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Middle Fork Snoqualmie River Corridor Planning Process 
Workshop Summary 
October 24, 2018 (1:00 – 3:30 p.m.) at the Sallal Grange in North Bend 
Sponsored by King County Flood Control District  
 

In Attendance 
Each table included stakeholders representing diverse interests and a table moderator from King County 
Department of Natural Resources and Parks. See attached list of participants and their affiliation. 
 

 Table 1 – Richelle Rose, moderator  
Larry Houch, Leah Aichele, Angela Donaldson, Travis Strombaugh, Tor Bell, Julie Lewis 

 

 Table 2 – Gus Kays, moderator  
Richard and Alexis Kaplan, Keith Sonneson, Stewart Reinbold, Matt Baerwalde  

 

 Table 3 – Seth Amrhein, moderator 
Bob Noll, Anne Heath, Dana Schutter, Jesse Reynolds, Beth leDoux, Daryl Williams 

 

 Table 4 – JoAnn Whited and Teresa Lewis, moderators 
Mark Boyer, Dylan Brown, Mark Hofman, Perry Falcone, Morgan Ruff 
 

 Other Attendees: Chase Barton, Snoqualmie Basin Supervising Engineer, Ashagrie Gelaw, 
Snoqualmie Basin Engineer, Tamie Kellogg, Kellogg Consulting, Facilitator                                                                                                                                            

 
Workshop Purpose 

1. Share an overview of the project and information on flooding and channel migration risks, and 
cover next steps. 

2. Provide an opportunity to ask questions and share observations and thoughts about the river, 
flooding and channel migration risks in neighborhoods, potential risk reduction solutions, and 
areas of common interest. 

 

Process 
The 2½-hour workshop covered: 

 Slideshow presentation on corridor planning, status of the Middle Fork Snoqualmie River 
corridor planning process, project goals, existing conditions, potential tools, next steps and 
preliminary timeline. 

 Small group table exercise to discuss and document feedback on areas of common 
interests/concerns and potential solutions. 

 Large group sharing of themes from each table. 

 
Introductions and Presentation 
Tamie Kellogg welcomed everyone and reviewed the agenda and meeting process. Everyone introduced 
themselves and who they are representing. Chase Barton, Snoqualmie Basin Supervising Engineer, gave 
a slide presentation on the corridor planning process, status of the Middle Fork Snoqualmie River 
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corridor planning process, project goals, existing conditions, and infrastructure at risk. Each table group 
then discussed their interests in the project area and what problems and opportunities they see. Chase 
presented on next steps, potential flood risk reduction tools, and the preliminary timeline. Each table 
group then discussed potential risk reduction tools and who else the project team should be talking to. 
 

 

 
Small Group Table Discussions: Common Themes and Suggestions 
 
Participants expressed support for: 

 Improving access and safety across bridges to avoid isolation during flood events. 

 Targeted gravel removal and large wood management to redirect river flows away from levees 
and revetments. 

 Removing facilities in the downstream end of the project area, if no longer needed, to increase 
local flood storage capacity. 

 Keeping North Bend Way accessible during flood events for emergency vehicles and residents. 

 Targeted gravel removal in the east channels across from the Mason Thorson levees to reduce 
flood and erosion risks, and improve fish habitat; install engineered log jams (ELJs) to redirect 
flows toward the east channels. 

 Looking for local and upstream flood storage opportunities – flood easements, levee removals, 
beavers upstream. 

 Increasing home elevations. 

 Levee/revetment setbacks; minimize impacts to private property. 

 Multi-benefit projects. 

 Property acquisition in channel migration zones. 

 Exploring a more flexible property acquisition process. 

 Upstream floodwater storage on public property (WADNR, USFS); look for ways to create flood 
storage (restore roughness, instream structures to inundate floodplain, small reservoirs, etc.). 

 Cultural resources and tribal access to usual and accustomed places. 

 Looking at undersized and blocked culverts contributing to flooding and to improve fish passage. 

 Installing monitoring cameras or conducting regular patrols to monitor large wood in the river to 
proactively address potential public safety concerns and property impacts. 

 Managing sediment and wood upstream before it impacts downstream. 

 Improving trail connections, access for recreation and viewing; improved wildlife connectivity. 

 Exploring increased river recreation opportunities. 

 Focusing more on natural river processes; fewer levees/revetments and more wood and rock.  

 Ensuring agriculture ditches are well maintained to decrease farming impacts due to flooding. 

 Including natural resource conditions (species present, amount of wood, etc.) in the report. 
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Participants expressed concerns about: 

 Sediment and large wood in the river. 

 Riverbank erosion. 

 Safety of river recreation users (swimmers, floaters, etc.). 

 The quality of instream habitat and how it affects the mainstem Snoqualmie River below the 

falls (water temperature, large wood, etc.). 

 Flooded roads and access to homes; emergency vehicle access. 

 Bridge safety and crossing during flood events.  

 Upstream activity contributing to increased sediment. 

 Minimizing impacts to fish and habitat. 


