Soundview Consultantsiic

Environmental Assessment ¢ Planning ¢ Land Use Solutions

2907 Harborview Dr., Suite D, Gig Harbor, WA 98335
Phone: (253) 514-8952 Fax: (253) 514-8954

Technical Memorandum

To: City of Bellingham- Steve Sundin File Number: 2166.0001
From: Kramer Canup, Soundview Consultants LL.C Date: March 17, 2025
Re: Request for Information- Bellingham Crossing- Drive Thru Bank- DR2025-0002 and

CAP2025-0002

Dear Steve Sundin,

Soundview Consultants LLC (SVC) has been assisting The R] Group (Applicant) with a wetland and
fish and wildlife habitat assessment for the proposed development of an approximately 11.40-acre site
located at 415 West Bakerview Road in the City of Bellingham, Washington. The subject property
consists of one parcel situated in the Northwest /4 of Section 13, Township 38 North, Range 2 East,
W.M. (Whatcom County Tax Parcel Numbers 3802133915240001). Attention within this
memorandum is directed towards an approximately 60,041 square foot study area located in the
northeast corner of the subject property, which is proposed for commercial development with a drive-
thru bank building. This memorandum provides rationale and data related to the non-wetland
conditions identified by SVC on the eastern portion of parcel 3802133915240001 in comparison to
wetland soils identified on the western portion of the site as requested by Steve Sundin with the City
of Bellingham.

Figure 1. Subject Property Location.
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Methods

Fromal site investigations were performed by qualified SVC staff in November of 2020, May of 2021,
and July of 2024. The investigations consisted of a formal walk-through survey for wetlands,
waterbodies, and other fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas within the study area and on
publicly accessible areas within 300 feet of the study area.

Wetlands, streams and select fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas are regulated features under
Bellingham Municipal Code (BMC) Chapter 16.55 — Critical Areas and are subject to restricted
uses/activities under the same title.

Wetland presence/absence was determined using the routine approach outlined in the U.S. Army
Cotps of Engineers (USACE) Wetlands Delineation Mannal (Environmental Laboratory, 1987) and
modified according to the guidelines established in the Regional Supplement to the Corps of Engineers
Wetland Delineation Manual: Western Mountains, 1 alleys, and Coast Region, Version 2.0 (USACE, 2010) and
Field Indicators of Hydric Soils in the United States INRCS, n.d.). Pink surveyor’s flagging was labeled alpha-
numerically and tied to 3-foot lath or vegetation at formal sampling locations to mark the points where
detailed data was collected (DP-1 to DP-5) (Attachment B) on the eastern area of the parcel and DP-
1W, DP-3W, DP-6W, and DP-17W (Attachment C) on the western area of the parcel. Additional test
pits were excavated at regular intervals throughout the study area to further confirm or exclude
wetland absence.

The fish and wildlife habitat assessment was conducted during the same site visit by qualified fish and
wildlife biologists. The experienced biologists made visual and auditory observations using stationery
and walking survey methods for both upland and aquatic habitats noting any special habitat features
and direct and indirect signs of fish and wildlife activity (e.g. nesting, foraging, and
migration/movement). Special attention was given to assessing the presence of fish and wildlife
habitat as defined under BMC 16.55.470.

Onsite Wetland Absence

Five data plots (DP-1 — DP-5) were collected on and adjacent to the study area on the eastern area of
the site during the site investigations to confirm onsite wetland absence for the proposed drive-thru
bank development. Data was collected in different topographic low points throughout the study area,
in areas most likely to show wetland indicators.

DPs 1 and 2 are located approximately 60 feet to the west of the study area within a depressional area
that had been historically cleared, excavated, and graded. Though both DPs technically met for all
three wetland criteria (hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soil, and wetland hydrology), historic aerial
imagery as well as historic hillshade data indicate that this area previously held a single-family residence
and has since been significantly cleared and graded and excavated likely to dig the foundation for
infrastructure associated with the residence in this location. As these areas have clearly been
manipulated and purposefully graded and excavated, conditions observed onsite are disturbed, and
are not natural. In addition, the soil profiles observed in both data plot locations exhibit 1-3 inches of
organic material and wood chips directly overlaying a hard-packed clay depleted layer. Such a
configuration is indicative of previous grading and significant disturbance, as the depleted layer being
adjacent to the surface suggests recent anthropogenic activity rather than natural wetland formation
processes. This evidence undermines the criteria for wetland designation, as the disturbed soil profiles
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do not align with typical, undisturbed wetland characteristics. The surrounding uplands exhibit similar
soils, indicating topsoil has been removed from these areas as well; however, these areas typically
support less hydrophytic plant communities and do not appear to support wetland hydrology,
indicating upland conditions. Per BMC 16.55.510, wetlands “do not include those artificial wetlands
intentionally created from nonwetland sites”. As such, these areas were determined to have been
created from non-wetland conditions and are therefore not regulated as wetlands.

DPs 3 and 4 are located in the southern portion of the study area within the forested area. Though
both DPs technically met for all three wetland criteria (hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soil, and wetland
hydrology), these areas are similar to DPs 1 and 2, and have evidence of significant disturbance from
past clearing, grading, and terracing of the site. Historic aerials show that the entirety of the site was
cleared prior to 1998, potentially preparing for additional commercial development as the Bellis Fair
Mall was developed in the 1980s. Historic hillshade data also indicated significant excavation and land
leveling within these data plot areas which likely have contributed to these artificial conditions created
from significant historic disturbance. Per BMC 16.55.510, wetlands “do not include those artificial
wetlands intentionally created from nonwetland sites”. As such, these graded areas were determined
to have been created from non-wetland conditions and are therefore not regulated as wetlands.

DP-5 is located approximately 140 feet south of the study area. Though DP-5 technically met for all
three wetland criteria (hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soil, and wetland hydrology), this area has
evidence of significant disturbance from past clearing and grading onsite. Historic aerials show that
the entirety of the site was cleared prior to 1998, potentially for additional commercial development
as the Bellis Fair Mall was developed in the 1980s. Historic hillshade data also indicated significant
excavation and mass grading within the data plot which likely have contributed to wetland conditions
created from significant historic disturbance. Per BMC 16.55.510, wetlands “do not include those
artificial wetlands intentionally created from nonwetland sites”. As such, this graded area was
determined to have been created from non-wetland conditions and is therefore not regulated as
wetland.

Comparison of Soil Profiles

SVC has investigated the entirety of parcel 3802133915240001 for wetland and fish and wildlife habitat
in November of 2020, May of 2021, and July of 2024. The investigations consisted of a formal walk-
through survey for wetlands, waterbodies, and other fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas within
parcel 3802133915240001 and on publicly accessible areas within 300 feet of the site.

A summary of the data plots established on the eastern portion of parcel 3802133915240001 is
provided above. Ultimately, data plots (DP-1 to DP-5) established on the eastern area of the site
displayed soil profiles indicating significant anthropogenic disturbance from past clearing and grading.
In contrast, wetland soil profiles from data plots established within wetlands identified by SVC within
the forested area on the western portion of the site (DP-1W, DP-3W, DP-6W, and DP-17W)
(Attachment C) display relatively undisturbed and naturally developed wetland soil conditions as
displayed through the lack of a compacted clay layer in the upper soil profile layer. Additionally,
wetland data plot soil profiles on the western area of the site generally display a dark brown (10YR
2/1,10YR 2/2, or 10YR 3/1) silty loam or sandy loam from approximately 0 to 7 or 8-inches below
ground surface, which is indicative of a naturally formed non-disturbed upper soil layer often found
in wetlands in Whatcom County. Below the dark brown silty loam or sandy loam upper profile layer
identified on the western portion of the site, is a non-compacted depleted clay loam layer (10YR 5/1
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or 10YR 5/2) beginning at approximately 8 or 9-inches below ground surface for data plots (DP-3W,
DP-6W, and DP-17W). Data plot DP-1W displays a dark brown 10YR 2/2 sandy loam from 0 to 3-
inches below ground surface and a 10YR 3/1 sandy loam from 3 to 14-inches below ground surface
with redoximorphic concentrations (10YR 4/4) identified in the 10 YR 3/1 layer from 7 to 14-inches
below ground surface, which indicates a lack of grading within this area. In comparison, data plots
established on the eastern area of the site (DP-1 through DP-5) generally display approximately 0 to
3-inches of decomposing organic material (typically wood chips from clearing) with a silty clay soil
layer beginning at approximately 1 to 3-inches below ground surface, which is indicative of previous
grading due to the lack of a naturally formed dark brown soil layer for multiple inches starting at the
surface.

As such, the soils on the eastern area of the site where the drive-thru bank is proposed to be
constructed, display conditions indicative of previous grading and significant disturbance, as the
depleted layer being adjacent to the surface suggests recent anthropogenic activity rather than natural
wetland formation processes. This evidence undermines the criteria for wetland designation, as the
disturbed soil profiles do not align with typical, undisturbed wetland characteristics. The surrounding
uplands exhibit similar soils, indicating topsoil has been removed from these areas as well; however,
these areas typically support less hydrophytic plant communities and do not appear to support wetland
hydrology, indicating upland conditions. Per BMC 16.55.510, wetlands “do not include those artificial
wetlands intentionally created from nonwetland sites”. As such, these areas on the eastern area of the
site were determined to have been created from non-wetland conditions and are therefore not
regulated as wetlands.

Once you’ve had a chance to review this information, please feel free to call me at 253-514-8952 to
discuss our findings.

Sincerely,

March 17, 2025
Kramer Canup Date
Project Manager / Environmental Scientist
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Attachment A — Existing Conditions
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EXISTING CONDITIONS

Soundview Consultantsiic

Environmental Assessment ¢ Planning ¢ Land Use Solutions

2907 Harborview Dr., Suite D, Gig Harbor, WA 98335
Phone: (253) 514-8952 Fax: (253) 514-8954
www.soundviewconsultants.com

BELLINGHAM CROSSROADS

415, 433,451 AND 471 WEST BAKERVIEW ROAD
BELLINGHAM, WA 98226

WHATCOM COUNTY PARCEL NUMBERS:
380213310527, 3802133415206, 380213391524, & 380213327523




Attachment B — Data Forms Eastern Area of Site
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Western Mountains, Valleys, and Coast Region

Project/Site: 2166.0001- Bellingham Crossroads

City/County: Bellingham / Whatcom

Sampling Date:_//19/2024

ApplicantOwner: The RJ Group

State: WA Sampling Point: DP-1

Investigator(s): Shaun Sweeney

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): Depression
Subregion (LRR): A2 Lat: 48.789448

Local relief (concave, convex, none): Concave

Section, Township, Range: 13/38N/02E

Slope (%): 2—
Long: ~122.49240667 Datum: WGS 84

Soil Map Unit Name: Whatcom-Labounty silt loams, 0 to 8 percent slopes

NWI classification: None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes [X] No [] (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation O . soil _O or Hydrology O significantly disturbed?

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic?

Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes [] No

(If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Yes [] No

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes No [] Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No [] .

within a Wetland?
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No []

Remarks:

grading and excavating and creating false wetland indicators.

All three wetland criteria met. DP-1 is located west of the study. Area is highly disturbed due to a previous SFR being present, heavy

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute  Dominant Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30 ft) % Cover _Species? _Status
1.
2
3.
4

0 = Total Cover
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 30 ft)
1. Salix lasiandra 30 Yes FACW
2. Populus balsamifera 30 Yes FAC
3. Spiraea douglasii 15 Yes FACW
4.
5.

75 = Total Cover
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 10 ft)
1. Juncus effusus 35 Yes FACW
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
11.

35 = Total Cover
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 30 ft)
1.
2.

0 = Total Cover

% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum 0

Dominance Test worksheet:
Number of Dominant Species

That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 4 (A)
Total Number of Dominant
Species Across All Strata: 4 (B)
Percent of Dominant Species
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: _100% (A/B)
Prevalence Index worksheet:
Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
OBL species x1l=
FACW species X2=
FAC species x3=
FACU species x4=
UPL species x5=
Column Totals: (A) (B)

Prevalence Index = B/A =

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

[0 Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
[X] Dominance Test is >50%

[ Prevalence Index is <3.0*

[J Morphological Adaptations* (Provide supporting
data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

[J Wetland Non-Vascular Plants*
[0 Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation® (Explain)

Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

Hydrophytic
Vegetation

Present? Yes No

Remarks: . . . .
Hydrophytic vegetation criteria met through the dominance test.

US Army Corps of Engineers

Western Mountains, Valleys, and Coast — Version 2.0




SOIL
Sampling Point: DP-1

Profile Description: (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)

Depth Matrix Redox Features

(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type?! Loc? Texture Remarks

0-1 100 Decomposing organic material

1-7 5Y 5/1 60 ClLo Clay loam. Mixed matrix.
2.5Y 4/2 25 10YR 3/6 15 C M ClLo Clay loam. Mixed matrix.

7-12+ 5Y51 80 ClLo Clay loam. Mixed matrix.
2.5Y 4/2 10 10YR 4/4 10 C M ClLo Clay loam. Mixed matrix.

Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains. 2L ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators: (Applicable to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.) Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:

[ Histosol (A1) [J Sandy Redox (S5) [ 2 cm Muck (A10)

[ Histic Epipedon (A2) [ stripped Matrix (S6) [0 Red Parent Material (TF2)

[ Black Histic (A3) [ Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (except MLRA 1) [ Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12)

[J Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) [J Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) [ Other (Explain in Remarks)

[ Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) Depleted Matrix (F3)

[ Thick Dark Surface (A12) [0 Redox Dark Surface (F6) 3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and

[J Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) [ Depleted Dark Surface (F7) wetland hydrology must be present,

[0 sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) [0 Redox Depressions (F8) unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if present):
Type: Compacted clay from clearing and grading

Depth (inches): 1 - 12+ Hydric Soil Present?  Yes No [

Remarks:
Hydric soil criteria met through indicator F3.

HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
Primary Indicators (minimum of one required; check all that apply) Secondary Indicators (2 or more required)
[ Surface Water (A1) [X] Water-Stained Leaves (B9) (except MLRA [0 water-Stained Leaves (B9) (MLRA 1, 2,
[J High Water Table (A2) 1, 2, 4A, and 4B) 4A, and 4B)
[ Saturation (A3) [ salt Crust (B11) [ Drainage Patterns (B10)
[J water Marks (B1) [ Aquatic Invertebrates (B13) [ Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
[0 Sediment Deposits (B2) [J Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) [0 saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
[ Drift Deposits (B3) [ Oxidized Rhizospheres along Living Roots (C3) Geomorphic Position (D2)
[ Algal Mat or Crust (B4) [ Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) [ Shallow Aquitard (D3)
[ Iron Deposits (B5) [J Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) [X] FAC-Neutral Test (D5)
[ Surface Soil Cracks (B6) [J Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1) (LRR A) [J Raised Ant Mounds (D6) (LRR A)
[ Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) [ Other (Explain in Remarks) [ Frost-Heave Hummocks (D7)
[ Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)
Field Observations:
Surface Water Present? Yes[] Nol[x] Depth (inches): None
Water Table Present? Yes[] No Depth (inches): None
Saturation Present? Yes[] No Depth (inches): None Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No [
(includes capillary fringe)

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:
Wetland hydrology criteria met through indicator B9.
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Western Mountains, Valleys, and Coast Region

Project/Site: 2166.0001- Bellingham Crossroads City/County: Bellingham / Whatcom Sampling Date:_//19/2024
ApplicantOwner: The RJ Group state: WA Sampling Point; DP-2
Investigator(s): Shaun Sweeney Section, Township, Range: 13/38N/02E

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): Depression Local relief (concave, convex, none): Concave Slope (%): 4
Subregion (LRR): A2 Lat: 48.789170 Long: ~122.49235000 Datum: WGS 84
Soil Map Unit Name: Whatcom-Labounty silt loams, 0 to 8 percent slopes NWI classification: None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes [X] No [] (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation L Soil L or Hydrology L significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes [] No

Are Vegetation __ ,Soil ____ , orHydrology __ naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes No [] Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil P t? Yes [X| N s
yane sorFresen es ol within a Wetland? Yes [] No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No []
Remarks:

All three wetland criteria met. DP-2 is located west of the study area. Area is highly disturbed due to heavy grading and excavating,
creating false wetland indicators.

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:

Tree Stratum (Plot sizg: 30 ft) % Cover _Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species
1. Populus balsamifera 40 Yes FAC That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 3 )
2 Total Number of Dominant
3. Species Across All Strata: 3 (B)
4.

40 Percent of Dominant Species

_ , = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: _100% (A/B)

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 30 ft)
1. Populus balsamifera 30 Yes FAC Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Rubus armeniacus 25 Yes FAC Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBLspecies _  x1=
4. FACW species X2=
5 FACspecies ___ x3=

55 = Total Cover FACU species X4 =
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 10 ft) UPL species X5 =
1 Column Totals: ") (B)
2.
3. Prevalence Index = B/A =
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. [0 Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. [X] Dominance Test is >50%
7. O Prevalence Index is <3.0*
8. [J Morphological Adaptations* (Provide supporting
9 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
16 [0 wetland Non-Vascular Plants*
11' O Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation® (Explain)

’ 0 ~ Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
) ) = Total Cover be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 30 ft)
1. _
Hydrophytic

2. Vegetation

0 = Total Cover Present? Yes No [(J

% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum 0

Remarks: . . . .
Hydrophytic vegetation criteria met through the dominance test.
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SOIL
Sampling Point: DP-2

Profile Description: (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type! Loc? Texture Remarks
0-3 100 Decomposing organic material
3-12+ 25Y5/2 80 10YR 3/6 15 C M ClLo Clay loam.
10YR 5/6 5 C M
Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains. 2L ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.
Hydric Soil Indicators: (Applicable to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.) Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
[ Histosol (A1) [J Sandy Redox (S5) [ 2 cm Muck (A10)
[ Histic Epipedon (A2) [ stripped Matrix (S6) [0 Red Parent Material (TF2)
[ Black Histic (A3) [ Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (except MLRA 1) [ Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12)
[J Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) [J Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) [ Other (Explain in Remarks)
[ Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) Depleted Matrix (F3)
[ Thick Dark Surface (A12) [0 Redox Dark Surface (F6) 3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
[J Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) [ Depleted Dark Surface (F7) wetland hydrology must be present,
[0 sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) [0 Redox Depressions (F8) unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if present):
Type: Compacted clay from clearing and grading

Depth (inches): 3 - 12+ Hydric Soil Present?  Yes No [

Remarks:
Hydric soil criteria met through indicator F3.

HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
Primary Indicators (minimum of one required; check all that apply) Secondary Indicators (2 or more required)
[ Surface Water (A1) [X] Water-Stained Leaves (B9) (except MLRA [0 water-Stained Leaves (B9) (MLRA 1, 2,
[J High Water Table (A2) 1, 2, 4A, and 4B) 4A, and 4B)
[ Saturation (A3) [ salt Crust (B11) [ Drainage Patterns (B10)
[J water Marks (B1) [ Aquatic Invertebrates (B13) [ Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
[0 Sediment Deposits (B2) [J Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) [0 saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
[ Drift Deposits (B3) [ Oxidized Rhizospheres along Living Roots (C3) Geomorphic Position (D2)
[ Algal Mat or Crust (B4) [ Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) [ Shallow Aquitard (D3)
[ Iron Deposits (B5) [J Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) [ FAC-Neutral Test (D5)
[ Surface Soil Cracks (B6) [J Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1) (LRR A) [J Raised Ant Mounds (D6) (LRR A)
[ Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) [ Other (Explain in Remarks) [ Frost-Heave Hummocks (D7)
[ Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)
Field Observations:
Surface Water Present? Yes[] Nol[x] Depth (inches): None
Water Table Present? Yes[] No Depth (inches): None
Saturation Present? Yes[] No Depth (inches): None Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No [
(includes capillary fringe)

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:
Wetland hydrology criteria met through indicator B9.
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Western Mountains, Valleys, and Coast Region

Project/Site: 2166.0001- Bellingham Crossroads City/County: Bellingham / Whatcom Sampling Date:_//30/2024
ApplicantOwner: The RJ Group state: WA Sampling Point; DP-3
Investigator(s): Kramer Canup Section, Township, Range: 13/38N/02E

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): Depression Local relief (concave, convex, none): Concave Slope (%): 0
Subregion (LRR): A2 Lat: 48.788807 Long: ~122.49185923 Datum: WGS 84
Soil Map Unit Name: Whatcom-Labounty silt loams, 0 to 8 percent slopes NWI classification: None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes [X] No [] (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation L Soil L or Hydrology L significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes [] No

Are Vegetation __ ,Soil ____ , orHydrology __ naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes No [] Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil P t? Yes [X| N s
yane sorFresen es ol within a Wetland? Yes [] No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No []
Remarks:

All three wetland criteria met. DP-3 is located in the southern portion of the study area. Area is highly disturbed due to heavy grading
and excavating and vegetation removal, creating false wetland indicators.

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:

Tree Stratum (Plot sizg: 30 ft) % Cover _Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species
1. POpUlUS balsamifera 60 Yes FAC That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 5 (A)
2 Total Number of Dominant
3. Species Across All Strata: 6 (B)
4.
60 Percent of Dominant Species
_ , = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: _83% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 30 ft)
1. Spiraea douglasii 20 Yes FACW | Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Symphoricarpos albus 20 Yes FACU Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. Lonicera involucrata 7 No FAC OBL species x1=
4. Alnus rubra 5 No FAC FACWspecies _ x2=
5. FACspecies _ = x3=
52 = Total Cover FACU species X4 =
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 10 ft) UPL species X5 =
1. Juncus eﬁugus 10 Yes FACW Column Totals: ) ®)
2. Poa pratensis 10 Yes FAC
3. Ranunculus repens 8 Yes FAC Prevalence Index = B/A =
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

[0 Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation

5
6. [X] Dominance Test is >50%
7. O Prevalence Index is <3.0*
8 [J Morphological Adaptations* (Provide supporting
9 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10 [0 wetland Non-Vascular Plants*
11' O Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation® (Explain)
’ 28 ~ Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
) ) = Total Cover be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 30 ft)
1.
Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation
0 =Total Cover Present? Yes No [

% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum 0

Remarks: . . . .
Hydrophytic vegetation criteria met through the dominance test.

US Army Corps of Engineers Western Mountains, Valleys, and Coast — Version 2.0



SOIL
Sampling Point: DP-3

Profile Description: (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type?! Loc? Texture Remarks
0-2 7.5Y 3/2 60 7.5YR 4/6 5 C M SiClLo Silty clay loam
2.5Y 4/1 30 7.5YR 4/6 5 C M SiCl Silty clay
2-14+ 2.5Y 4/1 80 7.5YR 4/6 10 C M Cl Clay
7.5YR 6/6 10 C M
Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains. 2L ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.
Hydric Soil Indicators: (Applicable to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.) Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
[ Histosol (A1) [J Sandy Redox (S5) [ 2 cm Muck (A10)
[ Histic Epipedon (A2) [ stripped Matrix (S6) [0 Red Parent Material (TF2)
[ Black Histic (A3) [ Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (except MLRA 1) [ Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12)
[J Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) [J Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) [ Other (Explain in Remarks)
[ Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) Depleted Matrix (F3)
[ Thick Dark Surface (A12) [0 Redox Dark Surface (F6) 3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
[J Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) [ Depleted Dark Surface (F7) wetland hydrology must be present,
[0 sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) [0 Redox Depressions (F8) unless disturbed or problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if present):
Type: Compacted clay from clearing and grading
Depth (inches): 2 - 14+ Hydric Soil Present?  Yes x| No [J
Remarks:
Hydric soil criteria met through indicator F3.
HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
Primary Indicators (minimum of one required; check all that apply) Secondary Indicators (2 or more required)
[ Surface Water (A1) [X] Water-Stained Leaves (B9) (except MLRA [0 water-Stained Leaves (B9) (MLRA 1, 2,
[J High Water Table (A2) 1, 2, 4A, and 4B) 4A, and 4B)
[ Saturation (A3) [ salt Crust (B11) [ Drainage Patterns (B10)
[J water Marks (B1) [ Aquatic Invertebrates (B13) [ Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
[0 Sediment Deposits (B2) [J Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) [0 saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
[ Drift Deposits (B3) [ Oxidized Rhizospheres along Living Roots (C3) Geomorphic Position (D2)
[ Algal Mat or Crust (B4) [ Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) [ Shallow Aquitard (D3)
[ Iron Deposits (B5) [J Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) [ FAC-Neutral Test (D5)
[ Surface Soil Cracks (B6) [J Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1) (LRR A) [J Raised Ant Mounds (D6) (LRR A)
[ Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) [ Other (Explain in Remarks) [ Frost-Heave Hummocks (D7)
[ Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)
Field Observations:
Surface Water Present? Yes[] Nol[x] Depth (inches): None
Water Table Present? Yes[] No Depth (inches): None
Saturation Present? Yes[] No Depth (inches): None Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No [
(includes capillary fringe)

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:
Wetland hydrology criteria met through indicator B9.

US Army Corps of Engineers Western Mountains, Valleys, and Coast — Version 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Western Mountains, Valleys, and Coast Region

Project/Site: 2166.0001- Bellingham Crossroads City/County: Bellingham / Whatcom Sampling Date:_//30/2024
ApplicantOwner: The RJ Group state: WA Sampling Point: DP-4
Investigator(s): Kramer Canup Section, Township, Range: 13/38N/02E

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): Flat Local relief (concave, convex, none); Linear Slope %): 0
Subregion (LRR): A2 Lat: 48.788806 Long: ~122.49167238 Datum: WGS 84
Soil Map Unit Name: Whatcom-Labounty silt loams, 0 to 8 percent slopes NWI classification: None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes [X] No [] (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation L Soil L or Hydrology L significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes [] No

Are Vegetation __ ,Soil ____ , orHydrology __ naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes No [] Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil P t? Yes [X| N s
yane sorFresen es ol within a Wetland? Yes [] No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No []
Remarks:

All three wetland criteria met. DP-4 is located in the southeastern corner of the study area. Area is highly disturbed due to heavy
grading and excavating and vegetation removal, creating false wetland indicators.

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30 ft) % Cover _Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species
1. Populus balsamifera 40 Yes FAC That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 4 A)
2 Total Number of Dominant
3. Species Across All Strata: 4 (B)
4.
40 Percent of Dominant Species
_ , = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: _100% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 30 ft)
1. Spiraea douglasii 5 Yes FACW | Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Ranunculus repens 5 No FAC Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. Populus balsamifera 3 No FAC OBL species x1=
4. FACW species X2=
5. FACspecies _ = x3=
13 = Total Cover FACU species X4 =
Herb Stratum (Plgt size: 10 ft) UPL species X5 =
1. Poa.pratenS|s 8 Yes FAC Column Totals: ) ®)
2. Equisetum arvense 3 Yes FAC
3. Cornus alba 2 No FACW Prevalence Index = B/A =
4. Phalaris arundinacea 2 No FACW | Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. Lotus corniculatus 2 No FAC [0 Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. Hypochaeris radicata 1 No FACU | [XI Dominance Test is >50%
7. O Prevalence Index is <3.0*
8. [J Morphological Adaptations* (Provide supporting
9 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
16 [0 wetland Non-Vascular Plants*
11' O Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation® (Explain)
’ 18 ~ Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
) ) =8  =Total Cover be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 30 ft)
1. _
Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation
0 = Total Cover Present? Yes No [(J
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum O

Remarks: . . . .
Hydrophytic vegetation criteria met through the dominance test.
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SOIL
Sampling Point: DpP-4

Profile Description: (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type?! Loc? Texture Remarks
0-4 2.5Y 3/2 95 7.5YR 4/6 5 C SiCl Silty clay
4-10 2.5Y 3/2 60 7.5YR 4/6 15 C M SiCl Silty clay
10YR 4/2 20 7.5YR 4/6 5 C M Cl Clay
10-15 2.5Y 3/2 50 7.5YR 4/6 15 C M SiCl Silty clay
10YR 4/2 20 7.5YR 4/6 5 C M Cl Clay
10YR 3/1 10 - - - - Cl Clay
Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains. 2L ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.
Hydric Soil Indicators: (Applicable to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.) Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
[ Histosol (A1) [J Sandy Redox (S5) [ 2 cm Muck (A10)
[ Histic Epipedon (A2) [ stripped Matrix (S6) [0 Red Parent Material (TF2)
[ Black Histic (A3) [ Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (except MLRA 1) [ Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12)
[J Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) [J Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) [ Other (Explain in Remarks)
[ Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) [ Depleted Matrix (F3)
[ Thick Dark Surface (A12) [X] Redox Dark Surface (F6) 3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
[J Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) [ Depleted Dark Surface (F7) wetland hydrology must be present,
[0 sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) [0 Redox Depressions (F8) unless disturbed or problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if present):
Type: Compacted clay from clearing and grading
Depth (inches): 4 - 15 Hydric Soil Present?  Yes No O
Remarks:
Hydric soil criteria met through indicator F6.
HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
Primary Indicators (minimum of one required; check all that apply) Secondary Indicators (2 or more required)
[ Surface Water (A1) [0 water-Stained Leaves (B9) (except MLRA [0 water-Stained Leaves (B9) (MLRA 1, 2,
[J High Water Table (A2) 1, 2, 4A, and 4B) 4A, and 4B)
[ Saturation (A3) [ salt Crust (B11) [ Drainage Patterns (B10)
[J water Marks (B1) [ Aquatic Invertebrates (B13) [ Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
[0 Sediment Deposits (B2) [J Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) [0 saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
[ Drift Deposits (B3) [ Oxidized Rhizospheres along Living Roots (C3) [J Geomorphic Position (D2)
[ Algal Mat or Crust (B4) [ Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) [ Shallow Aquitard (D3)
[ Iron Deposits (B5) [J Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) [ FAC-Neutral Test (D5)
Surface Soil Cracks (B6) [J Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1) (LRR A) [J Raised Ant Mounds (D6) (LRR A)
[ Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) [ Other (Explain in Remarks) [ Frost-Heave Hummocks (D7)
[ Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)
Field Observations:
Surface Water Present? Yes[] Nol[x] Depth (inches): None
Water Table Present? Yes[] No Depth (inches): None
Saturation Present? Yes[] No Depth (inches): None Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No [
(includes capillary fringe)

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:
Wetland hydrology criteria met through indicator B6.

US Army Corps of Engineers Western Mountains, Valleys, and Coast — Version 2.0




WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Western Mountains, Valleys, and Coast Region

Project/Site: 2166.0001- Bellingham Crossroads City/County: Bellingham / Whatcom Sampling Date:_//30/2024
ApplicantOwner: The RJ Group state: WA Sampling Point: DP-5
Investigator(s): Kramer Canup Section, Township, Range: 13/38N/02E

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): Flat Local relief (concave, convex, none); Linear Slope %): 0
Subregion (LRR): A2 Lat 48.788134 Long: _-122.49205800 Datum: WGS 84
Soil Map Unit Name: Whatcom-Labounty silt loams, 0 to 8 percent slopes NWI classification: None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes [X] No [] (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation L Soil L or Hydrology L significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes No []

Are Vegetation __ ,Soil ____ , orHydrology __ naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes No [] Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil P t? Yes [X| N s
yane sorFresen es ol within a Wetland? Yes [] No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No []
Remarks:

All three wetland criteria met. DP-5 is located to the south of the study area. Area is highly disturbed due to heavy grading and
excavating and creating false wetland indicators.

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:

Tree Stratum (Plot sizg: 30 ft) % Cover _Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species
1. Populus balsamifera 20 Yes FAC That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 3 (A)
2. Total Number of Dominant
3. Species Across All Strata: 3 (B)
4.

20 Percent of Dominant Species

_ , = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: . 100% (A/B)

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 30 ft)
1. Populus balsamifera 7 Yes FAC Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3 OBL species x1=
4. FACW species X2=
5 FAC species x3=

7_ = Total Cover FACUspecies _ x4=
Herb Stratum (Plgt size: 10 ft) UPL species X5 =
1. Poa pratengs 30 Yes FAC Column Totals: ) ®)
2. Lotus corniculatus 10 No FAC
3. Cirsium arvense 1 No FAC Prevalence Index = B/A =
4. Tanacetum vulgare 1 No FACU | Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. Cirsium vulgare 1 No FACU | [0 Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. [x] Dominance Test is >50%
7. [ Prevalence Index is <3.0*
8. [J Morphological Adaptations* (Provide supporting
9 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
16 [0 wetland Non-Vascular Plants*
11- O Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation! (Explain)

' 43 ~ !Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
) ) = Total Cover be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 30 ft)
1. _
Hydrophytic

2. Vegetation

0 =Total Cover Present? Yes No [

% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum 0

Remarks: . . . .
Hydrophytic vegetation criteria met through the dominance test.

US Army Corps of Engineers Western Mountains, Valleys, and Coast — Version 2.0



SOIL
Sampling Point: DP-5

Profile Description: (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type?! Loc? Texture Remarks
0-1 7.5YR 3/2 90 7.5YR 4/6 10 C M SiCl Silty clay
1-15+ 2.5Y 4/1 80 7.5YR 4/6 20 C M SiCl Silty clay
Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains. 2L ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.
Hydric Soil Indicators: (Applicable to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.) Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
[ Histosol (A1) [J Sandy Redox (S5) [ 2 cm Muck (A10)
[ Histic Epipedon (A2) [ stripped Matrix (S6) [0 Red Parent Material (TF2)
[ Black Histic (A3) [ Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (except MLRA 1) [ Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12)
[J Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) [J Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) [ Other (Explain in Remarks)
[ Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) Depleted Matrix (F3)
[ Thick Dark Surface (A12) [0 Redox Dark Surface (F6) 3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
[J Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) [ Depleted Dark Surface (F7) wetland hydrology must be present,
[0 sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) [0 Redox Depressions (F8) unless disturbed or problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if present):
Type: Compacted clay from grading
Depth (inches): 1 - 15+ Hydric Soil Present?  Yes x| No [J

Remarks:
Hydric soil criteria met through indicator F3.

HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
Primary Indicators (minimum of one required; check all that apply) Secondary Indicators (2 or more required)
[ Surface Water (A1) [0 water-Stained Leaves (B9) (except MLRA [0 water-Stained Leaves (B9) (MLRA 1, 2,
[J High Water Table (A2) 1, 2, 4A, and 4B) 4A, and 4B)
[ Saturation (A3) [ salt Crust (B11) [ Drainage Patterns (B10)
[J water Marks (B1) [ Aquatic Invertebrates (B13) [ Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
[0 Sediment Deposits (B2) [J Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) [0 saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
[ Drift Deposits (B3) [ Oxidized Rhizospheres along Living Roots (C3) [J Geomorphic Position (D2)
[ Algal Mat or Crust (B4) [ Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) [ Shallow Aquitard (D3)
[ Iron Deposits (B5) [J Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) [ FAC-Neutral Test (D5)
Surface Soil Cracks (B6) [J Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1) (LRR A) [J Raised Ant Mounds (D6) (LRR A)
[ Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) [ Other (Explain in Remarks) [ Frost-Heave Hummocks (D7)
[ Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)
Field Observations:
Surface Water Present? Yes[] Nol[x] Depth (inches): None
Water Table Present? Yes[] No Depth (inches): None
Saturation Present? Yes[] No Depth (inches): None Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No [
(includes capillary fringe)

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:
Wetland hydrology criteria met through indicator B6.
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Western Mountains, Valleys, and Coast Region

Project/Site: 2166.0001 / Bellingham Crossroads

Applicant/Owner: The RJ Group
Investigator(s): Lauren Templeton

City/County: Bellingham / Whatcom Sampling Date; 5/4/2021
state: WA Sampling Point; DP-1W
Section, Township, Range: 13/38N/02E

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): Depression Local relief (concave, convex, none): Concave Slope (%): 1

Long:

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes [X] No [] (If no, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes No []

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes No [] Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil P t? Yes [X| N s

yane sorFresen es ol within a Wetland? Yes No ]
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No []

Remarks:
All three wetland criteria met. Data collected in Wetland B.

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30 ft) % Cover _Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species
1. Populus balsamifera 45 Yes FAC That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 5 (A)
2 Alnus rubra 15 Yes FAC )
Total Number of Dominant

3. Species Across All Strata: 5 (B)
4.

60 Percent of Dominant Species

_ , 22X =Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: _100% (A/B)

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 30 ft)
1. Spiraea douglasii 20 Yes FACW | Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species x1=
4. FACW species X2=
5. FAC species x3=

20 = Total Cover FACU species X4 =
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 10 ft) UPL species X5 =
1. Ranunculus repens 40 Yes FAC Column Totals: ®*) ®)
2 Juncus effusus 15 Yes FAC
3. Phalaris arundinacea 10 No FACW Prevalence Index = B/A =
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. [0 Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. [X] Dominance Test is >50%
7. O Prevalence Index is <3.0*
8. [J Morphological Adaptations* (Provide supporting
9 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
16 [0 wetland Non-Vascular Plants*
11' O Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation® (Explain)

’ 65 ~ Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
) ) 22 =Total Cover be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 30 ft)
1. )
Hydrophytic

2. Vegetation

0 = Total Cover Present? Yes No [(J
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum O

Remarks:

Hydrophytic vegetation criteria met through the Dominance Test.

US Army Corps of Engineers
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SOIL
Sampling Point: DP-1W

Profile Description: (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type?! Loc? Texture Remarks
0-3 10YR 2/2 100 - - - - SalLo Sandy loam
3-7 10YR 3/1 100 - - - - Salo Sandy loam
7-14 10YR 3/1 85 5Y 5/2 5 C M SalLo Sandy loam
7.5YR 4/4 10 C M SalLo Sandy loam
Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains. 2L ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.
Hydric Soil Indicators: (Applicable to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.) Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
[ Histosol (A1) [J Sandy Redox (S5) [ 2 cm Muck (A10)
[ Histic Epipedon (A2) [ stripped Matrix (S6) [0 Red Parent Material (TF2)
[ Black Histic (A3) [ Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (except MLRA 1) [ Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12)
[J Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) [J Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) [ Other (Explain in Remarks)
[ Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) [ Depleted Matrix (F3)
[ Thick Dark Surface (A12) [X] Redox Dark Surface (F6) 3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
[J Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) [ Depleted Dark Surface (F7) wetland hydrology must be present,
[0 sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) [0 Redox Depressions (F8) unless disturbed or problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if present):
Type: None
Depth (inches): = Hydric Soil Present?  Yes No O
Remarks:

Hydric soil criteria met through indicator F6.

HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
Primary Indicators (minimum of one required; check all that apply) Secondary Indicators (2 or more required)
[ Surface Water (A1) [0 water-Stained Leaves (B9) (except MLRA [0 water-Stained Leaves (B9) (MLRA 1, 2,
High Water Table (A2) 1, 2, 4A, and 4B) 4A, and 4B)
Saturation (A3) [ salt Crust (B11) [ Drainage Patterns (B10)
[J water Marks (B1) [ Aquatic Invertebrates (B13) [ Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
[0 Sediment Deposits (B2) [J Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) [0 saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
[ Drift Deposits (B3) [ Oxidized Rhizospheres along Living Roots (C3) Geomorphic Position (D2)
[ Algal Mat or Crust (B4) [ Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) [ Shallow Aquitard (D3)
[ Iron Deposits (B5) [J Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) [X] FAC-Neutral Test (D5)
[ Surface Soil Cracks (B6) [J Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1) (LRR A) [J Raised Ant Mounds (D6) (LRR A)
[ Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) [ Other (Explain in Remarks) [ Frost-Heave Hummocks (D7)
[ Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)
Field Observations:
Surface Water Present? Yes[] Nol[x] Depth (inches): None
Water Table Present? Yes No[d Depth (inches): 4
Saturation Present? Yes® No[d Depth (inches): 4 Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No [
(includes capillary fringe)

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:
None

Remarks:
Wetland hydrology criteria met through indicators A2 and A3.
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Western Mountains, Valleys, and Coast Region

Project/Site: 2166.0001 / W Bakerview Road City/County: Bellingham / Whatcom Sampling Date: 8/23/2024
ApplicantOwner: The RJ Group state: WA Sampling Point; DP-3W
Investigator(s): Shaun Sweeny Section, Township, Range: 13, 38N, 2E

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): Depression Local relief (concave, convex, none): None Slope %): 1
Subregion (LRR): A2 Lat: 48.789039 Long: _~122.49487553 Datum: WGS84
Soil Map Unit Name: Whatcom-Labounty silt loams, 0 to 8 percent slopes NWI classification: None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes [X] No [] (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation __ ,Soil ___, orHydrology __ significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes No []

Are Vegetation __ ,Soil ____ , orHydrology __ naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes No [] Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil P t? Yes [X| N s
yane sorFresen es ol within a Wetland? Yes No ]
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No []
Remarks:

All three wetland criteria met. Data collected in Wetland A.

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:

Tree Stratum (Plot sizg: 30 ft) % Cover _Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species
1. POpUlUS balsamifera 20 Yes FAC That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 5 A)
2 Thuja plicata 15 Yes FAC ]
Total Number of Dominant

3. Species Across All Strata: 5  ®
4.

35 Percent of Dominant Species

_ , = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100% (A/B)

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 30 ft)
1. Spiraea douglasii 20 Yes FACW | Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Populus balsamifera 10 Yes FAC Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBLspecies _  x1=
4. FACW species X2=
5 FACspecies ___ x3=

30 = Total Cover FACU species X4 =
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 10 ft) UPL species X5 =
1. Ranunculus repens 10 Yes FAC Column Totals: ®*) ®)
2.

Prevalence Index = B/A =

3
4 Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. [0 Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. [X] Dominance Test is >50%
7 O Prevalence Index is <3.0*
8 [J Morphological Adaptations* (Provide supporting
9 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10 [0 wetland Non-Vascular Plants*
11' O Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation® (Explain)
’ 10 ~ Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
) ) =2 =Total Cover be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 30 ft)
1.
Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation
0 =Total Cover Present? Yes No [

% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum 0

Remarks: . . . .
Hydrophytic vegetation criteria met through the Dominance Test.

US Army Corps of Engineers Western Mountains, Valleys, and Coast — Version 2.0



SOIL
Sampling Point: DP-3W

Profile Description: (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type?! Loc? Texture Remarks
0-4 10YR 2/1 100 - - - - SiLo Silt loam
4-9 10YR 4/2 90 10YR 3/4 10 C M SiLo Silt loam
9-14+ 10YR 5/1 a0 10YR 3/6 10 C M ClLo Clay loam
Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains. 2L ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.
Hydric Soil Indicators: (Applicable to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.) Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
[ Histosol (A1) [J Sandy Redox (S5) [ 2 cm Muck (A10)
[ Histic Epipedon (A2) [ stripped Matrix (S6) [0 Red Parent Material (TF2)
[ Black Histic (A3) [ Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (except MLRA 1) [ Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12)
[J Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) [J Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) [ Other (Explain in Remarks)
[ Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) Depleted Matrix (F3)
[ Thick Dark Surface (A12) [0 Redox Dark Surface (F6) 3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
[J Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) [ Depleted Dark Surface (F7) wetland hydrology must be present,
[0 sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) [0 Redox Depressions (F8) unless disturbed or problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if present):
Type: None
Depth (inches): = Hydric Soil Present?  Yes No O
Remarks:

Hydric soil criteria met through indicator F3.

HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
Primary Indicators (minimum of one required; check all that apply) Secondary Indicators (2 or more required)
[ Surface Water (A1) [0 water-Stained Leaves (B9) (except MLRA [0 water-Stained Leaves (B9) (MLRA 1, 2,
[J High Water Table (A2) 1, 2, 4A, and 4B) 4A, and 4B)
[ Saturation (A3) [ salt Crust (B11) [ Drainage Patterns (B10)
[J water Marks (B1) [ Aquatic Invertebrates (B13) [ Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
[0 Sediment Deposits (B2) [J Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) [0 saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
[ Drift Deposits (B3) [ Oxidized Rhizospheres along Living Roots (C3) Geomorphic Position (D2)
[ Algal Mat or Crust (B4) [ Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) [ Shallow Aquitard (D3)
[ Iron Deposits (B5) [J Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) [X] FAC-Neutral Test (D5)
[ Surface Soil Cracks (B6) [J Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1) (LRR A) [J Raised Ant Mounds (D6) (LRR A)
[ Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) [ Other (Explain in Remarks) [ Frost-Heave Hummocks (D7)
[ Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)
Field Observations:
Surface Water Present? Yes[] Nol[x] Depth (inches): None
Water Table Present? Yes[] No Depth (inches): None
Saturation Present? Yes[] No Depth (inches): None Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No [
(includes capillary fringe)

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:
None

Remarks:

Wetland hydrology criteria met through secondary indicators D2 and D5. No saturation or water table were observed to a
depth of 14" below ground surface.
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Western Mountains, Valleys, and Coast Region

Project/Site: 2166.0001 / W Bakerview Rd City/County: Bellingham / Whatcom Sampling Date: 8/23/2024
ApplicantOwner: The RJ Group state: WA Sampling Point; DP-6W
Investigator(s): Shaun Sweeny Section, Township, Range: 13, 38N, 2E

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): Flat Local relief (concave, convex, none): None Slope %): 0
Subregion (LRR): A2 Lat: 48.788870 Long: _-122.49549683 Datum: WGS 84
Soil Map Unit Name: Whatcom-Labounty silt loams, 0 to 8 percent slopes NWI classification: None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes [X] No [] (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation __ ,Soil ___, orHydrology __ significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes No []

Are Vegetation __ ,Soil ____ , orHydrology __ naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes No [] Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil P t? Yes [X| N s
yane sorFresen es ol within a Wetland? Yes No ]
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No []
Remarks:

All three wetland criteria met. DP-6W was established within Wetland C. Data collected in the northwest portion of the study area, in
Wetland C, south-southwest of flag C8.

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:

Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30 ft) % Cover _Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species
1. Alnus rubra 20 Yes FAC That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 4 A)
2 Total Number of Dominant
3. Species Across All Strata: 4 (B)
4.

20 Percent of Dominant Species

_ , = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: _100% (A/B)

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 30 ft)
1. Spiraea douglasii 60 Yes FACW | Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Rubus armeniacus 10 No FAC Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species x1l=
4. FACW species X2=
5 FACspecies ___ x3=

70 = Total Cover FACU species x4=
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 10 ft) UPL species X5 =
1. Ranunpulus repens 15 Yes FAC Column Totals: ®*) ®)
2 Phalaris arundinacea 8 Yes FACW
3. Cardamine ogliosperma 2 No FAC Prevalence Index = B/A =
4. Geum macrophyllum 2 No FAC Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5 [0 Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. [X] Dominance Test is >50%
7. O Prevalence Index is <3.0*
8 [J Morphological Adaptations* (Provide supporting
9 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10 [0 wetland Non-Vascular Plants*
11' O Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation® (Explain)

’ 27 ~ Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
) ) = Total Cover be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 30 ft)
1. _
Hydrophytic

2. Vegetation

0 =Total Cover Present? Yes No [

% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum 0

Remarks: . . . .
Hydrophytic vegetation criteria met through the Dominance Test.
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SOIL
Sampling Point: DP-6W

Profile Description: (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)

Depth Matrix Redox Features

(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type?! Loc? Texture Remarks

0-5 10YR 3/1 95 10YR 3/4 5 C M SiLo With organic material

5-8 10YR 3/1 70 - - - - SiLo Silt loam. Mixed matrix.
10YR 4/2 20 10YR 3/4 10 C M ClLo Clay loam. Mixed matrix.

8-14 10YR 5/2 80 10YR 3/4 10 C M ClLo Clay loam. Mixed matrix.
10 YR 3/1 10 - - - - SiLo Silt loam. Mixed matrix.

Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains. 2L ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators: (Applicable to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.) Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:

[ Histosol (A1) [J Sandy Redox (S5) [ 2 cm Muck (A10)

[ Histic Epipedon (A2) [ stripped Matrix (S6) [0 Red Parent Material (TF2)

[ Black Histic (A3) [ Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (except MLRA 1) [ Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12)

[J Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) [J Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) [ Other (Explain in Remarks)

[X] Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) Depleted Matrix (F3)

[ Thick Dark Surface (A12) [X] Redox Dark Surface (F6) 3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and

[J Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) [ Depleted Dark Surface (F7) wetland hydrology must be present,

[0 sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) [0 Redox Depressions (F8) unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if present):

Type: None
Depth (inches): = Hydric Soil Present?  Yes No O
Remarks:
Hydric soil criteria met through indicators Al1, F3, and F6.
HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Primary Indicators (minimum of one required; check all that apply) Secondary Indicators (2 or more required)

[ Surface Water (A1) [0 water-Stained Leaves (B9) (except MLRA [0 water-Stained Leaves (B9) (MLRA 1, 2,

[J High Water Table (A2) 1, 2, 4A, and 4B) 4A, and 4B)

[ Saturation (A3) [ salt Crust (B11) [ Drainage Patterns (B10)

[J water Marks (B1) [ Aquatic Invertebrates (B13) [ Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

[0 Sediment Deposits (B2) [J Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) [0 saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)

[ Drift Deposits (B3) [ Oxidized Rhizospheres along Living Roots (C3) Geomorphic Position (D2)

[ Algal Mat or Crust (B4) [ Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) [ Shallow Aquitard (D3)

[ Iron Deposits (B5) [J Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) [X] FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

[ Surface Soil Cracks (B6) [J Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1) (LRR A) [J Raised Ant Mounds (D6) (LRR A)

[ Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) [ Other (Explain in Remarks) [ Frost-Heave Hummocks (D7)

[ Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes[] Nol[x] Depth (inches): None

Water Table Present? Yes[] No Depth (inches): None

Saturation Present? Yes[] No Depth (inches): None Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No [

(includes capillary fringe)

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:

Wetland hydrology criteria met through indicators D2 and D5. No saturation or water table were observed to a depth of
14" below ground surface.
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Western Mountains, Valleys, and Coast Region

Project/Site: 2166.0001 / W Bakerview Road City/County: Bellingham / Whatcom Sampling Date: 8/23/2024
ApplicantOwner: The RJ Group state: WA Sampling Point: DP-17W
Investigator(s): Shaun Sweeny Section, Township, Range: 13, 38N, 2E

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): Depression Local relief (concave, convex, none): Concave Slope %): 1
Subregion (LRR): A2 Lat: 48.788501 Long: -122.49445122 Datum: WGS84
Soil Map Unit Name: Whatcom-Labounty silt loams, 0 to 8 percent slopes NWI classification: None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes [X] No [] (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation __ ,Soil ___, orHydrology __ significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes No []

Are Vegetation __ ,Soil ____ , orHydrology __ naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes No [] Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil P t? Yes [X| N s
yane sorFresen es ol within a Wetland? Yes No ]
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No []
Remarks:

All three wetland criteria met. DP-17 was established within Wetland F, northwest of flag F2.

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:

Tree Stratum (Plot sizg: 30 ft) % Cover _Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species
1. Populus balsamifera 90 Yes FAC That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 4 A)
2 Total Number of Dominant
3. Species Across All Strata: 4 (B)
4 ) — Total Cover _IP_ﬁrcent of Dominant Species . 100%
Sapling/Shrub Stratum  (Plot size: 30 ft) at Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: - 220  (AB)
1. Spiraea douglasii 30 Yes FACW | Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Lonicera involucrata 15 Yes FAC Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. Populus balsamifera 10 No FAC OBL species x1=
4. Cornus alba 5 No FACW | FACW species x2=
5. FACspecies _ = x3=
60 = Total Cover FACU species X4 =
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 10 ft) UPL species X5 =
1. Juncus effusus 15 Yes FACW Column Totals: ) ®)
2> Carex obnupta 3 No OBL
3. Prevalence Index = B/A =
4 Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. [0 Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. [X] Dominance Test is >50%
7 O Prevalence Index is <3.0*
8 [J Morphological Adaptations* (Provide supporting
9 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10, [0 wetland Non-Vascular Plants*
10 [ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation® (Explain)
18 = Total Cover Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must

be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 30 ft)

1.
Hydrophytic
2 Vegetation
0 = Total Cover Present? Yes No [

% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum 0

Remarks: . . . .
Hydrophytic vegetation criteria met through the Dominance Test.
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SOIL
Sampling Point: DP-17W

Profile Description: (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type?! Loc? Texture Remarks
0-8 10YR 3/1 100 - - - - SiLo Silt Loam
8- 14+ 10YR 5/1 90 10YR 3/6 10 C M ClLo Clay Loam
Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains. 2L ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.
Hydric Soil Indicators: (Applicable to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.) Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
[ Histosol (A1) [J Sandy Redox (S5) [ 2 cm Muck (A10)
[ Histic Epipedon (A2) [ stripped Matrix (S6) [0 Red Parent Material (TF2)
[ Black Histic (A3) [ Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (except MLRA 1) [ Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12)
[J Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) [J Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) [ Other (Explain in Remarks)
[X] Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) Depleted Matrix (F3)
[ Thick Dark Surface (A12) [0 Redox Dark Surface (F6) 3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
[J Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) [ Depleted Dark Surface (F7) wetland hydrology must be present,
[0 sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) [0 Redox Depressions (F8) unless disturbed or problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if present):

Type: None

Depth (inches): =~ Hydric Soil Present?  Yes No [
Remarks:

Hydric soil criteria met through indicators A11 and F3.

HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
Primary Indicators (minimum of one required; check all that apply) Secondary Indicators (2 or more required)
[ Surface Water (A1) [0 water-Stained Leaves (B9) (except MLRA [0 water-Stained Leaves (B9) (MLRA 1, 2,
[J High Water Table (A2) 1, 2, 4A, and 4B) 4A, and 4B)
[ Saturation (A3) [ salt Crust (B11) [ Drainage Patterns (B10)
[J water Marks (B1) [ Aquatic Invertebrates (B13) [ Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
[0 Sediment Deposits (B2) [J Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) [0 saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
[ Drift Deposits (B3) [ Oxidized Rhizospheres along Living Roots (C3) Geomorphic Position (D2)
[ Algal Mat or Crust (B4) [ Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) [ Shallow Aquitard (D3)
[ Iron Deposits (B5) [J Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) [X] FAC-Neutral Test (D5)
[ Surface Soil Cracks (B6) [J Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1) (LRR A) [J Raised Ant Mounds (D6) (LRR A)
[ Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) [ Other (Explain in Remarks) [ Frost-Heave Hummocks (D7)
[ Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)
Field Observations:
Surface Water Present? Yes[] Nol[x] Depth (inches): None
Water Table Present? Yes[] No Depth (inches): None
Saturation Present? Yes[] No Depth (inches): None Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No [
(includes capillary fringe)

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:
None

Remarks:

Wetland hydrology criteria met through indicators D2 and D5. No saturation or water table were observed to a depth of
14" below ground surface.
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