
 
To:  Sammamish City Council 
 Sammamish City Manager 
 Mona Davis, City of Sammamish MDAVIS@SAMMAMISH.US  
 King County (via mail) 
  Department of Permitting and Environmental Review 

25030 SE Douglas St., Suite 210 
  Snoqualmie, WA 98065-9286 
 
From: Scott Hamilton 
 19727 SE 19th St 
 Sammamish, WA 98075 
 Tel. 425-392-1160 
 E: Cityhamilton@comcast.net  
 
CC: Gina Auld, gina.auld@kingCounty.gov 
 Fereshteh Dehkordi fereshteh.dehkordi@kingCounty.gov  
 
Date: Oct. 21, 2014 
 

COMMENTS REGARDING KING COUNTY PERMIT APPLICATION FOR PAVING, TREE 
REMOVALS AND RELATED WORK TO THE EAST LAKE SAMMAMISH TRAIL FROM 

INGLEWOOD HILL ROAD TO THE ISSAQUAH CITY LIMITS 
 
KC FILE: SHOR14-0022 
SAMMAMISH FILE: SSDP2014-00171  
COMMENTS DUE OCTOBER 29, 2014 
 
 
PLEASE PROVIDE A COPY OF THE REPORT AND DECISION TO ME AT THE ADDRESS 
ABOVE. 
 
I hereby submit comments on the above described project. 
 
Introduction 
King County Parks is currently constructing the improvements on the East Lake Sammamish Trail 
(ELST) from the Redmond City Limits to Inglewood Hill Road (IHR) (the “Northern Portion” of 
ELST) in Sammamish and has applied for a permit to undertake identical construction from IHR 
to the Issaquah City Limits (the “Southern Portion” of ELST). 
 
The Northern Portion has undergone dramatic damage to the environment. Trees have been cut 
down (according to a Sammamish City Councilman, more than 1,000) with no regard to whether 
the trees are high value and without the County being willing to exercise flexibility to save trees. 
 
The following comments are intended to provide factual information and to encourage flexibility 
when pursuing “improvements” to the Southern Portion. 
 
The Southern Portion has vast sections in which trees and shrubs are immediately adjacent the 
existing gravel trail, known as the “Interim Trail.” These trees provide not only environmental 
benefits but also a shady, visually-pleasing corridor that also provides additional benefits to users 
on hot, sunny says. 
 
The current County plan, and the action in the Northern Portion, means removal of hundreds and 
perhaps thousands of trees for a design that is equivalent to 1½ lanes of highway. 
 



I favored the rails-to-trails conversion in 1998-2003 when this was a huge controversy in 
Sammamish. I am a frequent user of the trail. I only object to the insensitive rape-and-scrape that 
has occurred on the Northern Portion and which is slated for the Southern Portion; the inflexibility 
of the County to preserve trees and the ambience; and the blind eye the City of Sammamish 
turned to the destruction of the Northern Portion until it was too late to do anything to stop it. 
 
The issues 
 
There is a balance that has to be achieved between the public good, property rights and the 
environment. I do not have property along the trail corridor, so I will not address the property 
rights issues. I do have an interest in environmental issues, however. These can be balanced 
with the public good while pursuing common sense and flexibility. 
 
Public Good 
I absolutely believe the ELST is in the Public Good. 
 
Environment 
The County’s rape-and-scrape approach to the Northern Portion is contrary to the Public Good 
insofar as it has damaged the environment and destroys the visually-pleasing ambience of the 
Interim Trail. Shade is removed and there now remains in all too many sections exposure to 
traffic noise from East Lake Sammamish Parkway (ELSP), views of ELSP and even of homes 
that were previously obscured. Privacy of many of these homes has been compromised. 
 
All are concerning but most concerning with respect to these comments is the damage to the 
environment. 
 
The County has scores of policies in effect to protect the environment and retain trees. The action 
on the Northern Portion violates every principal and spirit of environmental protection for trees, if 
not the letter of its own laws. 
 
Wetland protection is another aspect of the County’s considerations, and here we have a major 
difference of opinion. 
 

1. In a telephone conversation last month, Gina Auld from the County says adjusting the 
alignment to save trees will infringe on “wetlands.” She made the rather startling 
statement that the County will sacrifice trees to preserve wetlands.  

2. First, in most of the trail, any “wetland” is a ditch. Going to an 18 ft wide trail means 
the County has to realign the ditch anyway—what’s another foot or two? 

3. I’ve walked the entire trail and with few exceptions I have yet to see a year-round, 
Class 1 wetland. There are a few year-round creeks and many ditches that are wet, 
but wetlands in the widely accepted sense are few. 

4. Even if you accept that there might be wetlands affected, sacrificing trees arguably 
does even more damage. Trees capture stormwater runoff (an important issue for 
nearby Lake Sammamish), and where there are some steep slopes, trees stabilize 
the slopes. The eco-damage to removing the trees is probably worse than impacting 
the ditch-“wetlands.”  

5. Even if you accept that the ditches are associated with some wetlands, the County 
and Sammamish have wetland mitigation provisions. I was on the Sammamish 
Planning Advisory Board which wrote the City’s first Comprehensive Plan. We fought 
over this in our Comp Plan. The County has (and initially we stopped) the concept 
that wetlands destroyed can be mitigated by creating wetlands elsewhere in the 
County (or, as was proposed, the City). I argued successfully that any mitigation 
should be in the same basin. I don’t know if that’s been changed since. However, 
there are several locations along the southern trail where wetlands can be created 
(most notably at Snake Hill Road with a big field there that goes to waste as nothing 
more than mowed grass); the field by the 7-11 where trail debris is currently stored 



prior to removal; potentially immediately north of this same field which is nothing but 
brambles (though I understand this is designated as a parking lot). Going north, near 
251 E Lk Sammamish Shore Ln NE there is a field with goal posts that could 
potentially become a wetland mitigation location. 

6. You can’t mitigate destruction of trees. Replanting is nice, but it takes a decade or 
more just to have a reasonable tree size and a generation or more to match those 
trees lost.  

7. The County has it within its discretion to be flexible. See SE 8th St. in Sammamish 
east of 228th Ave. SE. There are three lanes until you get to the bottom then it’s two 
lanes through a wetland. This was a County project when it was done. Thus, in tight 
areas that have slopes, particularly constrained areas and areas where trees are 
prevalent, narrowing the trail slightly and/or realigning the trail slightly makes 
environmental and economic sense.  

8. Sea-Tac airport destroyed all kinds of wetlands for the third runway, and mitigated 
them in Auburn. (I don’t know what this does for the basin, but that’s what 
happened.)  

 
I “get” that the principal “if you do this for one person you have to do it for all” is a concern. 
However, this is the incorrect mind-set. We are talking about the environment. Being flexible for 
the environment is for the Public Good. It’s demanded by the County and the City of developers. 
The County (and the City) should hold itself to its own standards. 
 
The homeowners along ELST would never, repeat, never be able to do under the SMP what the 
County is doing. When the 2009 Planning Commission, on which I sat, passed the SMP update 
(6-1 vote, my vote dissenting), I crabbed that it would be viewed as another regulation about what 
homeowners could NOT do with their property. I was right. The state even rejected what was 
done and made it tighter. The City has turned a blind eye to the County’s actions, until it was too 
late and only because one member of the City Council pushed it. It’s no wonder the lakefront 
owners feel singled out and put-upon—and it’s no wonder they hate the City and the County. 
 
I’m under no illusions that they can be reasonable—they want what they want and if they don’t 
get it, they’re like little kids throwing a tantrum. But in this case they are right. 
 
Desired Outcome 

1. A Decision and commitment by the County and by the City of Sammamish to preserve 
trees and realign the Southern Portion slightly when possible to do so. 

2. Mitigate wetland encroachment by creating, enlarging or enhancing wetlands within the 
Southern Portion. 

3. Narrow the “improved” trail in the Southern Portion when physical constraints exist. 
 
 


