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Sound Transit is proposing the Lynwood Link Extension (LLE) project that will connect Seattle to Lynwood
through Mountlake Terrace. The proposed route runs adjacent to the I-5 corridor through the City of Mountlake
Terrace (City). Sound Transit will be submitting a conditional use permit (CUP) and site plan application materials
to the City to implement aspects of the Lynnwood Light Rail Extension project. Approximately fifteen site specific
areas within Mountlake Terrace city limits will require environmental permitting and regulatory compliance for
implementation of the light rail project. The City of Mountlake Terrace has requested Otak, Inc. (Otak) to support a
review of the permit application materials for the project.
Sound Transit submitted the Critical Areas Report prepared by HNTB|Jacobs, dated September 7, 2018, to the
City as a component of the City of Mountlake Terrace Conditional Use Permit (CUP) package. The report
addresses critical areas along the proposed LLE corridor. Critical areas reviewed included wetlands, streams,
wildlife habitat areas, geologic hazard areas, aquifer recharge areas, and flood hazard areas.
The LLE corridor will be mostly within Washington State Department of Transportation (WSDOT) right of way
(ROW). Elements of the LLE will extend into parts of Mountlake Terrace outside of the WSDOT ROW. The project
is located within the McAleer Creek subbasin of Water Resource Inventory Area (WRIA) 8 – Lake
Washington/Cedar/Sammamish, and King County. The project is located in Sections 21, 28, 29, and 32 of
Township 27 North, Range 04 East of the Public Land Survey System.
The City does not apply its critical areas regulatory authority within the WSDOT ROW per the Lynwood Link Letter
of Concurrence prepared by Sound Transit and signed by the City of Mountlake Terrace, dated March 19, 2018.
As such, the HNTB|Jacobs report describes critical areas within WSDOT ROW, but only discusses impacts to
critical areas and buffers within Mountlake Terrace jurisdiction and outside of the ROW.
The City requested Otak to conduct a completeness review of the report, including: verifying critical area
boundaries and buffer widths, wetland and stream classifications, wildlife habitat areas, and flood hazard areas;
assessing impacts to critical areas and associated buffers; conducting a review of mitigation plans; and reviewing
for consistency with the City’s development standards. Geologic hazard areas and aquifer recharge areas as
described in the report were not reviewed as part of this technical memorandum. We recommend these areas be
reviewed by a certified geologist.
Otak biologists conducted a field survey on January 8, 2018.
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The following materials were submitted by the project proponent and reviewed by Otak:

▪
▪
▪

Critical Areas Report, prepared by HNTB |Jacobs, dated September 7, 2018,
Lynwood Link Letter of Concurrence – City of Mountlake Terrace, prepared by Sound Transit and
concurrence signed by the City of Mountlake Terrace, dated March 19, 2018
LLE Design

The following resources were also reviewed on January 7, 2018 date as part of the background research prior to
the site investigation:

▪
▪
▪
▪
▪
▪

Snohomish County PDS Map Portal
(http://gismaps.snoco.org/Html5Viewer/Index.html?viewer=pdsmapportal),
City of Mountlake Terrace Critical Areas: Biologic/Geologic Features Map (June 2018)
(https://www.cityofmlt.com/DocumentCenter/View/9853/Bio-Geologic-Features),
U.S. Fish and Wildlife –National Wetland Inventory (NWI)
(https://www.fws.gov/wetlands/data/mapper.HTML),
Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife (WDFW) Priority Habitats and Species (PHS) on the Web
(http://apps.wdfw.wa.gov/phsontheweb/),
Washington State Department of Natural Resources (WDNR) Forest Practices Application Mapping Tool
(https://fpamt.dnr.wa.gov/default.aspx#),
United States Department of Agriculture-National Resource Conservation Service (USDA-NRCS) Web Soil
Survey (https://websoilsurvey.sc.egov.usda.gov/App/HomePage.htm),

Concurrence Letter Review
Sound Transit requested concurrence of project related impacts to critical areas as outlined by the Mountlake
Terrace Municipal Code (MTMC) Chapter 16.15, under Ordinance 2370(2004). Per MTMC 16.15.400, wetlands
are classified using the Department of Ecology’s (Ecology) updated 2014 Wetland Rating System for Western
Washington1, which was agreed upon in the letter by the City.
Wetlands being permanently impacted by the future LLE guideway in the City of Mountlake Terrace are entirely
within WSDOT ROW. Sound Transit plans to mitigate these permanent impacts (0.12 acre) through the purchase
of credits from King County’s In-Lieu Fee Program. The City’s critical areas ordinance does not apply to areas
within the WSDOT ROW. One stream and the buffers of two wetlands will be impacted outside of the WSDOT
ROW and are therefore regulated by the City. Sound Transit proposes to mitigate these buffer impacts through
on-site wetland and buffer enhancement using the appropriate mitigation ratio established in by the City’s critical
areas ordinance 2370 (Ordinance 2370, [2004]).
The project will also impact priority wildlife habitat. Impacts to priority habitat are within WSDOT ROW. Sound
Transit will comply with WSDOT’s tree mitigation requirements. Outside of WSDOT ROW, Sound Transit
proposes to mitigate tree impacts by planting a mix of trees at a replacement ratio of no less than 3:1.

1

Hruby, T. (2014). Washington State Wetland Rating System for Western Washington: 2014 Update. (Publication #14-06029). Olympia, WA: Washington Department of Ecology.
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Findings
The report describes ten wetlands, three streams, and wildlife habitat areas within the study area. A new critical
areas code was passed by the City of Mountlake Terrace under Ordinance 2736 in November 19, 2018. As such,
the critical areas report will be reviewed using the most recent code under Ordinance 2736.

Wetland Boundary Delineation, Wetland Classifications, and Buffer Widths Review
The critical areas report identifies ten wetlands within the study area. The City of Mountlake Terrace does not
apply its critical areas regulatory authority within the WSDOT ROW per the 2018 concurrence letter. For this
technical memorandum, only wetlands within the City’s jurisdiction will be discussed.
Of the ten wetlands, seven wetlands and/or their buffers are regulated by the City. Wetlands WMT2, WMT3, and
WMT10 are located within WSDOT ROW and have buffers that extend outside the ROW. Wetlands WMT6 and
WMT7 are located partially within WSDOT ROW and extend outside the ROW. Wetlands WMT11 and PWMT2
are located entirely outside WSDOT ROW.
Wetland delineations and classifications within the project area are consistent with the methodology derived from
the Regional Supplement to the Corps of Engineers Wetland Delineation Manual: Western Mountains, Valleys,
and Coast Region (USACE, 2010)2 and the Corps of Engineers Wetland Delineation Manual (Environmental
Laboratory 1987)3.
Wetlands consist of palustrine forested (PFO), scrub-shrub (PSS), and emergent (PEM) Cowardin4 habitat
classes and depressional, riverine, and slope hydrogeomorphic (HGM) 5 classes. Wetlands were rated using the
Washington State Wetland Rating Stem for Western Washington – 2014 Update per agreed upon Concurrence
Letter. Standard wetland buffers were determined by MTMC 16.15.400(F)(3)(c)(i) by category and habitat score.
Wetland classes, ratings, sizes, and buffers widths from the critical areas report are summarized in Table 1.

2

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. 2010. Regional Supplement to the Corps of Engineers Wetland Delineation Manual:
Western Mountains, Valleys, and Coast Region (Version 2.0), ed. J. S. Wakeley, R. W. Lichvar, and C. V. Noble. ERDC/EL TR10-3. Vicksburg, MS: U.S. Army Engineer Research and Development Center.
3

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. 1987. Corps of Engineers Wetlands Delineation Manual. Environmental Laboratory U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers, Waterways Experiment Station, Wetlands Research Program Technical Report Y-87-1. Vicksburg,
MS.
4

Cowardin, L. M., U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service., & Biological Services Program (U.S.). (1979). Classification of wetlands

and deepwater habitats of the United States. Washington, D.C: Fish and Wildlife Service, U.S. Dept. of the Interior.
5

Brinson, M. M., Wetlands Research Program (U.S.), United States., & U.S. Army Engineer Waterways Experiment Station.

(1993). A hydrogeomorphic classification for wetlands. Vicksburg, Miss.?: U.S. Army Engineer Waterways Experiment
Station.
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Table 1. Wetland Classifications, Ratings, and Buffers
Wetland

Size (acre)

Cowardin
Class

HGM

CategoryA

Habitat
ScoreB

Buffer
(feet)C

WMT2
WMT3
WMT6
WMT7
WMT10
WMT11
PWMT2

0.167
0.066
1.122
0.431
0.032
0.059
0.020

PFO
PFO
PFO
PFO, PSS
PSS
PSS, PEM
PSS, PEM

Riverine/Slope
Depressional
Depressional
Depressional
Depressional
Depressional
Depressional

III
III
III
II
III
III
III

5
4
4
6
4
4
4

105
60
60
165
60
60
60

Building
Setback
(feet)C
5
5
5
10
5
5
5

A

Per Ecology (2014) and City of Mountlake Terrace ratings
Per Ecology (2014) rating parameters
C
Per City of Mountlake Terrace Critical Areas Code 16.15.400
B

Wetland Delineation Review
Wetland boundaries and classifications were reviewed on January 8, 2019 during a field survey. No new wetlands
were identified in the study area.
The southern boundary of PWMT2 was found to extend south in a linear swale and connect to Wetland WMT11.
The wetland boundary should be revised. Although the boundary has changed, it does not result in any new
wetland or wetland buffer impacts by the LLE project.
Surface water was observed flowing south to north along the western edge of the chain-link fence marking the
WSDOT ROW near the southern boundary of Wetland WMT6. Wetland vegetation such as creeping buttercup
(Ranunculus repens) and western bittercress (Cardamine occidentalis) was observed between the fence and the
City Hall building within a linear strip of grass adjacent to the fence line. A soil pit dug within this area exhibited
depleted sandy soils, an indicator of wetland hydrology. The boundary of WMT6 extends approximately 15 feet
west from the mapped wetland boundary at the ROW fence line and extends approximately 180 feet south from
the light post near the roadway curb. The boundaries of Wetland WMT6 should be revised. The applicant should
provide additional wetland data forms to substantiate any revisions to wetland boundaries.
All other wetland boundaries appeared generally consistent with those mapped by HNTB|Jacobs.

Wetland Classifications and Buffer Widths Review
The following comments listed below pertain to questions in the rating forms provided in the HNTB|Jacobs report.
Wetland rating forms should be revised accordingly.
Wetland WMT2
▪ R1.2: Check a box to indicate which item is receiving 6 points.
▪ R3.1: The ratio of the wetland to stream was determined to be 1 : 5 or less. Question R3.1 should be revised
from 1 to 2 points. However, the adjustment of the score from 1 to 2 points does not change the rating for this
function.
▪ H1.4: A stream flows through the wetland. Unvegetated areas, including open water, are included with
habitats. Question H1.4 should be revised from 6 to 7 points. The adjustment of the score changes the rating
from Low to Medium.
Adjustments to hydrologic and habitat ratings changes the overall score of Wetland WMT2 to 20, resulting in the
wetland being classified as Category II with a habitat score of 6. Wetland WMT2 should be revised to Category
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II with a habitat score of 6. Category II wetlands with a habitat score of 6 require a buffer of 165 feet with a 10foot building setback per MTMC 16.15.400(F)(3)(c). Although the buffer increases from 105 feet to 165 feet, there
is no impact to the functioning buffer of the wetland. Per MTMC 16.15.400(F)(3)(a), buffers extents are limited by
paved areas. The previous 105-foot buffer would have ended at the existing parking lot; as such, the new
165-foot buffer will end at the existing lot as well.
Wetland WMT3
▪ H1.1: The wetland has scrub-shrub and forested Cowardin plant communities, however the forested class
does not have 3 out of 5 strata. There is no change in score for this question.
▪ H1.4: The wetland has a PSS habitat bordered by a PFO habitat and has a low interspersion of habitats.
Question H1.4 should be revised from 0 to 1 point.
▪ H1.5: Himalayan blackberry (Rubus armeniacus) is an invasive species that was observed covering more
than 25 percent of the wetland unit. The question should be revised to only include large downed woody
debris as a special habitat feature. The question should be revised from 2 to 1 point.
Changes to these habitat scores do not result in a change of the rating for this function. There is no change to
overall habitat score or category. We concur with the classification of Wetland WMT3 as Category III with a
habitat score of 4. The wetland has a standard buffer width of 60 feet with a 5-foot building setback.
Wetland WMT6
▪ D3.3: Provide a screen capture of the TMDL list for the basin in which the unit is found.
▪ D4.2: Marks of ponding were observed to be 0.5 to 2 feet. Question D4.2 should be revised from 0 to 3 points.
However, the adjustment of the score does not change the rating for this function.
We concur with the classification of Wetland WMT6 as Category III with a habitat score of 4. The wetland has a
standard buffer width of 60 feet with a 5-foot building setback.
Wetland WMT7
▪ D3.3: Provide a screen capture of the TMDL list for the basin in which the unit is found.
▪ H1.2: A seasonally flowing stream is located at the western boundary of the wetland. Question H1.2 should
be revised to include the seasonally flowing stream and from 1 to 2 points. However, an adjustment of the
score from 1 to 2 points does not change the rating for this function.
We concur with the classification of Wetland WMT7 as Category II with a habitat score of 6. The wetland has a
standard buffer width of 165 feet with a 10-foot building setback.
Wetland WMT10
▪ D1.4: More than ¼ of the wetland was observed to have seasonal ponding. Question D1.4 should be revised
from 0 to 2 points. This change does not alter the rating of this function.
▪ H1.2: Seasonal ponding covers more than 10% of the wetland unit. Question H1.2 should be revised from 0
to 1 point. However, an adjustment of the score does not change the rating for this function.
We concur with the classification of Wetland WMT10 as Category III with a habitat score of 4. The wetland has a
standard buffer width of 60 feet with a 5-foot building setback.
Wetland WMT11
▪ D6.1: Surface flooding problems in a sub-basin farther down gradient was checked for 1 point but the
question was awarded 2 points. Indicate if flooding occurs immediately down gradient (2 points) or further
down gradient (1 point). This score adjustment will not change the rating for this function.
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We concur with the classification of Wetland WMT11 as Category III with a habitat sore of 4. The wetland has a
standard buffer width of 60 feet with a 5-foot building setback.
Wetland PWMT2
▪ D1.1: A surface connection was observed between Wetland PWMT2 and Wetland WMT11. The wetland has
a highly constricted outlet. Question D1.1 should be revised from 3 to 2 points.
▪ D1.4: Seasonal ponding was observed for than ¼ of the unit area. Question D1.4 should be revised from 0 to
2 points.
▪ D2.1: Due to recent construction activities, a new rock-lined swale was observed to convey water to the
wetland. The wetland now receives stormwater discharge. Question D2.1 should be revised from 0 to 1 point.
▪ D3.1: The wetland has a surface connection to WMT11, and therefore discharges directly within 1 mile of a
303(d)-listed water. The score increases from 0 to 1 point. This changes the rating of water quality value from
Medium to High.
▪ D6.1: Surface flooding problems in a sub-basin farther down gradient was checked (1 point) but the question
was awarded 2 points. Indicate if flooding occurs immediately down gradient (2 points) or further down
gradient (1 point).
▪ H1.1: No large downed woody debris was observed within the wetland. The score decreases from 1 to 0
points. This does not change the overall rating of habitat site potential.
Adjustments of scores to these questions does not change the overall rating of either function. We concur with the
classification of Wetland PWMT2 as Category III with a habitat score of 4. The wetland has a standard buffer
width of 60 feet with a 5-foot building setback.

Stream Typing and Buffer Widths Review
Three streams (McAleer Creek, SMT1, and SMT2) were identified and delineated by HNTB|Jacobs. All three
watercourses were identified during the field survey. Streams were typed and assigned buffers per MTMC
16.15.410 (Streams). McAleer Creek is located entirely within WSDOT ROW. The buffer of McAleer Creek
extends outside of the WSDOT ROW and into City jurisdiction.
McAleer Creek is typed as a Type-F (fish habitat) stream and has a 150-foot buffer plus a 15-foot building setback
due to the documented presence of threatened or endangered anadromous salmonids. The documented
presence of Puget Sound Chinook (Federally-listed Threatened) and Puget Sound Steelhead (Federally-listed
Threatened) occur within the stream. We concur with the typing of McAleer as a Type-F stream with use by
Threatened or Endangered species, and a 150-foot buffer with a 15-foot building setback.
SMT1 is a tributary to McAleer Creek and was broken into two segments by HNTB|Jacobs. Segment 1 of SMT1 is
typed as a Ns (non-fish, seasonal) stream and has not been assigned a minimum buffer width. Per MTMC
16.15.410(2)(a), buffer widths for Type-Ns Streams with no use by threatened or endangered species are to be
determined based on review of technical information. We concur with the typing of Segment 1 of SMT1 as a
Type-Ns stream with a 15-foot building setback, with a buffer to be determined upon technical review by the City.
Segment 2 of SMT1 is a Type-F stream, with no use by threatened or endangered species. Segment 2 has a 100foot buffer with a 15-foot building setback. We concur with the typing of Segment 2 of SMT1 as a Type-F stream
with a 100-foot buffer with a 15-foot building setback.
SMT2 is a tributary to Hall Creek and originates from the northwest corner of Wetland WMT7. SMT2 was not
accessible by HNTB|Jacobs during their field survey. Otak biologists determined SMT2 to be a Type-Ns stream,
with a buffer to be determined upon technical review by the City.
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Wildlife Habitat Areas
The critical areas report identifies several areas within the LLE project area that meet the City’s definition of
wildlife habitat areas per MTMC 16.15.420 (Wildlife habitat). McAleer Creek and Segment 2 of Stream SMT1
meets the critical habitat definition due to documented and potential habitat for anadromous salmonid species.
A forested area north of the Mountlake Terrace Station was identified as a biodiversity corridor per WDFW PHS.
The biodiversity corridor is located both within and outside of WSDOT ROW and extends over a portion of the
existing parking area. The report recommends the polygon stop at the edge of forested vegetation. This area is
classified as critical habitat per MTMC 16.15.420(2)(a)(i).
We concur with wildlife habitat areas as identified in the critical areas report. No new or unmapped wildlife habitat
areas were identified in the study area during the field survey.

Flood Hazard Areas
Flood hazard areas identified by HNTB|Jacobs are consistent with current FEMA flood insurance rate maps.
Flood hazard areas occur within and outside of WSDOT ROW. No impacts are proposed within a FEMA-mapped
100-year floodplain.

Impacts and Mitigation Assessment
HNTB|Jacobs assessed impacts to critical areas outside of the WSDOT ROW based on the LLE design in
progress at the time of the report preparation. Critical areas regulated by the City that will be impacted by the LLE
project outside of the WSDOT ROW include Wetland WMT6 and WMT7 and Streams SMT1 and SMT2. Tables 2
and 3 summarize impacts. Proposed measures to rectify temporary wetland, stream, and buffer impacts include
removing any fill or construction-related materials from the site and restoring impacted areas. Restoration of
impacted areas includes restoring grades to pre-construction conditions and replanting areas with native species.

Wetland Impacts
Table 2. Wetland Impacts Outside of the WSDOT ROW
Permanent
Temporary
Permanent
Wetland
Wetland
Buffer
Wetland
Impacts
Impacts
impacts
(acre)
(acre)
(acre)
WMT6
<0.001
0.000
0.018
Wetland
(6 ft2)
WMT7
0.000
0.078
0.241
Wetland

Temporary
Buffer
Impacts
(acre)

Wetland
Conversion
Impacts
(acre)

Buffer
Functional
Loss (acre)

0.228

0.00

0.00

0.575

0.011

0.090

No permanent fill or grading impacts are proposed within wetlands within the City’s jurisdiction, although
conversion of wetland plant community is associated with Wetland WMT7. Wetland buffers will incur permanent
fill and grading impacts, vegetation conversion impacts, and temporary impacts.
The proposed light rail guideway will result in 0.011 are of wetland conversion in Wetland WMT7 for a required
vegetation clear zone to both sides of the light rail guideway. The forested area of WMT7 will be converted to a
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scrub-shrub community. No significant loss in function or change in category of the wetland is anticipated as a
result of this conversion.
Temporary impacts to Wetlands WMT7 and WMT6 include clearing and grading associated with the installation of
a stormwater pond and for construction access and staging for the elevated guideway. All temporary impacted
areas will be restored and replanted.
Tables 2-4 and 2-6 in the report indicate 0.241 acre of Wetland WMT7 buffer will incur permanent grading and
filling impacts. Sections 2.1.6(B)(1) and 3.3.7 in the report indicates Wetland WMT7 will incur 0.238 acre of
permanent buffer impacts. The report should be revised to include the correct acreage of permanent
wetland buffer impacts.
Wetland and buffer impacts to Wetland WMT6 may change due to the revised southern wetland boundary.
Alterations of Category II and III wetlands shall comply with mitigation requirements per MTMC 16.15.210
(Mitigation – Preferred sequencing).

Stream Impacts
Table 3.
Stream
SMT1
SMT2

Permanent
Stream Impacts
0.00
0.001 acre (10
linear feet)

Temporary
Stream Impacts
0.00
0.003 acre (58
linear feet)

Permanent
Buffer Impacts
0.007 acre

Temporary
buffer impacts
0.017

Buffer function
loss
0.00

0.102 acre

0.073

0.008

Section 2.2.5 of the critical areas report indicates that stream and buffer impacts are limited to SMT2. Section
2.2.5(B) indicates permanent stream buffer impacts will occur to both SMT1 and SMT2. Table 3-1 of the report
should be revised to include impacts to both stream buffers.
Section 2.2.5(D) of the report indicates temporary stream buffer impacts will occur to SMT1. No temporary buffer
impacts for SMT1 are listed in Table 3-1. Table 3-1 should be revised to include temporary buffer impacts to
SMT1.
Sidewalk improvements for the LLE project will result in direct permanent impacts to Stream SMT2. The 10-linear
foot segment of SMT2 will be permanently piped to an existing culvert. Per MTMC 16.15.410(G)(3), culverts are
allowable in Type Ns streams when fish passage will not be impaired and oversized culverts will be installed.
Stream SMT2 is a Type Ns stream, and the proposed extension of the existing culvert by 10 feet would be
allowed under the MTMC, provided that proposed culvert width is adequately oversized.
The project will permanently impact the SMT1 buffer for an access road to a stormwater vault. No other feasible
alternative is present for the access road. Per BMC 16.15.410(D)(2)(e), construction of roads is permitted in
stream buffers when no feasible alternative or location exists. Sound Transit proposes to mitigate for stream
buffer impacts of SMT1 by moving the stream 12 feet west and removing invasive species in the stream buffer, as
well as accommodating placement of columns for the light rail. Proposed stream relocation will occur within
the WSDOT right-of-way for SMT1, and is not City of Lynwood critical areas regulatory authority.
Potential downstream impacts (e.g. water quality impacts) are anticipated to be avoided utilizing
appropriate Best Management Practices.
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The project will permanently impact SMT2 buffer for sidewalk improvements and construction of a stormwater
pond. Sound Transit proposes to mitigate for permanent buffer impacts by enhancing the existing buffer.
Restoration of temporary impacts include removing fill, replanting, restoring grades to pre-construction conditions.
Non-native, invasive species adjacent to temporarily affected areas will be cleared and replaced with native
vegetation communities which will increase functions of these areas by replacing non-native monocultures with
mixed native species.

Mitigation
The applicant proposes to enhance 0.358 acre of Wetland WMT7 and 0.761 acre of combined WMT7 and Stream
SMT2 buffer to mitigate for permanent impacts to Wetlands WMT6 and WMT7 buffer, Stream SMT2 and SMT2
buffer.
Wetland WMT7 will incur Approximately 0.011 acre of wetland habitat conversion and 0.090 buffer function loss.
To achieve no net loss, the applicant proposes replanting of trees and other vegetation, placement of large woody
debris in the buffer and wetland, and removal of invasive species to be replanted with native wetland/upland
vegetation.
MTMC 16.15.310(A)(4) requires mitigation for unavoidable adverse impacts to critical areas and buffers so the
result is no net loss of functions and values. The report and proposed mitigation is consistent with MTMC
16.15.210 (Mitigation – Preferred sequencing), 16.15.220 (Mitigation plans – Requirements), 16.15.230
(Mitigation Plans – performance standards), and 16.15.240 (Maintenance and monitoring plan).
Proposed wetland and wetland buffer mitigation adequately addresses mitigation requirements under the
MTMC. Proposed stream and stream buffer mitigation occurs within a mix of the WSDOT right-of-way and
City of Lynwood, and proposed activities and mitigation are consistent with City requirements and with
Link Letter of Concurrence (March 19, 2018).
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1. Stream SMT1. View west.
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2. Wetland PWMT2.

West

3. Wetland WTM6 extends past mapped wetland boundaries. Previously delineated wetland boundaries are
located along the edge of the chain-link fence. Wetland boundaries were determined to extend
approximately 15 feet west of the fence line. Changes in herbaceous vegetation can be observed in the
photograph.
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4. Orange dashed line indicates approximate extent of Wetland WMT6 boundary.
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