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Judi Hangartner
Subject: Re: Salish Sea Currents - Rethinking shoreline armoring, part 3

To all:

The Salish Sea was so named in 1988 by a maritime researcher and designated to include Georgia Strait and other
Canadian waters, the Straits of San Juan De Fuca, Puget Sound and the Hood Canal etc. It was recognized as an
official name for these waters in 2010 by the Canadian government. (Recognition of name by US Government?)

I'm sure the Canadians do not relish the U.S. EPA and other U.S. entities telling them how to protect a resource
within their boundaries.

It would be more politically correct to identify the bodies of water within the U.S. by their specific names.

It is little things like this that cause other nations to believe that the U.S. is a bully.

Bob McGonigel

On Apr 8, 2016, at 10:35 AM, pearl hewett wrote:

SERIES SPONSORED BY THE UNITED STATES ENVRIONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY (EPA) AND THE WASHINGTON DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE.

LOCAL CLALLAM COUNTY SMP CONTROL BY REGULATION AS EASY AS...
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State guidelines offer new approaches to shoreline
protection

Bulkhead removal is becoming an attractive option for many shoreline property owners as awareness
spreads of their geological and ecological impacts, and as aging bulkheads come up for replacement. New
state guidelines provide alternatives to hard armor.

Sources: Kinney et al. (2015). Analysis of effective requlation and stewardship findings: A review of Puget
Sound Marine and Nearshore Grant Program results, part 1. University of Washington Puget Sound
Institute. 57 pages.

READ MORE STORIES FROM OUR SERIES ON SHORELINE ARMORING >>

At the same time, the MSDG’s analyses and case studies are much
more detailed and somewhat more technical than what

most SHORELINE HOMEOWNERSwill want to wade through.

“l don’t think the guidelines ever trickled down to

the publ ic,” says Theresa Mitchell, who manages the Washington

Department of Fish & Wildlife’s Puget Sound Nearshore Ecosystem Project. “It
was a technical document for managers and contractors.”

Recently, Mitchell led the drafting of an abridged homeowner version, without
the case studies, which was released earlier this year. “The idea was to
create something more digestible for the general public but with enough
technical detail to be useful.”

Sources: Kinney et al. (2015). Analysis of effective regulation and stewardship findings: A review of Puget
Sound Marine and Nearshore Grant Program results, part 1. University of Washington Puget Sound
Institute. 57 pages.

The dozens of detailed case histories that complete the MSDG may
give prospective shoreline restorers a better sense of what to expect.
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But Hugh Shipman, the Washington Department of Ecology’s Puget
Sound geologist and a contributor to the document, warns “it’s not
the end-all in design guidance. TheMarine Shoreline Design
Guidelines was a great step in the right direction. But no one who
does this kind of work can go and follow the guidelines and be done.
It’'s not intended to be a cookbook.”

READ MORE STORIES FROM OUR SERIES ON SHORELINE ARMORING >>

April 7, 2016 View this email in your browser

Salish Sea Currents

timely, local stories about ecosystem recovery

Rethinking

shoreline armoring, part 3

™

PR SRl e --...._. 2T A TR AN o R Sl : s - | AL o TS "‘.‘
Is erosion always bad and do we need to battle it with hard armor? We wrap up our
series this week with two stories that rethink some basic assumptions about shoreline
protection.

D:\GIS\PROJECT DATA\SMP\CURRENT\Documents\Comments 2016\From.docx



'Washington State Aguatic Habitat Guidelines Program

Marine Shoreline
Design Guidelines

For more than a hundred years,
property owners have seen Bulkhead removal is becoming an
shoreline erosion as the enemy. But attractive option for many shoreline
it turns out that in many cases property owners as awareness
erosion is actually a good thing— spreads of their geological and
crucial, according to scientists — ecological impacts, and as aging
because it provides the sand and bulkheads come up for replacement.
gravel needed for healthy beaches. New state guidelines provide
alternatives to hard armor.
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