chiefly within
the present floodplain of White River, in City of Pacific.
The purpose is “to design and construct a flood protection project to substantially reduce the potential for
White River flooding in the City of Pacific and to improve environmental conditions along this portion of
the White River…[and] will consider the relatively high rate of ongoing sediment deposition in the river
channel.”
The notice states “The lead agency will identify up to four alternative configurations for the flood
protection project.”
The White River basin supports fisheries resources that have cultural and economic importance to the
Muckleshoot Indian Tribe. Chinook, coho, chum, and pink salmon, as well as steelhead and other trout
utilize portions of the basin for spawning, rearing, holding, and migration. The White River basin is part
of the Tribe's Usual and Accustomed Fishing Area (U & A), as defined in U.S. v. Washington, 384 F.
Supp. 312,367 (W.D. Wash. 1974). Within the U & A, the Tribe retains commercial, subsistence, and
ceremonial treaty fishing rights, as well as the authority and responsibility to co-manage shared natural
resources with Washington State. The comments below are in the interest of protecting and restoring
these treaty protected fisheries resources.
The following comments relate to the scope of the EIS for the proposed Project. MITFD requests close
coordination with King County throughout the Project, because it may impact both treaty fishing access
and treaty protected fisheries resources.
Physical Setting
The Project is located near the distal margin of a large alluvial fan (Figure 1), where the gradient of White

Muckleshoot Indian Tribe Fisheries Division
Scoping for Pacific Right Bank Project

April 12, 2018
Page 2 of 5

River decreases, contributing to relatively high rates of sediment deposition that are likely to persist. The
White River migrated broadly to construct its alluvial fan. The historical channel migration zone at the
project site varies from about 1,200 to 2,000 feet in width (Figure 2).
The total project area is about 50.6 acres (as measured from the Project website map). Most of the project
area is within the 100-year floodplain as currently mapped by FEMA (Figure 2). But historically, most of
the project site was part of the White River channel (Figure 2), as indicated by scarps and patterns of
disturbance evident in 1931, subsequent to the onset of flood control work in the area.
Investigations for King County describe a history of dumping and filling at the project site. Herrera
(2017) notes that:

During the 2016 Phase II investigation, fill material was encountered in each of the 28
probe explorations generally 2 to 12 feet thick across the Site. It consisted of silt, sand,
and gravel with debris such as glass shards and bottles, brick, cement, organics, wood,
paper, rubber, and ceramics. This fill was overlain by sandy gravel ranging from 1.8 to 10
feet thick, placed after the dumpsite was closed to level out the site; this fill was thicker
in the central/south central portion of the site.

The total area of dump-related fill emplaced from 1955 to 2007 is about 11.3 acres (as measured from the
map History of dumping — Pacific City Park, in Pacific Right Bank Flood Protect Project Scoping
Meeting Posters) (Figure 2). The total area of dump-related fill comprises about 22 percent of the total
project area.
So, filling and dumping have converted extensive portions or the project area from channel to floodplain,
thus impacting salmon habitat by reducing its complexity and inundation frequency. Flood control
facilities (levee and revetment) along the right bank at the project site have also impacted salmon habitat
by reducing the area available for channel migration, thus impeding a primary process by which complex
salmon habitat is created and maintained.
Recommendations for EIS
We recommend that the EIS include or analyze these items:


identify the design life planned for each alternative.



include alternative(s) for removal of present flood control facilities (levee and revetment) along
right bank of White River, and removal of fill (including dump material) emplaced within the
White River channel and floodplain, to restore lateral migration of the White River at least within
its historical channel migration zone.



quantify and report the area of salmon habitat expected to result from each alternative, and its
inundation frequency, in terms of multiple river stages, including stages below 2-year flood, and
stages for floods below 100-year flood (e. g., summer low, mean annual, 50% of 2-year, 2-year,
5-year, 10-year, 25-year, 50-year, 100-year).
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classify the salmon habitat expected to result from each alternative by physical type (e.g.,
floodplain, floodplain channel, bank, backwater, bar), or ecological type (e.g., juvenile rearing,
high-flow refuge, spawning).



report stage-discharge relationships for White River at upstream and downstream end of the
project area, as understood for current conditions, and as estimated for future conditions at design
life.



specify plans for cooperation with Pierce County, City of Pacific, and City of Sumner, to
integrate the Project with Butte Avenue Levee and Berm (as described in Pierce County FMP, or
modified thereafter), and other projects affecting flood control on White River, including City of
Pacific Pump Station at Government Canal, and City of Sumner projects, including Stewart
Bridge replacement, and Pacific Point Bar.



report the variability of sediment deposition among alternatives, analyze and compare expected
durations of service level, and identify feasible options and estimated cost to restore service level
when exceeded.



estimate and compare costs to maintain each alternative during its planned design life.



evaluate the habitat benefits of using porous wood structures that are ballasted without rock, for
alternatives where rock or rock-ballasted structures are considered.



discuss the potential for any new structural measures or flood control facilities to become federal
facilities, or to be enrolled in the Corps’ PL 84-99 flood inspection and rehabilitation program, in
terms of conflict between healthy riparian habitat and the Corps’ standards for levee vegetation
maintenance that restrict or prohibit riparian vegetation.

Please let me know if you have questions about these comments. We appreciate your work to keep us
informed about project developments, and to share project information as it becomes available.
Sincerely,

Patrick Reynolds
Muckleshoot Indian Tribe Fisheries Division
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Figure 1. The Pacific Right Bank Flood Protection Project is located near the distal margin of an alluvial
fan where the White River more readily deposits its bedload compared to steeper reaches upstream.
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Figure 2. Most of the project area is within the White River’s historical channel migration zone, as
indicated by scarps and disturbance patterns evident in 1931. County flood control facilities now
impede channel migration where it formerly occurred in the project area. Most of the former channel
environment has been filled, and is now floodplain, due in part to dump material emplaced between
1955 and 2007. Salmon have more frequent access to habitat in channels than in floodplains.

From: Russ Ladley <Russ.Ladley@puyalluptribe.com>
Sent: Thursday, April 12, 2018 8:39 AM
To: Shelton, Stephanie <Stephanie.Shelton@kingcounty.gov>
Cc: Char Naylor <char.naylor@puyalluptribe.com>; Jeanne Stypula (E-mail)
<Jeanne.Stypula@metrokc.gov>
Subject: RE: Pacific Right Bank scoping comments
Thanks for the reminder Stephanie! We have no objections to what has been proposed. Ideally the
landfill mess can be removed to allow for subsequent channel migration but we understand the
realities and costs as a similar set of issues has been hindering (and haunting) the expansion of the
Gog- Le-Hi-Te on the lower Puyallup River for over 25 years! The realities of restoration are so often
restricted by political forces instead of more logical and predictable forces of nature.   As was
pointed out in the project overview meeting at MIT, ideally some of the hard points to the site
boundaries can be either softened through expansion or feathered in to a more fluid and sustainable
flow path. We do have concerns with the confluence of Government Canal and the river but
unfortunately , we cannot offer a cure all either. Arguments for tide-gates, weirs, pump stations and
or/valves to prevent back flooding into the canal must be countered by installation and long term
maintenance costs weighed against the value of the protected properties. The Puyallup Tribe favors
the idea of concrete revetment removal below A Street (as much as possible) to allow for the
establishment of an RMZ. Ideally, all of the old channel revetment would be removed as it is truly a
19th century flood control tool and as mentioned, looks every minute of its 100+ years!
We understand Pacific’s desire to maintain a community park at its current location but for obvious
reasons would prefer relocation to a more suitable and sustainable alternative site.
Char may have more to add but she is out this week. Best of luck with this important restoration
project and please let us know how we can assist in seeing it through fruition!
Russ

From: Fisher, Larry D (DFW) <Larry.Fisher@dfw.wa.gov>
Sent: Thursday, April 12, 2018 8:14 AM
To: Shelton, Stephanie <Stephanie.Shelton@kingcounty.gov>
Subject: RE: Pacific Right Bank scoping comments by 4-13
Hi Stephanie:
Probably the potential issues with the Government Canal and other trib are of some concern. These
need to be treated as fish bearing watercourses. I am not up to speed on the pump station on
Government Canal, as far as fish passage is concerned. The other trib drains into the flood plain of
the White River and needs to be addressed, too.
I expect these and other project issues to be worked out through the permitting process.
Thank you for seeking my input.

Larry Fisher

WDFW Area Habitat Biologist
1775 12th Ave NW Suite 201
Issaquah, WA 98027
425-313-5683
FAX 425-427-0570
Cell: 425-449-6790
<'){{}}><   <'){{}}><

From: Steven Sturza <ssturza@auburnwa.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, April 11, 2018 1:07 PM
To: Stypula, Jeanne <Jeanne.Stypula@kingcounty.gov>
Cc: Development <Development@auburnwa.gov>; Jeff Tate <jtate@auburnwa.gov>; Dustin
Lawrence <dlawrence@auburnwa.gov>; Jeff Dixon <jdixon@auburnwa.gov>
Subject: Pacific Right Bank Flood Protection Project; City of Auburn Comments on Scope of EIS
Good afternoon Jeanne,
The City of Auburn has the following comments on the Pacific Right Bank Flood Projection Project
scoping. Please let me know if you have any question or concerns about what is provided below.
Thank you very much.
City of Auburn’s Comments
We understand that King County and the City of Pacific would like to coordinate with the City
of Auburn to try and accommodate trail/sidewalk connectivity between the two Cities with
this future project. Please start the coordination of this effort with the City of Auburn’s
Transportation Group. The best contacts for this effort in the Transportation Group are
James Webb at jwebb@auburnwa.gov or 253-804-5040 and Joe Welsh at
jwelsh@auburnwa.gov or 253-804-5050.
The City of Auburn would like to be kept in the loop prior to the Draft EIS being issued if
possible. Can you please provide a few updates to development@auburn.gov or 253-8761969 between now and the Draft EIS. Please also feel free to contact the City of Auburn any
time if you have any questions or concerns.
Per a discussion at the scoping meeting with one of King County’s consultants we
understand that a full hydraulic and hydrologic analysis will be done on the White River for
this project and it will account for 30 years of future sediment accumulation. The City of
Auburn would like to be kept in the loop of any potential upstream flooding or other
hydrogeologic impacts over the 30 year span that may impact the City of Auburn and its
residents.
The City of Auburn has a longstanding concern about river migration of the White River and
potential impacts on land use and development. We wish to ensure that the proposed
project right bank flood protection project does not have indirect or cumulative effects on
upstream properties with regards to river migration and that this issue is appropriately
evaluated in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement and potential impacts identified.
The City’s concern has been previously addressed in the following documents:
· “Draft SEIS for the New High School for Auburn School District”, City of Auburn,
dated November 1993.

·

·
·

“Response to Review Comments, Phase II Bank Erosion and Stability Study Lakeland
Hills Project, Auburn, Washington’, Applied Geotechnology Inc., dated September
18, 1991.
"Phase II Bank Erosion and Stability Study, Lakeland Hills Project, Auburn,
Washington", Applied Geotechnology Inc., dated July 6, 1990.
"Supplemental Report, Phase II Bank Erosion and Stability Study, Lakeland Hills
Project, Auburn, Washington", Applied Geotechnology Inc., dated November 7,
1990.

Steve Sturza, P.E., CFM
Development Review Engineer | City of Auburn
Community Development and Public Works
253.876.1969 | ssturza@auburnwa.gov

The information contained in this electronic communication is personal, privileged and/or
confidential information intended only for the use of the individual(s) or entity(ies) to which
it has been addressed. If you read this communication and are not the intended recipient, you
are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication,
other than delivery to the intended recipient is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
communication in error, please immediately notify the sender by reply e-mail. Thank you.

Comments on the Pacific Right Bank Flood Protection
Project
Inbox

x

Thu, Mar
29, 10:40
AM
to jeanne.stypula, monica.walker, marcia, me, Melvin, rgirion, cehilsinger, Alden

NELLER, JOHN

These are my comments on the Pacific Right Bank Flood Protection Project. I attended
the public meeting in the Pacific Community Center on March 27. I would like to see a
paved multi-use trail on top of a levee on the right bank of the White River in the area of
the Flood Protection Project. Such trails already exist in King County, most notably the
Green River Trail in Kent and Tukwila. This represents an opportunity to accomplish
two purposes in one project.
There are currently four trails that approach the area of this project, though none
currently connect.
1. The Interurban Trail, which runs north and south from Tukwila to Third Ave SE
in Pacific. The intersection is just east of Frontage Road S.
2. The sidepath/trail that runs along the west side of C St SW and part of Skinner
Road south of Ellingson Road. I do not know if this trail has a name. The
south end of this facility is just a few blocks away from the east end of the
project area.
3. The White River Trail (in Auburn), which runs along the left (south) bank of the
White River from R St SE to East Valley Highway near the Auburn Riverside
High School. The west end of this trail is also very near the east end of the
project area, though there are barriers to a connection – the river, the BNSF
RR tracks, and the East Valley Highway.
4. In Pierce County, there is the Sumner Link Trail (formerly known as the White
River Trail), which runs mostly along the White River from Sumner up to
Stewart Road SE (also known as Eighth St SE), half a mile south of the
Pierce/King County line.
In addition to these trails, Third St in Pacific has bicycle lanes running from the
intersection with the Interurban Trail east to Pacific City Park. This is a fifth facility,
whose east end is very near the project. There are also bicycle lanes or paved
shoulders on other roads near the project area.
A trail atop a levee on the right bank of the White River would go a long way to
connecting these facilities.

I was asked at the meeting about how I would connect the White River Trail in Auburn
to the right bank of the river in the project area. As I noted above, it would ne necessary
to cross the East Valley Highway, the BNSF RR tracks, and the White River. Now I
know that a few years ago the City of Auburn attempted to persuade BNSF to allow a
trail connection under the tracks immediately north of the river after some children were
killed crossing the tracks, but the railroad was not interested. While there are no doubt
many alternatives, here is a suggestion for what might be a relatively simple
approach. The railroad tracks are located on a raised levee which is much higher than
the roads in the vicinity, so the obvious route there would be a trail passing under the
tracks, in this case south of the river. Currently the existing trail turns south for about
fifty yards when it reaches East Valley Highway and then ends at the road. It might be
possibly to have a level crossing of the road at this point, with hand-actuated signals to
stop motorists on the road. This is certainly not ideal, but it could be done less
expensively than an overhead crossing. Finally, a footbridge across the White River
west of the railroad tracks would complete the connection. Again, this is in response to
a question I was asked at the meeting.

From: NELLER, JOHN
Sent: Monday, April 2, 2018 4:46 PM
To: Walker, Monica <Monica.Walker@kingcounty.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Passages under BNSF Tracks South of White River Crossing

Here are the e-mails I mentioned on the phone.
From: Neller, John
To: "Melvin Roberts", "rgirion"
Sent: Friday, March 30, 2018 8:56:19 PM
Subject: Passages under BNSF Tracks South of White River Crossing
Yesterday and today I went looking for underpasses of the BNSF tracks south of the
White River along the west side of the East Valley Highway. I found two of
them. Yesterday I rode down the Interurban Trail to Thirds St in Pacific and then down
Butte St to Eighth St SE (aka Stewart Rd SE), a half mile south of the King/Pierce
County line. I rode east on the north side of the road (across from the abandoned
Sumner Golf Course) toward East Valley Highway on a paved trail surface. After a
short jog to the north, the path went under the tracks and emerged between the tracks
and the highway. It turned north for about fifty feet and then went right to the edge of
the highway. At this point there is an intersection with Terrace View Drive heading up
the hill east from the highway, and there is a traffic light at the intersection. Photo
4495 looks north along the highway from the underpass. Photo 4496 shows the
underpass looking west from the East Valley Highway. This is the southern of the two
underpasses; it is located about 400 feet north of Eighth St SE. For the most part
there is no usable shoulder on the highway.
2 Attachments

From: NELLER, JOHN
Sent: Monday, April 2, 2018 4:47 PM
To: Walker, Monica <Monica.Walker@kingcounty.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Today's Results

The second e-mail
From: Neller, John
To: "Melvin Roberts", "rgirion"
Sent: Friday, March 30, 2018 8:57:01 PM
Subject: Today's Results
Today I went looking for another underpass that I thought I could see from a satellite
view on Google Maps, and I found it. It is 0.33 mile south of the intersection of the
East Valley Highway and Lakeland Hills Way. There is little usable shoulder along the
highway here. The underpass had a sign explaining the construction going on in the

area (see photo 4498). The underpass(see photo 4499, looking west from the highway)
is currently unpaved. Once on the other side of the tracks, I saw that there is a gravel
roadway going north along the west side of the tracks all the way to the White River (the
distance is 0.55 mile). From there the roadway goes west along the left (south) bank of
the White River for 0.27 mile, where it ends in a wetland area. The next e-mail has
three more photos.
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Doug Gresham inside District 6 (registered)

April 12, 2018, 3:14 PM

I am a wetland specialist with the Washington Department of Ecology, Northwest Regional Office, Shorelands
and Environmental Assistance Program. I wish to submit comments that pertain to wetland and water quality
protection. The EIS should address impacts to wetlands and water quality within the White River. This includes
a description of existing conditions, the regulatory requirements (federal, state, and local laws and policies),
both temporary construction and permanent wetland impacts, and mitigating measures that were considered
(avoidance, minimization, and compensatory).

Name not available (unclaimed)

April 10, 2018, 8:45 AM

Please ensure important cultural resources are considered to the full extent during the planning process. The
Park is home to the historical Pacific City Landfill. Many artifacts dating between 1914 and the 1960s have been
observed buried below fill in the Park. Although this age might seem relatively recent, landfill provide a unique
opportunity to learn about history and to include information about communities that may not be fully
represented in the history books. The park setting of this site, although contaminated, may offer options to
include the current community in artifact analysis, possible community excavation, or interpretive displays. If the
landfill is determined eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), then mitigation for
negative impacts o the historic property are warranted and I urge creative solutions (including interpretive
displays and interactive exhibits) rather than simple limited data recovery and signage in the park. Thank you!

James Kave inside District 7 (registered)

April 9, 2018, 9:59 PM

I would like to state that I believe all of this work and money could be avoided by just dredging the river down to
its original bottom when the original levies were built. The cost of that project could be offset by selling the
sand, gravel and river rock that is removed. If for some reason that cannot be done, I believe that road levels
on 3rd Avenue SE on the upstream end of the river and Butte Avenue SE on the downstream part of the river
should be elevated to the level that the levy needs to be elevated to and those roads should act as the levy for
those portions of the river. The benefit is a partnership with the City of Pacific. Both roads need upgrades as
well and all parties would benefit from a combined project. Another benefit is that the City of Pacific would be
maintaining the roads and utilities along the roads and would have the ability to notify the county when damage
to the levy exists in a more timely manner than periodic checks from the county, saving cost, time and
resources for the county. Any levy would need a base and construction sturdy enough that supporting the
addition of a road on top of the levy just makes sense. Also, this would eliminate the need to have an awkward
up and down entrance to the park after the levy is built (unless the current design to have Hesco sand bags be
placed at the entrance and exit to seal the levy at the beginning of the flood season and be removed at the end
of every flood season as happens now is the current design. Then the road levy would eliminate this annual
cost as well). All of the properties on the south side of 3rd Avenue SE from Skinner Avenue to the park should
be condemned also. I believe this to be a reasonable alternative to dredging the river that provides both a levy
and road with utility improvements to the area all while preserving the park for use by the local citizens until
such time as the river erodes it away.
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Phone Calls Received During Scoping
Date
3/22/2018

Name
John Neller

4/13/2018

Lori Mandott

Comment
John saw the article in the Auburn Reporter. Connect the trail system in the
Auburn/Pacific area; there are 3 trails in close proximity and this project presents the
ideal opportunity to connect them. Mr. Neller would like to see a trail on top of the levee,
connecting the trail sytems throughout the area, particularly under the BNSF railroad
bridge.
Lori has lived at this address for 12 years. She used to use the river all the time. Since the
houses have been torn down, there has been a lot of crime. Her father's van was broken
into in broad daylight (son caught thief and got tools back). Lori said it is very black/dark
in the area the homes were moved which increases the ease of crime and allows for
people to come in/out of the squatter house with more ease. She doesn't go to the river
anymore ‐ afraid of drug Paraphernalia and the like. She would like to see the are more
private along 3rd plSE. She is fine with trails and would particularly like to see street lights.
the area is dirty, cars are parked along the street full of garbage, bike parts. She is
appreciative ofhe HESCOs and understands they are needed for flooding but the amount
of garbage between the HESCOs and river is increaseing. The squatter house is her main
concern and the garbage b/w the HESCOs and river by the squatter house.

Interview Notes
Pacific Right Bank Flood Protection Project
Date: January 30, 2018
Interviewers:
•

Monica Walker, King County

•

Marcia Wagoner, 3 Square Blocks

• Casey Bradfield, 3 Square Blocks
Interviewees:
•

Leanne Guier, Mayor, City of Pacific

•

Jim Morgan, Public Works Manager, City of Pacific

•

Jack Dodge, Community Development Manager, City of Pacific

•

Chuck Hendricksen, City Engineer, City of Pacific

•

Corri Lewis, Community Services Manager, City of Pacific

Suggestions for how to communicate with community members about the project:
•

Community at Large
o Send a mailer from King County
o City can help share project info through their information outlets
 City newsletter
 City Facebook pages (main page, police page, senior center page)
 City Hall external and internal information boards
 Chanel 21 (County would provide a slide with information)
o The County could share information at City events
 Pacific Days, first full weekend in July
 Police Open House (in lieu of Night Out), first Friday in August
 Pick Up Pacific, April 21 – this event is not as well attended as the other
two
o Post information in the Auburn Reporter
o Post information at the Algona-Pacific Library, and at Alpac Elementary
o Post project signage at the Left Bank Countyline levee access gate and the
Auburn’s White River Trail
o Come talk with the Parks Board and Planning Board about the project. Board
members can help spread the word in the community.
o Since this is a flood protection project, people will be very sensitive to schedule,
especially people who experienced flooding in the past. It is important to be up
1

front about any potential delays in the project schedule. Some community
members were upset that the Left Bank project was built a few years behind
schedule.
o The best time to hold a public scoping meeting is a weekday evening.
o An online comment form on the County’s website would be better than using
the Peak Democracy online tool – the name of which might discourage some
people from participating.
•

Targeted Outreach
o Contact Reverend Mark Gause at New Hope Lutheran Church. His church
operates a food bank and provides services to the homeless. He also has
connections in the Latino community. The Mayor can provide contact info.
o Latino Community
 Contact the catholic churches in Sumner and Auburn to see if they are
interested in helping to arrange a meeting for Latino community
members to hear about the project. The County could provide translation
services.
 The Mayor also offered to speak with her neighbors, a majority of who
are Latino, about this idea.
o Russian and Ukranian Communities
 Local Russian/Ukrainian churches are Salvation Baptist Church in
Edgewood and First Ukranian Baptist Church in Federal Way. These two
populations are different, though both languages are Slavic with some
similarities.
o Pacific Islander Community
 Filipino American Community of Puget Sound is a community
organization with a gathering place in Algona.
o Families
 Bingo night at the City of Pacific Community Center. Attendance is usually
a diverse mix of 30-50 people. There is an informal time at the beginning
that would be good for tabling. Bingo Night is the third Tuesday of every
month.
o Seniors
 Lunch and Learns at the City of Pacific Senior Center. Generally about 40
people participate. Bring hard copy comment forms the seniors can write
on. They are unlikely to participate using social media tools. The Lunch
and Learns are on Mondays. Suggestion to have a half page write up to
the senior’s a few days before the meeting.

Initial thoughts on the project:
•

Pacific City Park
2

o Keep as much of the park as possible. It is well used all summer long and the City
uses it to hold major community events.
o The park helps meet the City’s GMA concurrency requirements. There is not a
large enough City-owned property to replace it.
o A project goal should be for the public to have park access most of the year.
 One idea discussed in the past has been to move the play equipment to
higher ground, so this part of the park could be kept open year round.
 Raise 3rd Ave to become the setback levee, leaving park accessible year
round and allowing police visibility to prevent vandalism and crime.
o It would be ideal for the police to be able to see into the park from the road.
o There is a lot of citizen interest in a dog park.
o There is also citizen interest in a disc golf course.
o There could be a trail along the levee (if that is the final project design). More
and more people are using the Left Bank Countyline trail that was just
completed.
o A new park access point could be added at 4th Ave SE, where many people
currently informally access the park.
o No sports teams currently use the park, but if there were a field there would be
interest.
•

There is a City drainage swale along the edge of the proposed project site. It may need
to move as part of project design.

•

Long term landscape maintenance of the project should be considered. There are
currently citizen complaints about the frequency of mowing on County-owned property
in the project site.
o Maybe the White River Estates (WRE) area would be a good place to incorporate
a dog park; the city can help maintain.

3

Interview Notes
Pacific Right Bank Flood Protection Project
Date: February 1, 2018
Interviewer: Casey Bradfield, 3 Square Blocks
Interviewee: Jeanne Fancher, Pacific City Signal Editor
Suggestions for how to communicate with community members about the project:
•

Going door to door and talking with people is probably the best way to communicate
about the project.

•

After the 2009 flood there was a meeting at the City that about 100 people attended.
The City may still have the list of people who came and made comments. These people
would likely be interested in the project.

•

Once Pacific City Park opens, have someone hand out information in the park. The park
gets a lot of use, including by members of the Hispanic and Pacific Islander communities
who often use the BBQs and play area.

•

Ask the City if you can announce project meetings on their Police Department electronic
reader board.

•

The best times to hold public meetings are probably Saturdays or weeknights.

•

If you offer free food at the meetings or some sort of giveaway/door prize drawing, like
a Safeway gift card, you’ll be much more likely to have better attendance.

•

The Pacific City Signal would be happy to share information about project meetings.

•

Create a Facebook page for the project. Link this to the County’s project website. A lot
of people in the Pacific area use Facebook.

Initial thoughts on the project:
•

Education is critical to the success of the project. People need to understand what you
are doing and why you are doing it. They need to understand that this is a flood control
project and not a flood prevention project. They need to know that there is still the
chance they could be flooded, and be prepared for this possibility.

•

Proceed with sensitivity as you engage people. There has been heartbreak during past
flood events.

•

We need a better system to warn people about floods and to notify them of releases
from Mud Mountain Dam. It would be great to build an early warning system into the
project – something like a flood siren. The system could also warn people about lahars.

•

How will Pacific City Park be impacted? People will be concerned about plans to remove
garbage from the old landfill. They will also want to know how much of the park will be
usable after the project is over, both for active and passive recreation. The park
1

currently gets a lot of use, including the BBQs, play equipment and basketball court.
People put up volleyball nets for informal play. The baseball field is currently too
dangerous to use due to holes in the ground.
•

Project design should accommodate winter recreation in the park.

•

Project design should allow visibility from the street into the park, for public safety
reasons. The police would like to be able to see into the park from their cars. There are
currently concerns about drug use on the other side of the HESCOs where there is no
visibility.

•

It would be great if the County could buy out everyone in the flood plain, but this is
probably not feasible.

•

It will be important to get buy-in for the project from the City Council.

Specific project-related information to be aware of:
•

There has been a flood warning communication breakdown in the past between USACE,
police and residents.

•

Please consider adding the following resource to the County’s project website: the
Lower White River Biodiversity Management Area Stewardship Plan. The City of Pacific
has adopted this as part of their Comprehensive Plan. It can be downloaded at:
http://www.pacificwa.gov/departments/planning_building.htm

•

The HESCO barriers have impacted local ground water levels and created problems – ask
Reverend Gause about water in the church basement

•

Lots of people in Pacific would like to see the river dredged

Other important stakeholders to reach out to:
•

Businesses and residents around the river, 8th St E, the rail line and Butte Ave. These
community members will likely be interested in the project, including those located
within the City of Sumner such as Manke Lumber.

•

Council Members Garberding and Storaasli (they live in White River Estates)

•

City of Pacific Police Department

•

City of Pacific Public Works

•

Railroad

•

City of Sumner

•

City of Auburn

•

Muckleshoot Tribe

•

Puyallup Tribe

•

Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife

•

King Conservation District

•

Puyallup River Watershed Council
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•

Pierce County Biodiversity Alliance

•

Auburn School District (short term construction impacts on transportation)

•

Metro Transit (short term construction impacts on transportation)

•

Everyone on the King County Left Bank Countyline project list

•

Pastor Mark Gause (his church is active in the community and serves Hispanic
community members, he may be willing to help spread the word about project events)

•

A resident who lives near the project who would likely have insights into the local
community.
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Comments Received During One-On-One and Small Group Discussions
Dates: January 30, February 8, 9, 16, March 24, April 8, 2018
Interviewers: Monica Walker, King County, and Marcia Wagoner and Casey Bradfield, 3 Square
Blocks.
Four general topics were covered: Suggestions for how to communicate with
community members about the project, initial thoughts on the project, specific project-related
information to be aware of, and other important stakeholders to reach out to.
Interviewees:
11 residents of Pacific who experienced the flood
Suggestions for how to communicate with community members about the project:
•

To reach White River Estates Residents:
o Do not do a large meeting, instead reach out to residents individually.
o Face to face is essential.
o Suggests strolling through the neighborhood to see who is willing to talk.
o Talk with three City Council members who are residents of White River Estates
(WRE).

•

For community meetings, small groups are best as large meetings trigger too many
emotions given there is a sense that promises were made but not kept.

•

It is best to talk with people one on one. People are more likely to listen that way. If you
hold a public meeting in the gym there is likely to be a mob mentality and a lot of angry
people and yelling.
o When you meet with people, let them know that you’ve talked with their
neighborhoods, what you’ve heard so far, and ask if they have anything to add.
o A resident offered to hand out Monica’s business cards to neighbors and gather
contact information for an interest list.

•

The number one way to help the community is communication. In the past, there has
not been open communication with the County and this has been a big problem.
o We appreciate you coming out and listening to us.

•

Don’t give people false hope. Be honest with them.
o In the past, the County told community members that both the Left Bank and Right
Bank projects would be built much sooner than they have been. This has generated
a lot of frustration. Lots of people feel angry, bitter, and tired of the process.

•

Be sensitive to the fact that many people got hurt financially in the past.

•

Please send a regular newsletter or email to interested citizens. It could be monthly or
quarterly.

•

Please include a short paragraph in the City’s newsletter introducing yourself and saying
that you’d like to get comments on the project. Amy Ness, the City Clerk, or the
Mayor are the people to talk to about this. The newsletter should be
published soon, the next one won’t go out until the summer.

•

The best way to connect with Hispanic, Pacific Islander, Russian, and Ukrainian
community members is to find one person to connect with in those groups and ask
them to help spread the word.
o When you are tabling at Family Bingo Night, ask staff from the Community Center to
point out people you could talk to.
o The church at 3rd Ave SE and Milwaukee Blvd S. has a Pacific Islander service.

•

Tabling at the Lutheran church’s food bank is a good idea, this should be a good way to
reach lower income folks as well as people from different cultural groups.

•

The three City Council Members would like to be kept up to date about the project and
about what the County is hearing from community members.

Project scoping meeting notification and format:
•

Recommend sending a clearly detailed agenda with times in advance, so community
members know what to expect.
o Not everyone has computers, so hard copy is important for reaching some people.
o The proposed meeting structure of small breakout groups by topic sounds like a wise
approach for the scoping meeting.
o Respect the human element in communications – many of these people have been
through a lot due to the flood and are still affected.

•

This is a bedroom community of largely retired people or young families and there isn’t
a community gathering place, so it can be more difficult to reach people.

Initial thoughts on the project (grouped by topic):
Flooding:
•

Not all properties the County acquired in White River Estates were impacted by
flooding.

•

A resident’s back yard floods every year.

•

One resident’s home did not flood during the 2009 flood; the water was about ½ inch
below her first floor, but her back yard had about 5 feet of water.

•

The road and sidewalks are sinking, and there are lots of sink holes near the
commenter’s home.

•

Butte Avenue covers with water.

•

A resident’s driveway, back patio, and walkways are cracking due to sediment being
washed away.

HESCO Barriers:
•

Resident feels frustration because nothing has been done since the flood other than
the “temporary” HESCO barriers.

•

The HESCO barriers, while keeping the interior from flooding, are a problem waiting to
happen.

Acquired properties and aesthetics:
•

Make some immediate improvements to the area where homes were removed along
the river, so that the space can serve as an interim recreation space. Suggested that the
County remove rubble, even out the ground where the houses were removed and cut
back the blackberries growing over the HESCO barriers.

•

It would be great if the cul-de-sac were removed, especially the concrete barriers, could
help with aesthetics

•

It would be desirable if the homes could be bought out and cleared.

•

It would be great if all the homes could be bought out and the area could go back to
being swamp land.

•

Removing the five remaining homes along the canal could impact safety negatively.

•

Aesthetics will be important. People are tired of seeing the HESCOs, though they
appreciate the flood protection they provide.

•

People are changing oil on the vacant lots – lots more traffic in the area since homes
removed.

Wildlife, vegetation, and recreation:
•

Resident enjoys that wildlife has returned to the open space between the barriers and
the river.

•

Protect the wildlife on the other side of the HESCOs. Don’t wipe out bald eagle habitat.

•

Having a trail, trees, and a natural area would benefit the neighborhood.

•

Not in favor of having a dog park in the neighborhood unless it would only be used by
the WRE neighborhood.

Crime:
•

Project design should include lighting to deter crime. There are problems with criminals
entering White River Estates from the dark, river-side of the HESCOs. There have been
car break ins and stolen gas.

•

Crime has been up since the homes were removed.

Home values:
•

Home values are a concern; however, the resident does not plan on moving and likes
the neighborhood.

•

Home values are the main concern.

Flood insurance:
•

Confusion over flood insurance requirement is a point of concern for many remaining
residents in WRE.

Other:
•

Ultimately, commenter is happy living in the neighborhood.

•

The pump is loud.

•

Boeing Ditch/government canal needs to be maintained.

•

In favor of dredging.

•

Concerned about water with contaminates (oil) being pumped into the river via the
pumps.

•

The EIS should consider the tie in with the BNSF rail line A Street Bridge and ensure the
project will not impact the structural integrity of the bridge.

Specific project-related information to be aware of (grouped by topic):
Flooding:
•

Residents have seen a lot of change.
o The river has filled up a lot with sediment.
o Since the 2009 flood none of the yards in the neighborhood have been the same.
The ground is more soggy.
o There has been less local flooding since the Left Bank project was completed.

•

At the garage meeting early after the floods, before homes were removed, King County
staff missed that the water came from the park and came up underneath the
homes first, it didn’t come up from the river. If pumps and storm drains work properly,
shouldn’t flood the houses.

•

In 2015 the streets flooded but the barriers and pumps keep the interior from flooding –
but it is a problem waiting to happen.

•

The sump pump in her basement turns on when it rains, and her yard gets soggy.

The proposed project:
•

When the County Line project was completed, many expected work to start on the
Pacific Right Bank project. They didn’t realize that the flood protection improvements
are years away.

HESCO barriers and the pumps:
•

Last year the HESCOs next to a commenter’s home leaked water. They reported this to
the County and were told the HESCOs were not leaking. They have not noticed any
leaking this year.

•

There are big “marshmallows” (hay bales covered in white plastic) and sandbags still
sitting around even though the HESCOs are in place. It would be nice if these were
removed.

•

The design of the pumps does not make sense – surprised at both the location and the
design. We know that the city is working on a new pump station but what’s here is very
noisy and does not seem designed for the problem.

Acquired properties and aesthetics:
•

People are frustrated with how the County has managed the properties it acquired
in White River Estates.
o The County does not mow frequently. The County generally mows once in the spring
and once in the fall and it becomes very overgrown and weedy.
o When the homes were demolished, power boxes, rubble, chunks of cement, broken
glass, and uneven ground were left behind. These are safety hazards and are
especially dangerous for kids who play in the neighborhood.
o Some of the power boxes need to be there since they serve homes across the
street.
o A driveway was repaired despite the fact there was no home on the property. This
seemed like a waste of tax payer dollars.

•

After the 2009 flood and before the County demolished the homes it acquired, some
new people moved into White River Estates. They were unaware the homes next to
them would be demolished and it was an unpleasant surprise.

•

It can be scary living next to the properties the County acquired. There are no neighbors
there keeping an eye out for you. It is an unlit, open area. Cars sit and park there. There
is a problem with criminals entering the neighborhood there.

•

If the remnant cul de sac with stop sign and barriers could be removed, it would
improve the appearance of the area.

•

Field condition – it is very potholed and uneven which makes it risky for walkers. If it
could be leveled and maintained, it could serve a benefit to the community during this
interim time.

•

Landscape plantings – there is landscape material left at the former house sites that if
maintained, could also improve the appearance of the area.

Wildlife, vegetation, and recreation:
•

Pacific City Park is a great place, but the ground is very wet.

•

Some residents are in favor of having a dog park in the project area, others are not.
Maintenance of the dog park and odor control are concerns.

•

A lot of trees have been dying off due to water inundation. As a result, lights from the
industrial area to the south can now be seen from White River Estates, and you can hear
more traffic noise.

•

People feel that salmon in the river are considered more important than the residents.
They want to know why they can’t dredge the river in other months of the year when
salmon aren’t spawning. Landscapers used to dredge for rock that was used
in landscaping which continued up to the 90’s and that kept the channel open and
prevented flooding.

Crime:
•

There have been more and more homeless people and drug use in both Pacific City Park
and next to the HESCOs in White River Estates. Things are worse during the time the
park is closed off from the public. There have been empty hypodermic needles and
condoms left behind, which are safety hazards. Theft is a related issue. The utility box in
the park was broken into and items were stolen. Items have also been stolen in White
River Estates.

•

There are drug use issues at some of the mobile homes along 3rd Pl SE, next to the
park.

•

The HESCO barriers were installed in two rows in some places and those areas attracted
tents and pot smokers as well as graffiti. Would like to see it better maintained. On a
positive note, there is a lot of wildlife that has returned.

Home values:
•

Property values have been dramatically affected and people can’t sell their homes.
Prospective buyers come and see the HESCO barriers and the park closed and leave.
People feel stuck here and though it’s beautiful in the spring and summer, every fall we
begin worrying about flooding. Many are still paying off flood repairs or living
in damaged homes.

Flood insurance:
•

In 2007 or 2008, the City sent notices to people in White River Estates that
a company was offering free land elevation surveys to determine whether or not they
needed flood insurance. A lot of people took the offer, were told they didn’t need flood
insurance, and then were flooded.

•

The City sent a similar letter again after the flood.

•

A resident offered to try to find a copy of the letter.

•

A resident received a letter from FEMA a couple of years after moved in stating that the
home is in the floodplain. He did not have insurance when moved in, sometime in
2009/2010.

•

A resident bought her home in 1990 and did not need flood insurance, as her home was
not mapped in the floodplain at that time. Mortgage lender said her home was not in
the flood zone. She does have flood insurance now.

•

One resident stated he did receive some financial assistance from FEMA after the flood.

•

Of the 85 homes in WRE, only 6 had flood insurance. Is there a rainy day fund that could
purchase homes here?

Other important stakeholders to reach out to:
•

Residents provided names and contact information for other residents to contact.

•

They also suggested that it would be helpful to coordinate with Pierce County about log
jams that occur near the county line and Reverend Gause, whose church serves a
diverse group including people who are Ukrainian, Hispanic, low income, and homeless.

Interview Notes
Pacific Right Bank Flood Protection Project
Date: February 7, 2018
Interviewers:
•

Monica Walker, King County

• Marcia Wagoner, 3 Square Blocks
Interviewees:
•

Reverend Mark Gause, New Hope Lutheran Church

Suggestions for how to communicate with community members about the project:
•

Food Bank
o Opens every Tuesday at 10 AM with people beginning to gather about 8 AM.
o Serves about 100 families including those with children who often accompany
parents.
o Recommend a tabling event beginning before opening since you’d have people’s
attention.

•

Latino, Russian and Ukrainian Communities
o Latino Community
 Reverend Gause will contact the Latino community organizer about
connecting with the team to discuss outreach.
 The Latino community has both Roman Catholics and Pentecostals.
o Ukrainian & Russian
 Larger number is Ukrainian and they are here because of their churches
in Federal Way, Kent and Auburn. Many are 7th Day Adventist and as well
as Coptic Christian
 They participate in the P-Patch program, often as families.

•

Schools, Daycare & Education programs
o Lutheran Church Daycare – kids come 3 days a week, may be a good option to
connect with families.
o 2 High Schools and an Elementary school (Jill Laray, contact for elementary
school in Auburn), ALPAC has deep roots in community, ballfield named for
principal, current principal at HS is the grandson of an early postmaster here.
o The church does some intentional education pieces about the natural river and
wetlands, having a discovery center here would be valuable. Ideas suggested
such as “have a welcome back the salmon event and explore a celebration of
firsts”.
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•

Community locations/Orgs
o ALPAC library is very important as both a resource and gathering space in the
community.
o Albertson grocery store is another “center”. Some of the homeless population
spends time around the bus shelter outside of the Albertson’s (especially 1-3
AM).
o No longer any Boy Scout or Girl Scout troops, though there has been some
conversation about restarting the Boy Scouts.

Initial thoughts on the project:
•

Pacific City Park
o Reverend Gause is an advocate for making the river an important part of the
community again, letting it take a natural course and allowing kids to experience
the natural environment.
o If replacement park land is needed, the church would be open to selling its 5
acres for that purpose.

•

Flooding
•

Indicated that WRE owners and their attorney raised that permits were given for
the housing development in a flood plain. Requested that the City provide flood
certs since they had allowed houses to be built in the flood plain, so the city
authorized flood certs for those homeowners.
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From conversations with local "homeless" community

Access to dumpster/ place for garbage
Decent bathroom - working water, a bit of space, warm air dryer
Water access (for filling water bottles/ personal use)
Fire place - to have a small fire to heat food, warm the body, hot water, light
WiFi access points - broadband access for phones/ tablets/ music devices/ etc
Outlets/ charging portals for e-devices (including portable lights, etc)
Appropriate technology access (India hot water device using a small fire, for example)
A place to shelter on rainy/ windy/ cold days

Other Comments:
a) Reminder that all are "citizens" with full rights of access and use to public spaces;
b) Importance of music - both personal access points (players/phones/etc) and public music and
art events
c) Many who are on the streets battle depression on a daily basis
d) Regarding appropriate technology, events/ workshops/ people sharing idea times could be a
helpful connection point for people and community
e) Similar, places and points for health resources - medical, mental health, encouragement

Notes – Discussion at Senior Center Lunch and Learn
Pacific Right Bank Flood Protection Project
Date: February 26, 2018
Overview: Monica Walker from King County and Casey Bradfield from 3 Square Blocks
attended the City of Pacific Senior Center’s weekly free lunch in order to let lunch participants
know about the Pacific Right Bank Flood Protection Project and the upcoming EIS scoping
comment period and public meeting, and to ask for their initial input on the project. City staff
introduced us as the day’s Lunch and Learn opportunity. We made an announcement and
handed out fliers, then went from table to table talking with people. We also provided a sign in
sheet and comment forms. Approximately 20 community members participated.
What We Heard: Following are notes on what we heard from participants.
•

Pacific City Park is an important part of the community.

•

Raise the park so it is usable year round.

•

Keep as much of the park as possible. Put the levee by the river. There is an existing
gravel trail there that could be a good location.

•

If construction will be during the summer, Pacific Days will need to be held elsewhere.

•

Why don’t you dredge the river?

•

The river is filling up. There is too much sediment. Part of the problem is the river is too
straight here.

•

There are lots of log jams in the river. The project should be designed to catch logs and
keep them clear of the main river channel when it floods. A good example is a project in
Tacoma built with logs sticking vertically out of the ground to catch large debris.

•

The 8th Street Bridge is a choke point for debris.

•

Protect the beavers that live in the river by the project area.

•

Build a levee that looks nice, blends in with the character of the community, and is well
maintained.

•

Use recycled materials for construction if possible.

•

Flood insurance is expensive, especially with the cost of living going up.

•

One participant said they could not afford flood insurance.

•

Two participants said they live a few blocks from the project area.

•

Two participants said they walk in the park all the time. They would love to be able to
walk in the park year round.

•

One participant said they use the park year round. They feel it is their park, and so they
jump the HESCOs with their dogs to access the park even when it is closed to the public.
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•

Participants asked questions about the Government Canal pump station, how it works
and whether it would stay in place.
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Notes – Tabling Event at Foodbank
Pacific Right Bank Flood Protection Project
Date: March 13, 2018
Overview: Monica Walker from King County and Marcia Wagoner from 3 Square Blocks
arranged with Rev. Gause at the Lutheran Church to set up an opportunity to talk with clients
while they waited to enter the Tuesday morning food bank.
Setting: The food bank opens at 10 am and clients began gathering before 9 am to take a place
in line. Information about the Pacific Right Bank Flood Protection Project, comment forms and
flyers about the scoping meeting were available in English, Spanish and Russian. People waiting
in line were open to hearing about the project and some offered observations about the park,
prior flooding and an interest in what might be done. Information was provided about the
upcoming EIS scoping comment period and public meeting, and attendees were asked for their
initial thoughts about the project.
Attendance: Approximately 31 people were willing to take information and some engaged in
conversation about their experiences in Pacific related to the park and prior flooding. Several
were life long residents in the community. Of those gathered, 13 were Latino, 11 Russian and 2
were Pacific Islanders. A man from Rainier Vista attended who was very interested in the
project and also took a batch of handouts, flyers and comment forms to distribute to neighbors
in Rainier Vista, who he felt would want to comment. He was informed that comment forms
could be dropped off at City Hall, where a project display and comment box have been
installed. Another resident mentioned that this food bank is preferred by some because it
doesn’t require a sign-in or home address to be welcomed.
What We Heard: Following are from informal conversation with attendees.
•

Pacific City Park is an important to people in the community.

•

Residents recall its use as a dumpsite and mentioned that there had even been a small
park adjacent to the dump in the past.

•

Access to the river is an important feature of the park since it is one of the few public
access points.

•

People use the park – some year round – and value the contemplative places along the
river.
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Notes – Tabling at Family Bingo Night
Pacific Right Bank Flood Protection Project
Date: February 20, 2018
Overview: Monica Walker from King County and Casey Bradfield from 3 Square Blocks
attended the City of Pacific Community Center’s monthly family bingo event in order to let
participants know about the Pacific Right Bank Flood Protection Project and the upcoming EIS
scoping period and public meeting. We began by tabling in the room where dinner was being
served, then switched to table in the room where bingo was being played. We shared
information at our table and also walked around handing out fliers to event participants. When
bingo began, we made an announcement about the project and upcoming scoping period and
public meeting. The announcement was heard by everyone in attendance. We also provided a
sign in sheet and a handful of people signed up for more information.
Attendance: Approximately 30 community members participated in bingo night. We spoke with
most of the people there, including families with children, the Mayor, and three City Council
Members.
What We Heard: Our conversations at this event were focused on letting people know the
basics about the project. We did not receive input on project considerations.

Notes – Discussion at Joint Meeting of Planning Commission and Parks Board
Pacific Right Bank Flood Protection Project
Date: March 27, 2018
Overview: Jeanne Stypula, Chris Brummer, and Monica Walker from King County, Lindsey
Amtmann from Lindsey Amtmann LLC, and Casey Bradfield from 3 Square Blocks attended a
joint meeting of the City of Pacific’s Planning Commission and Parks Board. The goals were to
share information with Planning Commission and Parks Board Members about the project and
the upcoming EIS scoping comment period and public meeting, to ask for their input on the
best way to engage the community and on potential opportunities and challenges for the
project, and to ask them to spread the word about the project in the community. Jeanne gave a
short PowerPoint presentation describing key project information, and then Casey facilitated a
discussion with Planning Commission and Parks Board members.
What We Heard: Following are notes from the discussion.
Community Engagement
•

Use the Police Department’s readerboard to advertise public meetings.

•
•

Share information through Alpac Elementary and Olympic Middle School.
Post information at Cobble Court, the City’s largest apartment complex, and at Rainier
Vista, which provides senior housing.
When Pacific City Park opens, advertise at the park. Pacific Days is a good time to do
outreach.
Post information at 3 other parks in the city.
Use the City’s record of park permits to identify people from outside of Pacific who use
the park, and send them project information.
Post project information on the City’s website, Facebook pages, and TV station.
It would be possible to put up a banner announcing public meets for the project in the
field by Ellingston Rd. The City does this to advertise events like Pacific Days.
Reach out to local pastors and ask them to spread the word.

•
•
•
•
•
•

Input on Project
•

Pacific City Park
o The project should find a balance between providing a place for people to
recreate and providing flood protection.
o The City would like to improve the existing park, or get a new park.
1

o The park is heavily used while open. Preschools use it as a playground. There are
picnic gatherings, dog walking, car shows, fundraising events, fishing, and pick up
soccer, volleyball, and basketball games.
o There is a high concentration of kids living in the apartments and other homes
around the park. They play in the park – it is an important resource for the kids
and their families.
o The City doesn’t have another big park. Losing this park would be a big deal for
the community. It would also affect the City’s ability to meet its park level of
service standards, which would in turn affect the City’s ability to compete for
parks grant funding. If the City lost this park, it might be possible to develop a
replacement on properties across from the park. There are three different
property owners: New Hope Church, Nelson, and Young.
o It would be great if the park could be used year-round.
o The park would get even more use if it was improved. For instance, Little League
used to use the park for baseball but the field isn’t in good enough condition for
games anymore. King County approval is required for the needed improvements.
o Over time the ground has settled in the park and water inundation has become
increasingly problematic. It takes a long time to dry out. Raising the ground level
in the park might solve this issue.
o The HESCOS are trapping water behind them (outside the park) and causing wet
yards and basements.
o How will a new project affect our infrastructure?
o The park used to be a dump. What is in the old dump site will be a big
consideration for the project.
o People who are homeless currently use the park.
o There are currently challenges with vandalism and damage to park facilities.
•

Construction
o The County and the City should work together to keep the project on schedule.
For instance, by figuring out what City permits will be needed and how they can
be processed in time for summer construction seasons.
o Consider ways to limit noise and transportation impacts during construction on
the surrounding community.
o Study whether construction activities like pile driving will move the ground and
impact ground water, utilities, and homes and other buildings.
o Provide as much park access as possible during construction, for instance
consider keeping the park open on weekends.
o People will likely try to access the park during construction. People currently try
to access the park when it is closed off, by climbing over the HESCOs.
o Could the project move material from the former dump into the failing 3rd
avenue?
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o Will the roads be repaired after construction? Will the EIS talk about damage to
roads?
o Was there interaction with homeless people during construction of the left
bank?
o When do the HESCOs come down?
•

Other
o Protect the fish and wildlife that live by the river.
o Consider building the levee on the service road that goes through the park along
the river, or raising 3rd Ave/ 3rd Pl SE.
o The top of the levee could be used as a walking trail after the project is
completed.
o 3rd Place SE is a failing road with a lot of potholes. It may have been built on an
historic river channel.
o The HESCOs have changed the local water table. For instance, there is more
water in the ditch in front of New Hope Church.
o Consider how the 8th St Bridge impacts flooding.
o Consider dredging as an option.
o What is the role of the tribes in this project?
o The left bank project is over 122 acres. Why do we need a right bank project? Do
we really need a project in the city of Pacific? What other opportunities are
there besides a project on the right bank?
o Did the left bank project dig down deep enough?
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Notes – Doorbelling at Park View Apartments and Megan’s Court Apartments
Pacific Right Bank Flood Protection Project
Date: April 5, 2018
Overview: Monica Walker from King County and Casey Bradfield from 3 Square Blocks
doorbelled at the Park View Apartments and the Megan’s Court Apartments in order to ensure
residents were aware of the project and the EIS Scoping Period. The two complexes are
adjacent to the project area. Monica and Casey stopped at all 52 units in the complexes. They
handed out project information and spoke with eleven people including parents, seniors, dogowners, Latinos, and a Pacific Islander. They left project information at apartments where no
one was home. A few people provided input on the project and their comments are
summarized below.
Comments:
•

One woman said she uses Pacific City Park all the time to play with her kids and to walk
their dog.

•

People from two different apartments were new residents and were surprised when the
park closed last fall. They were not sure whether or when it was going to reopen. They
thought there could be better notification about park access.

•

One woman encouraged the County use public funds efficiently. She asked whether
there was a need to replace the HESCOs, and discouraged use of funds for beautification
versus spending it on things that are truly needed.

•

One woman was a 12-year resident of the Megan’s Court Apartments. She shared
comments on the project as well as information about the 2009 flood.
o Visibility is a concern for the project. There has been an increase in crime and
drug use in the past 3-5 years and part of the issue is that people hide behind the
HESCOs and enter the apartment complex. The complex’s mailboxes were
recently broken into and there have been smash and grabs in the parking lot.
Project design should take visibility and crime prevention into consideration.
o Salmon should be protected as part of the project.
o Public health and safety at the park is a concern. The woman used to visit the
park all the time with her grandchildren and to enjoy contemplative time by the
river, but after finding used syringes in the park and after being chased away
from the river by a person who was homeless, she no longer goes to the park.
Her neighbor picks up used syringes and trash in the park every spring when it
opens, before she feels it is safe to walk her dog there.
o In 2009 the entire lower level of the apartment complex flooded. Her neighbors
lost a lot.
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o In 2009 Home Depot responded to flooding before local government did. They
were out helping pump out people’s basements. Some residents feel bitter that
local government was not faster to respond.
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Notes – Tabling Event at Library/ESOL & Doorbelling at 3rd Place SE
Pacific Right Bank Flood Protection Project
Dates: March 21 and March 12, 2018
Overview: Monica Walker from King County and Marcia Wagoner from 3 Square Blocks
arranged a tabling opportunity with the Algona Pacific Library to talk with ESL students and
library patrons around the time the library’s ESL class ended. Library tabling was originally
scheduled for March 12, however when Monica and Marcia arrived they learned the ESL class
had been canceled at the last minute. Instead, they spent the afternoon doorbelling at 3rd
Place SE in order to reach this target population. Monica and Casey Bradfield from 3 Square
Blocks returned to table at the library on March 21.
Notes:
•

Tabling at Library on March 21
o Connected with approximately 30 community members, letting them know
about the public scoping meeting on March 27 and handing out project
information.
o People were generally glad to know about the meeting and learn more about the
project, but did not stop and talk long enough to share their input on the project.
o A half dozen library patrons took materials in Spanish and were happy to see we
had project information in that language.
o Students from the ESL class left at different times, since this was their last class.
We believe we spoke with most students as they left the library.
o After tabling we spoke with the ESL teacher. She offered to share project
information with her students from the Library and from Green River Community
College who might be interested in the project. We provided her hard copies of
materials and followed up via email the next day with digital versions. Materials
shared included the project flier, scoping poster, and comment forms in English,
Spanish, and Russian.

•

Doorbelling on March 12
o Left information at all homes between 3rd Place SE and 3rd Ave SE.
o Spoke with four residents including residents who were Latino, Russian, and
Laotion, and who had children.
 Residents were glad to receive information about the project.
 One resident mentioned concerns about drug activity at a home located
on the street within the proposed project area.
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