
Stream Relocations for Capital Projects Item 2-7 
 

 

Evaluation Form 

City of Sammamish 
Planning Commission 

Environmentally Critical Areas Update 

 
Amendment Source: 

 Best Available Science Report “Streams and Fish and Wildlife Habitat Conservation Areas” by AMEC 
Environment & Infrastructure, Inc. 

 
Best Available Science Support: Supported 

 Best Available Science Report “Streams and Fish and Wildlife Habitat Conservation Areas” by AMEC 
Environment & Infrastructure, Inc. 

 The proposed amendment would be consistent with neighboring jurisdiction’s code. 
 
Affected Code Section(s) (incudes duplicative and overlapping sections): 

 21A.50.340(8)(a) 
 
 
Public Comment Reference(s): 
117 
 
 
Notes: 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Existing Regulation(s) Proposed Amendment & Description 

Stream relocations are allowed for Type F, Np, and 
Ns streams only as part of a public road, trail, or 
park project. 

Prohibit relocations of Type F streams for public 
road, trail, or park projects. 
 
 

Desired Result of Amendment: 
Reduce potential impacts to Type F streams by eliminating the current allowance for relocations for public 
projects. 



Stream Relocations for Capital Projects Item 2-7 
 

 

Evaluation Form 

City of Sammamish 
Planning Commission 

Environmentally Critical Areas Update 

 
 
 

Ratings are either: large positive (P), small positive (p), neutral, large negative (N), small negative (n) 

Environmental  p Implementation  Neutral 
 Improved on-site protection of the ECA functions 

and values  

 Increased protection of public assets and 
resources (e.g. streets, water quality) 

 Reduced cumulative impacts to the ECA 
Increased potential to restore damaged ECA 

 Reduced chance of damage to ECA  

 Better protects high quality, unique ECA features  

 No net loss of ECA functions and values 
 
Eliminating the potential of relocation of Type F 
streams for public projects would provide increased 
on site and cumulative protections for Type F 
streams.  It would not have an effect on restoration 
of damaged streams or net loss of functions and 
values since restoration would be required, but 
would better protect high quality features.  
Movement of a Type F stream for a public project 
would be expected to occur rarely.  
 

 Increased chances of unintended consequences  

 Neutral effect on ability for consistent, efficient 
implementation by the staff   

 Increased likelihood of support/approval by 
other agencies  

 Neutral effect on mitigation success and 
monitoring  

 
Eliminating the allowance for disturbance of Type F 
streams would result in less chance for problems 
during construction.  It would not affect the 
chances of mitigation success but may require less 
monitoring.  There would be an increased chance of 
approval of other agencies, and no effect on 
consistency or efficient implementation by staff.  

Property  N Overall Effect 

 Reduced flexibility and options for property 
owner’s use of property 

 Neutral effect on predictability for permit 
applicants and neighbors  

 Decreased recognition of site improvements and 
existing uses in standards  

 Increased expense / time if project must be 
redesigned to a more difficult location (e.g. street 
relocation through private property alternative 
route) 

 
The amendment would result in reduced flexibility 
for public infrastructure, and may increase costs to 
the public of alternative design.  Reduced 
recognition of existing corridors for utilities or 
streets.  No effect on predictability would be 
expected. 
  

Negative 

 



Prohibit Stream 
Relocations for Capital Projects Item 2-7b 

 

 

Evaluation Form – 10/4/12 Version 

City of Sammamish 
Planning Commission 

Environmentally Critical Areas Update 

 
Amendment Source: 

 Best Available Science Report “Streams and Fish and Wildlife Habitat Conservation Areas” by AMEC 
Environment & Infrastructure, Inc. 

 
Best Available Science Support: Supported 

 Best Available Science Report “Streams and Fish and Wildlife Habitat Conservation Areas” by AMEC 
Environment & Infrastructure, Inc. 

 The proposed amendment would be consistent with neighboring jurisdiction’s code. 
 
Affected Code Section(s) (incudes duplicative and overlapping sections): 

 21A.50.340(8)(a) 
 
 
Public Comment Reference(s): 
117 
 
 
Notes: 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Existing Regulation(s) Proposed Amendment & Description 

Stream relocations are allowed for Type F, Np, and 
Ns streams only as part of a public road, trail, or 
park project. 

Prohibit relocations of Type F streams for public 
road, trail, or park projects. 
 
 

Desired Result of Amendment: 
Reduce potential impacts to Type F streams by eliminating the current allowance for relocations for public 
projects. 



Prohibit Stream 
Relocations for Capital Projects Item 2-7b 

 

 

Evaluation Form – 10/4/12 Version 

City of Sammamish 
Planning Commission 

Environmentally Critical Areas Update 

 
 
 

Ratings are either: large positive (P), small positive (p), neutral, large negative (N), small negative (n) 

Environmental  p Implementation  Neutral 
 Improved on-site protection of the ECA functions 

and values  

 Increased protection of public assets and 
resources (e.g. streets, water quality) 

 Reduced cumulative impacts to the ECA 
Increased potential to restore damaged ECA 

 Increased potential to restore damaged stream 
channels or buffers 

 Reduced chance of damage to ECA  

 Better protects high quality, unique ECA features  

 No net loss of ECA functions and values 
 
Eliminating the potential of relocation of Type F 
streams for public projects would provide increased 
on site and cumulative protections for Type F 
streams.  It would not have an effect on restoration 
of damaged streams or net loss of functions and 
values since restoration would be required, but 
would better protect high quality features.  
Movement of a Type F stream for a public project 
would be expected to occur rarely.  
 

 Increased chances of unintended consequences  

 Neutral effect on ability for consistent, efficient 
implementation by the staff   

 Increased likelihood of support/approval by 
other agencies  

 Neutral effect on mitigation success and 
monitoring  

 
Eliminating the allowance for disturbance of Type F 
streams would result in less chance for problems 
during construction.  It would not affect the 
chances of mitigation success but may require less 
monitoring.  There would be an increased chance of 
approval of other agencies, and no effect on 
consistency or efficient implementation by staff.  

Property  Nn Overall Effect 

 Reduced flexibility and options for property 
owner’s use of property 

 Neutral effect on predictability for permit 
applicants and neighbors  

 Decreased recognition of site improvements and 
existing uses in standards  

 Increased expense / time if project must be 
redesigned to a more difficult location (e.g. street 
relocation through private property alternative 
route) 

 
The amendment would result in reduced flexibility 
for public infrastructure, and may increase costs to 
the public of alternative design, although 
alternative permitting processes may be available.  
Stream re-locations are relatively rare, and are not 
expected to be an issue in the foreseeable future.  
Reduced recognition of existing corridors for 
utilities or streets.  No effect on predictability would 
be expected. 
  

NegativeNeutral 

 



Prohibit Stream 
Relocations for Public Capital Projects Item 2-7b 

 

 

Evaluation Form – Public Hearing Version 

City of Sammamish 
Planning Commission 

Environmentally Critical Areas Update 

 

 
Amendment Source: 

 Best Available Science Report “Streams and Fish and Wildlife Habitat Conservation Areas” by AMEC 
Environment & Infrastructure, Inc. 

 
Best Available Science Support: Supported 

 Best Available Science Report “Streams and Fish and Wildlife Habitat Conservation Areas” by AMEC 
Environment & Infrastructure, Inc. 

 The proposed amendment would be consistent with neighboring jurisdiction’s code. 
 
Affected Code Section(s) (incudes duplicative and overlapping sections): 

 21A.50.340(8)(a) 
 
 
Public Comment Reference(s): 
117 
 
 
Notes: 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Existing Regulation(s) Proposed Amendment & Description 

Stream relocations are allowed for Type F, Np, and 
Ns streams only as part of a public road, trail, or 
park project. 

Prohibit relocations of Type F streams for public 
road, trail, or park projects. 
 
 

Desired Result of Amendment: 
Reduce potential impacts to Type F streams by eliminating the current allowance for relocations for public 
projects. 



Prohibit Stream 
Relocations for Public Capital Projects Item 2-7b 

 

 

Evaluation Form – Public Hearing Version 

City of Sammamish 
Planning Commission 

Environmentally Critical Areas Update 

 
 

Ratings are either: large positive (P), small positive (p), neutral, large negative (N), small negative (n) 

Environmental  P Implementation  Neutral 
 Improved on-site protection of the ECA functions 

and values  

 Increased protection of public assets and 
resources (e.g. streets, water quality) 

 Reduced cumulative impacts to the ECA 
Increased potential to restore damaged ECA 

 Increased potential to restore damaged stream 
channels or buffers 

 Reduced chance of damage to ECA  

 Better protects high quality, unique ECA features  

 No net loss of ECA functions and values 
 
Eliminating the potential of relocation of Type F 
streams for public projects would provide increased 
on site and cumulative protections for Type F 
streams.  It would not have an effect on restoration 
of damaged streams or net loss of functions and 
values since restoration would be required, but 
would better protect high quality features.  
Movement of a Type F stream for a public project 
would be expected to occur rarely.   Some 
additional opportunity for restoration may result 
from the Public Agency / Utility Exception process. 
 

 Increased chances of unintended consequences  

 Neutral effect on ability for consistent, efficient 
implementation by the staff   

 Increased likelihood of support/approval by 
other agencies  

 Neutral effect on mitigation success and 
monitoring  

 
Eliminating the allowance for disturbance of Type F 
streams would result in less chance for problems 
during construction.  It would not affect the 
chances of mitigation success but may require less 
monitoring.  There would be an increased chance of 
approval of other agencies, and no effect on 
consistency or efficient implementation by staff.  

Property  n Overall Effect 

 Reduced flexibility and options for property 
owner’s use of property 

 Neutral effect on predictability for permit 
applicants and neighbors  

 Decreased recognition of site improvements and 
existing uses in standards  

 Increased expense / time if project must be 
redesigned to a more difficult location (e.g. street 
relocation through private property alternative 
route) 

 
The amendment would result in reduced flexibility 
for public infrastructure, and may increase costs to 
the public of alternative design, although 
alternative permitting processes (e.g. Public Agency 
/ Utility Exceptions) may be available.  Stream re-
locations are relatively rare, and are not expected 
to be an issue in the foreseeable future.  Reduced 
recognition of existing corridors for utilities or 
streets.  No effect on predictability would be 
expected. 

Positive 

 


