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Resolution Summary

City of Kirkland

Courtesy Review

Section 5, Detention Vaults

Recommended that detention vaults, in addition to wetvaults,
be required to be watertight due to performance and
maintenance issues from leaks.

Responded to commenter, noted to review and consider for

next update.

City of Kirkland

Courtesy Review

Appendix C, C.2 Flow control
BMPs

Recommended considering minimum thresholds below which
simplified treatment could be allowed.

Responded to commenter, noted to review and consider for

next update.

King County, Asset
Management Unit

Courtesy Review

Chapter 6, Section 6.4.1.2
Design Criteria, Wetponds

Recommended clarifying language and edits around the subject
of ensuring wetvaults and connecting pipes and structures act
to effectively retain design water volume in the wetvault.

Made recommended edit.

King County, Asset
Management Unit

Courtesy Review

Figure 5.1.1.B Typical Detention

Identified incorrect references in Figure 5.1.1.B.

Pond Sections

Made recommended edit.




King County, Science

Courtesy Review

Section 1.2.2.3 6ppdq or URMS
problem, page 1-40

(also Table 10.2 KC Sig
Changes item #2:)

Sought clarification on using Reference 14 to select a facility
designated to treat 6PPDQ due to note stating there are
currently no designated water quality treatments for 6PPDQ
approved by King County or Ecology.

Responded to commenter, clarified that interpretation was
correct. Text was reviewed and settled with Ecology.

Chapter 1, Definitions,

Recommended formatting changes and clarity in the definition

Responded to commenter, noted to review and consider for

City of Kent Courtesy Review ) for "maintenance" and maintenance of stormwater
"Maintenance" . next update.
infrastructure.
Recommended replacing the language in the first box of Figure
1.1.2.Athat says "meets the Basic Exemption from flow control
in Core Requirement #3" to specify the language "less than Responded to commenter, noted to review and consider for
City of Kent Courtesy Review Fig.1.1.2.A q pecify . g g . P
5,000 square feet of new plus replaced impervious surface will |next update.
be created, AND less than 3 acres of new pervious surface will
be added."
Recommended formatting change to use superscript for
City of Kent Courtesy Review 1.2.3.1.(B) g g P P Made recommended edit.
footnotes.
Recommended updating water quality and flow control maps to X .
. . . o Responded to commenter, noted to review and consider for
City of Kent Courtesy Review Maps reflect removal of the Panther Lake Annexation area within next update
Kent's jurisdiction. paate.
. ) Recommended defining project limits of transportation Responded to commenter, noted to review and consider for
City of Kent Courtesy Review 1.2.3,1.2.8 ) . .
redevelopment project to align with the SWMMWW. next update.
. ) Recommended updating the term "Enhanced Basic Treatment" |Responded to commenter, noted to review and consider for
City of Kent Courtesy Review 1.2.8,6.1

to "Metal Treatment".

next update.




Recommended providing a definition for "fresh water with

Responded to commenter, noted to review and consider for

City of Kent Courtesy Review 1.2.8 existing or designated aquatic life" to clarify if these include all next undate
streams, just fish bearing streams, and wetlands. P ’
. i Recommended updates for required water quality treatmentto |Responded to commenter, noted to review and consider for
City of Kent Courtesy Review 1.2.8 i . . X ;
reflect recent middle housing and zoning legislation. next update.
. X Recommended adding an option for private standalone Responded to commenter, noted to review and consider for
City of Kent Courtesy Review 6.1.2 R .
proprietary device. next update.
. X Recommended that if metals or phosphorus treatment is Responded to commenter, this information is already present in
City of Kent Courtesy Review 6.1.3 ki . . .
applied, basic treatment is not required. the document.
. . Identified incorrect references in Section 6.4.2.2. Should be .
City of Kent Courtesy Review 6.4.2.2 . . Made recommended edit.
Criterion "6" instead of "5".
. X Recommended updates to BMP Requirements for consistency |Responded to commenter, noted to review and consider for
City of Kent Courtesy Review 1.2.9.2 i i
with Appendix C. next update.
. . Recommended updates to streamline the Section to reduce Responded to commenter, noted to review and consider for
City of Kent Courtesy Review 1.2.3.1(B) K
confusion. next update.
. . Reference 5: Wetland Recommended adding a provision to Reference 5 that would Responded to commenter, noted to review and consider for
City of Kent Courtesy Review ) K
Hydrology Protection allow use of new guidance developed by Ecology. next update.
Recommended expanding exemptions for UIC well registration . )
. . . . . . . . Responded to commenter, noted to review and consider for
City of Kent Courtesy Review Chapter 5, Section 5.2.8 UICs  [to include other forms of middle housing beyond single-family next undate
or duplexes. paate.
Chapter 1, Section 1.2.2.1.2 DS
WQ problems requiring special |Suggested reference to 6PPDQ may be roadblock to
City of Kent Courtesy Review attention and 1.2.2.3WQ development because there are no approved maps or methods |Made recommended edit.

Problem Impact Mitigation
(from table 10.2)

to address.




City of Kent

Courtesy Review

Chapter 1, Section 1.2.3.1 Core
3, "flow Control Facilities"
"direct Discharge Exemption", p
1-45 (From Table 10.2)

Recommended formatting change.

Made recommended edit.

King County Flood Policy
Group

Courtesy Review

4.4.2.2 - Approximate
Floodplain Study, 4-75,
paragraph 4, line 3

Recommended revision to say "clearly in an area of minimal
flood hazard".

Made recommended edit.

King County Flood Policy
Group

Courtesy Review

4.4.2.4 - Major Floodplain
Study, 4-77, Study Report

Recommended revision for grammatical error.

Made recommended edit.

King County Flood Policy
Group

Courtesy Review

4.4.2.4 - Major Floodplain
Study, 4-84, King County Flood
Hazard Certification

Asked for opportunity to review guidance documents on
compensatory storage, base flood depth, and velocity analyses.

Responded to commenter, noted to review and consider for
next update.

City of Bothell

Courtesy Review

1-85- D. Untreated Discharges.
Related to "need to add for
groundwater before water
quality facilities".

Recommended diverting baseflow away from the water quality
system, if present, due to hindering system function.

Responded to commenter, noted to meet with commenter to
review and consider for next update.

City of Bothell

Courtesy Review

1-85- D. Untreated Discharges.
Related to "need to add for
groundwater before water
quality facilities".

Recommended bypassing groundwater away from flow control
and water quality facilities due to impact to effectiveness.

Responded to commenter, noted to meet with commenter to
review and consider for next update.

City of Bothell

Courtesy Review

1-85- D. Untreated Discharges.
Related to "need to add for
groundwater before water
quality facilities".

Recommended specifying that water quality treatment facilities
be designed to fully discharge 2-year rainfall within 72 hours.

Responded to commenter, noted to meet with commenter to
review and consider for next update.

City of Bothell

Courtesy Review

1.2.2.1.2- Downstream WQ
Problems; 1-35- 6PPD-quinone
or URMS problem (Type 8);3)
Currently designated by King
County as a 6PPD-quinone or
URMS problem based on
credible data, documented and
listed in the latest published list
of King County-Identified WQ
Problems (SWDM Reference
Section 10).

Recommended that the sampling agency receive permission
from the jurisdiction to sample 6PPDQ and/or monitor for
URMS.

Responded to commenter, noted to meet with commenter to
review and consider for next update.




City of Bothell

Courtesy Review

1.2.2.1.2- Downstream WQ
Problems; 1-35- 6PPD-quinone
or URMS problem (Type 8);3)
Currently designated by King
County as a 6PPD-quinone or
URMS problem based on
credible data, documented and
listed in the latest published list
of King County-Identified WQ
Problems (SWDM Reference
Section 10).

Recommend clarifying what is considered "credible data" for
designating as a 6PPDQ or URMS problem.

Responded to commenter, noted to meet with commenter to
review and consider for next update.

City of Bothell

Courtesy Review

Figure 5.1.4.A “Weir: A flow
control notch, not to exceed a
maximum Height (H) to Length
(L) ratio of 0.33”

Recommended adding a definition for "weir" or add a design
limitation to Figure 5.1.4.A to reduce potential for clogging in
flow control devices.

Responded to commenter, noted to meet with commenter to
review and consider for next update.

Snoqualmie Tribe

Courtesy Review

Thanked King County for the opportunity to comment and
shared there were no concerns with the proposed updates.

No resolution required.

Duwamish Tribal
Services

Courtesy Review

Section 4.4.2 "Floodplain
/Floodway Analysis"

Identified spelling error in Section 4.2.2.

Made recommended edit.

Duwamish Tribal
Services

Courtesy Review

Recommended using only native vegetation for any proposed
updates. Provided support for critical area tracts and stream
buffers.

Responded to commenter, noted to review and consider for
next update.

Duwamish Tribal
Services

Courtesy Review

Requested lighting associated with designs be DarkSky
compliant to reduce light pollution and produce favorable
conditions for practicing traditional life pathways.

Responded to commenter, noted to review and consider for
next update.




Duwamish Tribal
Services

Courtesy Review

Provided support for filtering downspout runoff from roofs or
roof structures through native plants or a series of soils.

Responded to commenter, noted to review and consider for
next update.

King County Road

Courtesy Review

Section 5.1.3.1 Detention

Recommended confirming with fabricators that requiring lids be

Responded to commenter, noted to review and consider for

Services Division Vaults Access openable by one person is achievable by industry standard. next update.
Chapter 4
) p Recommended considering flood permitting exemptions for . )
King County Road Section 4.4.2, Responded to commenter, noted to review and bring to the

Services Division

Courtesy Review

"Floodplain/Floodway Analysis"
pp 4-73 - 4-86

projects for certain types of minimal improvements, such as
new signals or new guardrail sections.

Flood Code update project team.

King County Road
Services Division

Courtesy Review

Chapter 1: Key Terms and
Definitions

Pages 1-5 to 1-6 definition of
"Maintenance”

Page 1-7, Added new definition "
Pavement maintenance
Activities" that matches Ecology
language.

Page 1-11, Added new definition,
"Underground Utility Activities"
that matches Ecology language.

Standalone SWDM
Definitions File

Page 16 (redline), definition of
"Maintenance".

Suggested revised language regarding pavement maintenance
exemptions may unintentionally prevent Road Services Division
from performing essential repairs on frequently flooded roads.
Recommended specifying circumstances considered
maintenance.

Responded to commenter, no edits proposed at this time as
this update was required by Ecology.




King County, Asset
Management Unit

Public Review

Section 1.2.6 Core
Requirement #6 Pages 1-69

Recommended clarifying why King County owned conveyance
can be approved in private rights-of-way if water quality and
flow control facilities are not allowed to be owned by King
County if approved in private rights-of-way.

Responded to commenter, no edits proposed at this time as
this update was requested per policy decision.

Section 5.2.1.13

1. Recommended clarification on when a liner would be
required for groundwater protection.

Responded to commenter, noted to review and consider for

City of Renton Public Review
. . next update.
2. Recommended update for clarity on cation exchange
capacity.
. . X Recommended update to table title to align with the title of i
City of Renton Public Review Table 1.1.2.A i Made recommended edit.
Core Requirement #5.
. . X X Recommended update to align with the title of Core i
City of Renton Public Review Section 1.1.2.2 . Made recommended edit.
Requirement #5.
. . X X Recommended update to align with the title of Core .
City of Renton Public Review Section 1.2 . Made recommended edit.
Requirement #5.
City of Renton Public Review Table 1.2.9.A Recommended formatting update. Made recommended edit.
Section 1.1.1, Figure 1.1.2.A, R ded clarificati . t lication if th
ecommended clarification on requirement application if the
. . . Table 1.1.2.A, Section 1.1.2.2, . i . . q . P i Responded to commenter, noted to review and consider for
City of Renton Public Review ) project site, or portions of it, are not high-use but will become
Section 1.3.5, and Table 2.3.2.A| . next update.
high-use through redevelopment.
. . X X Recommended edit since, for private development, only full .
City of Renton Public Review Section 3.1.1 . . s . . k o . Made recommended edit.
dispersion and full infiltration facilities still offer sizing credits.

City of Renton Public Review Section 6.4.2.2 Identified spelling error in Section 6.4.2.2. Made recommended edit.
. . . . Recommended edit for grammar and consistency of unit .
City of Renton Public Review Section C.2.2.2.3 . Made recommended edit.

abbreviations.
. . X X . . i Responded to commenter, noted to review and consider for
City of Renton Public Review Section C.2.6 Recommended formatting change in numbering.
next update.
. . X X . . i Responded to commenter, noted to review and consider for
City of Renton Public Review Section C.2.7 Recommended formatting change in numbering.

next update.




City of Renton

Public Review

Reference 8-M

Recommended margin formatting changes and image
formatting changes.

Responded to commenter, noted to review and consider for
next update.

Harbert Engineers

Public Review

Section 5.2.3.1), "General", #4,
(referred to in Section 5.2.7.1)

Recommended revisions to Figure 5.2.7.A for clarification on
dimensions of rock.

Responded to commenter, noted to review and consider for
next update.

Sound Transit

Public Review

N/A

Requested to be added to the mailing list.

Added commenter to the mailing list.

King County Department
of Local Services,
Permitting Division

Public Review

Section 4.4.2 "Floodplain
/Floodway Analysis"

Requested to revert revision that deleted the 2' above
downstream waterbody threshold for approximate floodplain
analysis requirement.

Made recommended edit.

KCPAO

Courtesy Review

Section 5.1.3.1 "Design Criteria
for Detention Vaults"

Recommended revisions for proposed language on rights-of-
way.

Made recommended edit.

King County Water and
Land Resources,
Stormwater Services
Section

Courtesy Review

Ref 11-E, "Roofing: Erodible or
Leachable Materials"

Recommended modifying definitions in the reference as they
expanded upon definitions in Chapter 1.

Made recommended edit.

City of Kirkland

Public Review

Section 1.2.2.1 (Page 1-35) -
6PPD-Quinone and URMS
Requirements

Requested clarification on the requirements for 6PPD-Quinone
and URMS.

Responded to commenter, noted to review and consider for
next update.

City of Kirkland

Public Review

Section 6.4.2.2 (Page 6-90) -
Watertight Detention Vaults

Recommended that detention vaults, in addition to wetvaults,
be required to be watertight due to performance and
maintenance issues from leaks.

Responded to commenter, noted to review and consider for
next update.




City of Kirkland

Public Review

Section 3.2.2 (Page 3-25) -
Modeling of Underdrained
Pervious Surfaces

Requested clarification on what impervious percentage to
model for large underdrained pervious areas such as turf sports
fields.

Responded to commenter, noted to review and consider for
next update.

City of Kirkland

Public Review

Section C.2.2.2 (Page C-50) -
Pretreatment Requirements for
Infiltration BMPs

Recommended considering minimum thresholds below which
simplified treatment could be allowed.

Responded to commenter, noted to review and consider for
next update.




