
Everett City Council Preliminary Agenda

 6:30 p.m., Wednesday, April 15, 2026

City Council Chambers - 3002 Wetmore Ave
Roll Call

Pledge Of Allegiance

Land Acknowledgment

Mayor ’s Comments

Approval Of Minutes: April 8, 2026

Public Comment

Council Comments

Administration Update

City Attorney 

CONSENT ITEMS:

(1) Adopt Resolution Authorizing Claims Against The City Of Everett In The Amount Of 
$2,353,270.99 For The Period Ending March 28, 2026 Through April 3, 2026.

RES_CLAIMS PAYABLE 040326.PDF

(2) Authorize A Call For Recommendation To Award For 2026 Biosolids Removal And 
Disposal.

AMERICAN PROCESS GROUP_2026 BIOSOLIDS REMOVAL AND 
DISPOSAL_AWARD.PDF

(3) Accept The 2025 Pavement Maintenance Overlay As Complete And Authorize The 
Mayor To Sign The Certificate Of Completion. 

GRANITE CONSTRUCTION COMPANY_2025 PAVEMENT MAINTENANCE 
OVERLAY_CERTIFICATE OF COMPLETION.PDF

(4) Authorize The Mayor To Sign The Amendment To The Professional Services 
Agreements For 2025/2026 On-Call Materials Testing Services With Materials Testing & 
Consulting, Inc.

MATERIALS TESTING AND CONSULTING, INC._ON-CALL MATERIALS 
TESTING_AMENDMENT NO. 1.PDF

(5) Authorize The Mayor Or Her Designee To Apply For, And If Awarded, To Sign All 
Necessary Documents And Agreements For Public Works Board Pre-Construction Loans 
Up To $5,000,000. 

PUBLIC WORKS BOARD_WPCF HEADWORKS DESIGN PHASE_LOAN 
APPLICATION.PDF

(6) Authorize Call For Bids For The WPCF Chlorine Contact Channel And Lift Station #1 
Valve Replacement Project.

WPCF AND LIFT STATION 1 VALVE REPLACEMENT PROJECT_CALL FOR 
BIDS.PDF

PROPOSED ACTION ITEM:

(7) CB 2603-20 – 2nd Reading - Adopt An Ordinance Establishing Procedures For Naming 
And Renaming Of City Properties, Adding A New Chapter 2.138 To The Everett Municipal 
Code. (3rd & Final Reading 4/29/26)

CB 2603-20.PDF

PUBLIC HEARING & ACTION ITEM:

(8) CB 2603-19 – 3rd & Final Reading - Adopt The Attached Ordinance Enacting Updated 
Critical Areas Regulations. 

CB 2603-19.PDF

EXECUTIVE SESSION

BRIEFING & PROPOSED ACTION ITEMS:

(9) CB 2604-21 – 1st Reading – Adopt An Ordinance Amending Ordinance 4098-25 Entitled 
"Everett Outdoor Event Center” Fund 342, Program 052, To Accumulate Costs For The 
Design And Partial Property Acquisition For The Everett Outdoor Event Center Project. (3rd 
& Final Reading 4/29/26) 

CB 2604-21.PDF

(10) CB 2604-22 – 1st Reading - An Ordinance Authorizing And Providing For Acquisition, 
Including Through The Exercise Of Eminent Domain, Of Land And Real Property Rights For 
Parcel 26 For The Purpose Of Constructing The Everett Outdoor Events Center Project; And 
Authorizing The Mayor To Enter Into Agreements Related To Acquisition Of Parcel 26; And 
Amending Ordinance 4100-25. (3rd & Final Reading 4/29/26) 

CB 2604-22.PDF

ACTION ITEM:

(11) CB 2603-18 – 3rd & Final Reading - Adopt An Ordinance Creating A Special 
Improvement Project Entitled “North Broadway Pedestrian Bridge” Fund 303, Program 133, 
To Accumulate All Costs For The Improvement And Repealing Ordinance No. 4113-25. 

CB 2603-18.PDF

BRIEFING:

(12) Legislative Session Debrief And Update

2026 LEGISLATIVE SESSION DEBRIEF BRIEFING.PDF

Adjourn

PARTICIPATION IN REMOTE COUNCIL MEETINGS

l Participate remotely via Zoom by registering to speak at everettwa.gov/speakerform. You 
must register no later than 30 minutes prior to the meeting. You may contact the Council 
office at 425.257.8703 or aely@everettwa.gov and identify the topic you wish to address. 

l Provide written public comments by email to Council@everettwa.gov or mail to 2930 
Wetmore Avenue, Suite 9A, Everett, WA 98201. Emailing comments 24 hours prior to the 
meeting will ensure your comment is distributed to councilmembers and appropriate staff.  

l Persons seeking to comment on non-agenda items may be asked to submit the comments 
in writing if the comment does not address an issue of broad public interest.

AGENDAS, BROADCAST AND RECORDINGS

l The Council agendas and meeting recordings can be found, in their entirety, at 
everettwa.gov/citycouncil. 

l Watch live meetings and recordings at YouTube.com/EverettCity.

CONTACT THE COUNCIL

If you do not wish to participate in the meeting, we provide these other methods of contacting your 
elected officials: Email the Council at Council@everettwa.gov or call the Council offices at 
425.257.8703.

The City of Everett does not discriminate on the basis of disability in the admission or access to, 
or treatment in, its programs or activities. Requests for assistance or accommodations can be 
arranged by contacting the Everett City Council Office at 425.257.8703. For additional information, 
please visit our website at https://www.everettwa.gov/3129/American-Disabilities-Act-ADA-and-
Title-.
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Be it Resolved by the City Council of the City of Everett:

Fund Department Amount Fund Department  Amount 

001 City Council 491.53 101 Parks & Recreation 11,931.30
002 General Funds (5,627.28) 110 Library 9,328.86
003 Legal 4,046.71 112 Municipal Arts 4,298.31
004 Administration 461.65 120 Public Works - Streets 1,115.99
005 Municipal Court 6,488.67 130 Develop & Const Permit Fees 260.00
007 Human Resources 416.55 146 Property Management 81,155.31
009 Misc Financial Funds 38,791.00 152 Cum Res/Library 396.90
010 Finance 7,956.69 153 Emergency Med Svc 16,850.67
015 Information Technology 76.38 155 Capital Reserve Fund 27,450.16
021 Planning & Community Dev 19,267.98 156 Criminal Justice 6,655.92
024 Public Works-Engineering 3,039.29 197 CHIP Loan Program 586.21
026 Animal Shelter 888.47 308 Riverfront Development 23.35
030 Emergency Management 12,648.07 336 Water & Sewer Sys Improv Project 417,869.41
031 Police 11,722.25 342 City Facilities Const. 68,834.21
032 Fire 62,412.54 354 Parks Capital Const. 61,537.87
038 Facilities Maintenance 483.38 401 Public Works-Utilities 940,404.36

402 Solid Waste Utility 7,193.50
425 Public Works-Transit 203,796.48
430 Everpark Garage 16,093.00

TOTAL GENERAL FUND 163,563.88$      440 Golf 105,551.31
501 MVD - Trans Services 134,264.35
503 Self-Insurance 4,620.93
508 Health Benefits Reserve 8,333.33
637 Police Pension 3,109.38
665 Other Special Agency Funds 58,046.00

Councilperson introducing Resolution

TOTAL CLAIMS 2,353,270.99

Passed and approved this ________day of ___________, 2026

Council President

Whereas the claims payable by checks against the City of Everett for the period March 28, 2026 through April 03, 2026, having 

been audited and approved by the proper officers, have been paid and the disbursements made by the same, against the 

proper funds in payment thereof, as follows:

RESOLUTION NO. __________
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Project title:   
Award the contract for 2026 Biosolids Dredging and Disposal 

Council Bill #  
 

Consideration: Recommendation to Award for 2026 Biosolids Dredging, 
Dewatering, Hauling, & Disposal 

Project: 2026 Biosolids Removal and Disposal 
 

Partner/Supplier: American Process Group, LLC 

                    Location: Everett Water Pollution Control Facility  

Preceding action:  Call for Bids – 02/04/26 

Fund: Fund 401 – Water & Sewer Utilities  

Agenda dates requested:  
 
 

Briefing 
Proposed action 
Consent     4/15/26 
Action  
Ordinance  
Public hearing 
 Yes  x No  
 

Budget amendment: 
 Yes  x No 

 

PowerPoint presentation: 
 Yes  x No 

 

Attachments: 
 
 

Department(s) involved: 
Public Works 
 

Contact person: 
Jeff Marrs 
 

Phone number: 
425-257-8967 
 

Email: 
jmarrs@everettwa.gov 
 

Initialed by: 
RLS 
Department head  
 
Administration 
 
Council President  

Fiscal summary statement:   

The biosolids project will be paid from Fund 401. Amount budgeted: $5,400,000. 

Bids were opened 3/24/26, the low bid with American Process Group in the amount of 
$4,539,124.60.  

 
Project summary statement: 

Biosolids are dredged on an annual basis at the Water Pollution Control Facility from 
either the Oxidation Pond, Recirculation Channel, or Aeration Cell #2. In 2026, the 
Oxidation Pond will be dredged, dewatered, and then hauled to a landfill.  This 
solicitation will result in a contract award for the dredging, dewatering, hauling, and 
disposal of 4,000 dry tons of biosolids. 

Recommendation (exact action requested of Council):   
Authorize a call for recommendation to Award for 2026 Biosolids Removal and Disposal.  

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://www.everettwa.gov/AgendaCenter/ViewFile/Item/19200?fileID=105693


                                                                                                                                                                                
 

   City Council Agenda Item Cover Sheet 

 

 
    
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

  

 

Project title: Final Acceptance of the 2025 Pavement Maintenance Overlay Project 

Council Bill #   
 

Project: 2025 Pavement Maintenance Overlay 

Partner/Supplier:  Granite Construction Company 

                    Location: Various locations  

Preceding action:   Award on 05/07/25 

Fund:  119 – Street Improvements 

Agenda dates requested:  
  
 

Briefing 
Proposed action 
Consent      4/15/26 
Action 
Ordinance 
Public hearing 
 Yes  x No 
 

Budget amendment: 
 Yes  x No 

 

PowerPoint presentation: 
 Yes  x No 

 

Attachments: 
Certificate of Completion, 
Final Contract Voucher, 
Affidavit of Amounts Paid 
DBE Participation, 
Subcontractor Tracking Log, 
Final Estimate 
 

Department(s) involved: 
Public Works, Admin 
 

Contact person: 
Tom Hood 
 

Phone number: 
425-257-8809 
 

Email: 
Thood@everettwa.gov 
 
Initialed by: 
RLS 
Department head  
 
Administration 
 
Council President  

Fiscal summary statement:  

 
Original Contract    $1,327,733.50 

Change Order #1        $107,514.43 

Total      $1,435,247.93 

 Final Contract Voucher Amount  $1,426,704.76 

 

Project summary statement: 

The 2025 Pavement Maintenance Overlay Project overlayed various locations, including 
34th Avenue, Ross Avenue, E. Casino Road, and portions of Evergreen Way. The 
roadways required resurfacing to prevent further deterioration and ensure the 
continued safety and functionality of the roadways.  

 

Recommendation (exact action requested of Council): 

Accept the 2025 Pavement Maintenance Overlay as complete and authorize the Mayor 
to sign the Certificate of Completion.  

 

 

https://www.everettwa.gov/AgendaCenter/ViewFile/Item/18187?fileID=100981
mailto:Thood@everettwa.gov








Project: 2025 Pavement Maintenance Overlay
Job Number:

Contract Amount at Bid (excludes WSST)  

Prime Contractor: Granite Construction 
Company No No No 1541342 5/30/2025 1491647 1/21/2026       

Req 
# Subcontractor UBI # Amount This % Prior %

% To 
Date DBE MBE WBE COEBL L&I Intent Date

L&I 
Affidavit Date

1 G&G Incorporated 601-381-635 $36,000.00 0.027 0.00 0.027 No No No 58393 154972 6/4/2025 1464848 10/13/25
2 Specialized Pavement Marking LLC 602-001-003 $143,144.00 0.108 0.03 0.135 No No No 55302 154562 5/30/2025 1446720 8/14/2025
3 PR Systems LLC 601-303-110 $45,364.65 0.034 0.135 0.169 No No No 65031 152569 7/2/2025 1451610 10/17/2025
4 Advanced Government Services LLC 603-585-454 $12,880.00 0.010 0.169 0.179 No No No 69215 1544705 6/30/2025 1471171 10/31/2025
5 Guzmans Hauling 604-331-848 $14,000.00 0.011 0.179 0.189 No No No 60264 1547025 7/2/2025 1464049 10/9/2025
6 Peterson Repair & Trucking LLC 602-107-760 $140,000.00 0.105 0.189 0.295 No No No 1548315 7/3/2025 1464092 10/9/2025
7 Great Western Transport Inc. 600-378-537 $14,000.00 0.011 0.295 0.305 No No No 25353 1548999 7/8/2025 1442889 7/31/2025
8 Southwest Stone LLC 604-993-313 $14,000.00 0.011 0.3053 0.3159 No No No 69262 1547871 6/18/2025 1442887 7/31/2025
9 Knute's Trucking 602-400-279 $14,000.00 0.011 0.316 0.326 No No No 1548762 6/22/2025 1449655 8/25/2025
10 Kubin Trucking 604-291-091 $14,000.00 0.011 0.326 0.337 No No No 62104 1548743 6/22/2025 1449547 8/24/2025
11 Morgan Trucking & Excavation LLC 604-768-652 $14,000.00 0.0105 0.337 0.3475 No No No 1550425 7/11/2025 1455725 9/13/2025
12 Riverside Sand & Gravel 600-089-110 $14,000.00 0.0105 0.348 0.3580 No No No 48102
13 Sovereign Trucking LLC 605-489-062 $14,000.00 0.0105 0.358 0.3686 No No No 1548802 7/8/2025 1454467 9/10/2025
14 Allied Sweeping LLC 603-017-812 $15,000.00 0.0113 0.369 0.3799 No No No 61989 1550001 7/7/2025 1473294 11/7/2025
15 L&M Trucking 604-663-936 $6,000.00 0.0045 0.380 0.3844 No No No 68412 1551226 6/28/2025 1449475 8/23/2025
16
17
18
19

Vendors and Suppliers      

       

L & I Check Date
TOTAL $510,388.65
CHECKED DATE 3/12/2026

$1,327,733.50

SUBCONTRACTOR TRACKING LOG

PW 3830

3/12/2026
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Project title:   Amendment: Professional Services Agreements for On-Call Materials Testing  

Council Bill #   
 

Project: Amendment: PSA for On-Call Materials Testing 

Partner/Supplier: Materials Testing & Consulting 

                    Location: Citywide 

Preceding action:  Original Agreement (11/20/24) 

Fund: Multiple Funds 

Agenda dates requested:  
 
 

Briefing 
Proposed action 
Consent     4/15/26 
Action 
Ordinance 
Public hearing 
 Yes  x No 
 

Budget amendment: 
 Yes  x No 

 

PowerPoint presentation: 
 Yes  x No 

 

Attachments: 
2026 PSA Amendment Form, 
Exhibit A – Master Fee 
Schedule 
 

Department(s) involved: 
Public Works, Legal 
 

Contact person: 
Tom Hood 
 

Phone number: 
425.257.8809 
 

Email: 
thood@everettwa.gov 

Initialed by: 
RLS 
Department head  
 
Administration 
 
Council President  

Fiscal summary statement:  
The Amendment does not change the maximum compensation of $250,000 or the 
expiration date of December 31, 2026. The Amendment updates the service provider’s 
fee schedule only.  

The funding for each testing assignment (by task order) is the responsibility of the 
assigning department and the cost will be part of each capital project requesting testing 
services.  

 

Project summary statement: 

Since 2017, the Public Works Department has maintained a list of pre-qualified materials 
testing firms for on-call materials testing services for the City of Everett construction 
projects. Materials Testing & Consulting, Inc is a pre-qualified testing firm selected by 
Municipal Research Services (MRSC).  

 

Recommendation (exact action requested of Council): 

Authorize the Mayor to sign the Amendment to the Professional Services Agreements 
for 2025/2026 On-Call Materials Testing services with Materials Testing & Consulting, 
Inc. 

 

https://www.everettwa.gov/AgendaCenter/ViewFile/Item/17571?fileID=97931
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AMENDMENT NO. 1 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT 

 
This Amendment to Professional Services Agreement (“Amendment”) is effective as of 

the date of last signature below, and is between the City of Everett, a Washington municipal 
corporation (the “City”), and the Service Provider identified below (“Service Provider”). The City 
and Service Provider are parties to the Professional Services Agreement described below, as may 
have been previously amended ("Agreement"). In consideration of the covenants, terms and 
conditions set forth below, and for good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency 
of which are hereby acknowledged, the City and Service Provider agree to amend the Agreement 
as set forth below: 

Service Provider  Materials Testing & Consulting, Inc 

City Project 
Manager  

Tom Hood 

thood@everettwa.gov 

Original 
Agreement Date 
 

12/3/2024  

 
AMENDMENTS 

New Completion 
Date 

If this Amendment changes the Completion Date, enter the new 
Completion Date:  Enter new Completion Date, if any 
 
If no new date is entered, this Amendment does not change the 
Completion Date. 

New Maximum 
Compensation 
Amount  

If this Amendment changes compensation, complete the following 
table.  If the table is not completed, this Amendment does not change 
compensation. 

Maximum Compensation Amount 
Prior to this Amendment Enter amount, if applicable 

Compensation Added (or 
Subtracted) by this Amendment Enter amount, if applicable 

Maximum Compensation Amount 
After this Amendment Enter amount, if applicable 
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Changes to  
Scope of Work Click for Dropdown Menu I 

Leaving selection 
as “Click for 
Dropdown Menu” 
means no change 
to Scope of Work. 

Other Provisions 
This amendment updates the fee schedule for on-call materials testing 
performed by the Service Provider. See Exhibit A – Master Fee 
Schedule.  

Standard 
Amendment 
Provisions 

Regardless of the date(s) on which this Amendment is signed by the 
parties, and regardless of any Agreement completion date(s) that may 
have been in the Agreement prior to this Amendment, the parties 
agree that the Agreement is deemed continuously in effect since the 
Original Agreement Date.  

This Amendment may be signed in counterparts, each of which shall be 
deemed an original, and all of which, taken together, shall be deemed 
one and the same document.  AdobeSign signatures are fully binding. 
Any ink, electronic, faxed, scanned, photocopied, or similarly 
reproduced signature on this Amendment will be deemed an original 
signature and will be fully enforceable as an original signature. 

All provisions in the Agreement shall remain in effect except as 
expressly modified by this Amendment.  From and after the effective 
date of this Amendment, all references to the Agreement in the 
Agreement are deemed references to the Agreement as modified by 
this Amendment. 

 
SIGNATURES ON FOLLOWING PAGE 

  



3 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the City and Service Provider have executed this Amendment. 

 

CITY OF EVERETT 
WASHINGTON 
 
 
 
____________________________ 
Cassie Franklin, Mayor 
 
 
 
______________________________ 
Date 

MATERIALS TESTING & CONSULTING, INC 
 
 
 
 
Signature: ____________________________ 
 
Name of Signer:  Raymond McNamara 
Signer’s Email Address: Raymond.McNamara@mtc-
inc.net 
Title of Signer: President 
 

 
ATTEST 
 
 
 
______________________________ 
Office of the City Clerk 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 

 

 STANDARD DOCUMENT 
APPROVED AS TO FORM 
OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY 
JULY 14, 2023 

 



Bill Code Item Unit Rate
IPD-S Soils Field Technician Hour 96.00$         
IPD-A Asphalt Field Technician Hour 96.00$         
SAMPU Earthwork Sample Pick up Hour 96.00$         
RC Reinforced Concrete, Base Plate Grout Hour 101.00$       
PT Prestressed / Post-Tensioned Concrete Hour 101.00$       
SC Shotcrete Hour 101.00$       
SM Structural Masonry Hour 101.00$       
FP Spray Applied Fire Resisitive Materials Hour 101.00$       
PA Proprietary Anchors Hour 101.00$       
SUSPCEI Suspended Ceiling Anchorage Hour 101.00$       
EMERBULIGH 90-Minute Emergency Backup Lighting Inspection Hour 101.00$       
FAB Fabrication Shop Inspections Hour 105.00$       
SW Structural Welding Hour 105.00$       
SSB High Strength Bolting Hour 105.00$       
SWD Structural Wood Hour 105.00$       
CF Cold Form Steel Hour 105.00$       
FS Fire Stopping Hour 105.00$       
EIFS Exterior Installation & Finish System Inspection Hour 105.00$       
CWI AWS-CWI Welding Inspector Hour 112.00$       
FRP Fiber Reinforced Polymer (FRP) Hour 112.00$       
AB Anchor Bolt Pull Testing One Man Crew Hour 112.00$       

NDT ASNT Certified Non-Destructive Examination - NDT Hour 127.00$       

FF/FL Floor Flatness Hour 112.00$       

GPR Ground Penetrating Radar - GPR

PACH Pachometer / Rebar Locate In situ reinforcement location Hour 112.00$       
SCH Schmidt Hammer In situ concrete strength measurement Hour 112.00$       

Bill Code Test Description ASTM AASHTO Unit Rate
WASH % Passing # 200 Sieve C117 T11 Each 99.00$         
ACCWTH Accelerated Weathering CRD C148 Each 560.00$       

Additional Tests Not Listed
CONCDD Air Dry Density of Concrete C567 Each 70.00$         
CORESP Asphalt Core Density Minimum 3 cores D2726 T166 Each 91.00$         
EXT Asphalt Extraction with Gradation D6307 T308 Each 399.00$       
CORETH Asphalt Thickness Minimum 3 cores D3549 Each 50.00$         
ATT1 Atterberg Limits (Plasticity Index) - 1 point D4318 T89, T90 Each 105.00$       
ATT3 Atterberg Limits (Plasticity Index) - 3 points D4318 T89, T90 Each 224.00$       
CBR California Bearing Ratio 3-point D1883 T193 Each 959.00$       
CLAY Clay Lumps and Friable Particles, Fine Aggregate C142 T112 Each 119.00$       

Concrete Compression Strength Test Sawed Section C42 T24 Each 98.00$         
CONC Concrete Compression Test Cylinders - 4” x 8” C31, C39 T22, T23 Each 35.00$         
CONC Concrete Compression Test Cylinders - 6” x 12” C31, C39 T22, T23 Each 40.00$         
CBO Concrete Compression Test Cylinders - not cast by MTC C31, C39 T22, T23 Each 46.00$         
CCT Concrete Core Compressive Strength Test (includes trimming and testing) Each 57.00$         
CORETH Concrete Core Thickness C174, C1542 Each 64.00$         
BEAMS Concrete Flexural Beams C78 T97 Each 90.00$         
SHRINK Concrete Shrinkage (minimum 3 samples) C596 Each 181.00$       
DEG Durability Index / Degradation Value WSDOT T113 T210 Each 280.00$       
BOND Fireproofing Cohesion / Adhesion Tests E736 Each 49.00$         
FPD Fireproofing Density Test E605 Each 98.00$         
FLAT Flat/Elongated Particles D4791 Each 224.00$       
FRAC Fracture Percentage D5821 Each 98.00$         
GROUT Grout Compressive Strength Test C1019 Each 35.00$         
PGROUT Auger Cast Pile Grout Strength Test C109 Each 35.00$         
CUBE Grout Compressive Strength Test - 2x2 Cube C109 Each 35.00$         
HYDRO Hydrometer Analysis with Sieve Analysis D422/D7928 T88 Each 244.00$       
LA LA Abrasion C131, C535 T96 Each 420.00$       
STAFLO Marshall Stability & Flow, 3 specimens D6926, D6927 T245 Each 632.00$       
PRISM Masonry Prism Compression Test C1314 Each 175.00$       
CMUABSORB Masonry Unit Absorption, Unit Weight & Moisture Content C140 Each 105.00$       
CMU Masonry Unit Compression Test C140 Each 92.00$         
MARSH Mix Design Marshall Method, 3 trials & specimens D6926, D6927 T245 Each 2,802.00$    
PROC Moisture Density Relationship/Proctor with Sieve D698, D1557 T99, T180 Each 380.00$       
SCPROC Moisture Density Relationship/Proctor with Sieve - Cement Treated Base D698, D1558 T99, T181 Each 437.00$       
PROCNS Moisture Density Relationship/Proctor without Sieve D698, D1557 T99, T180 Each 350.00$       
MOISTURE Moisture Emission Test Kit - Installation & Retrieval Labor Not Included F1869 Each 42.00$         

Client Name - City of Everett Public Works

Exhibit A - 2026 Master Fee Schedule

SPECIAL & CONSTRUCTION INSPECTION 

LABORATORY TESTING

Notes

F-Number assessment of flatness and levelness of 
concrete slabs

Reinforcing Steel & Tendon Location, Geotechnical & 
Environmental Site Exploration, Utility Location

Ultrasonic Testing (UT), Magnetic Particle Testing (MT), 
Dye Penetrant (PT)

Prepared: 3/23/26

Rates for Services - Exp 12/31/26

Quoted Per Project

Quoted Per Project

Burlington | Olympia 
360.755.1990

www.mtc-inc.net
1 of 3



Client Name - City of Everett Public Works

Exhibit A - 2026 Master Fee Schedule

Prepared: 3/23/26

Rates for Services - Exp 12/31/26

MORTAR Mortar Compressive Strength C780 Each 35.00$         
NMC Natural Moisture Content D2216 Each 28.00$         
LOI Organic Content, Loss by Ignition D2974 Each 140.00$       
ORGIMP Organic Impurities C40 T21 Each 92.00$         
PROBE Relative Humidity Test Probe Sleeves F2170 Each 4.00$           
RICE Rice Density D2041 T209 Each 133.00$       

Sand Cone Density Test D1556 T191 Each 49.00$         
SE Sand Equivalent D2419 T176 Each 140.00$       

Scaling Resistance of Concrete C672 Per Set of 2 2,520.00$    
ST Set Times, Initial and Final C403 Each 280.00$       
SHOT Shotcrete Compression Test (1-Panel includes 4-Cores) C1604 Each 224.00$       
SHOT-ADD Shotcrete Cores - Additional C1604 Each 105.00$       
GRAD Sieve Analysis – Dry Only/Gradation C136 T27 Each 140.00$       
COMB Sieve Analysis with #200 Wash/Combined Gradation C136, C117 T88 Each 181.00$       
SCMIX Soils-Cement Mix Design
SULFATE Soundness of Aggregates by Magnesium or Sodium Sulfate - Fine/Course Aggregates C88 T104 Each 490.00$       
SGC Specific Gravity and Absorption of Coarse Aggregate C127 T85 Each 140.00$       
SGF Specific Gravity and Absorption of Fine Aggregate C128 T84 Each 175.00$       
SGS Specific Gravity of Soils D854 T100 Each 148.00$       
GRYO Superpave Test Set - Includes Volumetric Properties, Extraction / Gradation, Rice WSDOT 731 Each 876.00$       

Trial Batch - 6 Cylinders C192
Trimming Cores/Cylinders Each 22.00$         

UVC Uncompacted Void Content C1252 T304 Each 210.00$       
UNIT Unit Weight & Voids in Aggregate C29 T19 Each 105.00$       

Unit Weight and Yield C138 T121 Each 70.00$         
VSC Visual Classification D2487 Each 140.00$       
VDHCONC Voids and Density of Hardened Concrete C642 Each 148.00$       

Bill Code Item ASTM Unit Rate
Aggregate Freeze-Thaw Durability D5312 Each 2,801.00$    
Aggregate Wet-Dry Durability D5313 Each 2,801.00$    

BDSOILS Bulk Density (Wet / Dry) - Soils - Remolded D7263, EPA9100, E1109 Each 77.00$         
CONSOL Consolidation, Primary D2435 Each 700.00$       

Consolidation, Secondary D2436 Each 1,050.00$    
DIRECTSHEA Direct Shear, 3 points D3080 Each 560.00$       
POR-EM Total Porosity - Includes Bulk Density & Specific Gravity of Soils EM-1110-2-1906 Each 232.00$       

Shelby Tube Extrusion w/ Description Each 85.00$         
PH Soil pH D4972 Each 64.00$         
RESIST Soil Resistivity G187 Each 119.00$       

Turbidity SM 2130 B Each 91.00$         
Unit Weight of Soils D2937 Each 77.00$         
Youngs Modulus of Elasticity Each 168.00$       

Bill Code Item Description Unit Rate
CESCL CESCL- Field Services Site Turbidity and/or pH Monitoring Hour 106.00$       
LBC Dynamic Cone Penetrometer Team Two (2) person crew Hour 214.00$       
POINT Dynamic Cone Penetrometer Equipment - Drive Points Each 22.00$         

Engineering Geologist Hour 176.00$       
Environmental Consulting Data Analysis, Review, Report Production Hour 138.00$       
Environmental Field Services Observation/Reconnaissance, Sampling, Document Hour 119.00$       

GEO-TECH Field/Staff Geologist DCP Testing, Exploration Assistance Hour 112.00$       
IN In-Field Infiltration P.I.T., Pilot Infiltration Tests Hour 126.00$       
PI Piling Services Auger Cast Piles, Driven Piles, Pin Piles, Sheet Piles Hour 132.00$       
GP Geopier Installation Hour 132.00$       
HELICPIER Helical Pier Anchor Inspection Hour 132.00$       
SECANT WALL Secant Wall Installation Monitoring Hour 132.00$       
SOIL NAIL Soil Nail Installation Ovservation Hour 132.00$       
GEO-PE Professional Engineer Hour 215.00$       

Project/Exploration Geologist Geologic Observation, Logging of Explorations Hour 119.00$       

Seismographs - Vibration Monitoring

GC Senior Geologist/Engineer Hour 138.00$       
Vibration Monitoring Advising, Data Evaluation, Reporting Hour 138.00$       
Vibration Monitoring w/ Seismographs Setup & Data Collection Hour 132.00$       

Bill Code Item Description Unit Rate
CONSMAN1 Construction Manager / CQM
PM Project Manager Hour 100.00$       
GEO-PM Geotechnical Project Manager Hour 100.00$       

LABORATORY TESTING  - Advanced / Secondary Geotechnical Testing

Quoted Per Project

Quoted Per Project

WA State Licensed Engineer

WA State Licensed Engineering Geologist 

GEOTECHNICAL ENGINEERING & ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTING

Geotechnical Consultation, Report Production

Pile driving, construction equipment vibration, structure 
protection, etc. Daily, weekly, and monthly rates available

Quoted Per Project

PROJECT MANAGEMENT & CONSULTING SERVICES

NAVFAC Construction Quality Manager, Resident 
Meetings, Report Review

Quoted Per Project

Burlington | Olympia 
360.755.1990

www.mtc-inc.net
2 of 3



Client Name - City of Everett Public Works

Exhibit A - 2026 Master Fee Schedule

Prepared: 3/23/26

Rates for Services - Exp 12/31/26

FINAL Final Letter Final Completion Letter - Quoted Per Project

Technical Director Hour 132.00$       

Bill Code Item Description Unit Rate
Third Party Rentals and/or Services
Mileage Portal to Portal from nearest MTC location Mile 0.64$           
Core Bit Wear Charge Equipment charge Inch 4.50$           

Cost + 15%

MILEAGE & MISCELLANEOUS 

Forensic & Diagnostic Investigation, Expert Witness

$0-10,000 = $150
$10,000-50,0000 = $300
$50,000-100,000 = $500

$100,000+ = $1,000

Burlington | Olympia 
360.755.1990

www.mtc-inc.net
3 of 3
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Project title: Public Works Board Pre-Construction Loans applications for funds up to $5,000,000.  
 

Council Bill #   
 

Project: WPCF Headworks Design Phase 

Partner/Supplier: Public Works Board 

                    Location: Everett Water Pollution Control Facility (WPCF) 

Preceding action:  None 

Fund: N/A 

Agenda dates requested:  
  
 

Briefing 
Proposed action 
Consent      4/15/26 
Action  
Ordinance 
Public hearing 
 Yes  x No 
 

Budget amendment: 
 Yes  x No 

 

PowerPoint presentation: 
 Yes  x No 

 

Attachments: 
PWB Applicant Certification 
 

Department(s) involved: 
Public Works, Administration  
 

Contact person: 
Shaun Bridge 
 

Phone number: 
425-257-8823 
 

Email: 
sbridge@everettwa.gov 

Initialed by: 
RLS 
Department head  
 
Administration 
 
Council President  

Fiscal summary statement:  

The City of Everett has an opportunity to apply for Public Works Board Pre-Construction 
Loans, which offer 1.06% standard interest rates, and a reduced rate of .85% if the City 
meets certain eligibility criteria.  

If authorized and awarded, the loan would fund the majority of the design costs for the 
WPCF Headworks. 
 

Project summary statement: 

The Everett Water Pollution Control Facility (WPCF) is located on Smith Island in north 
Everett. Treating 7 billion gallons of wastewater every year, it serves the city of Everett, 
and parts of Alderwood Water and Wastewater District, Mukilteo Water and 
Wastewater District and Silver Lake Water and Sewer District. 

The headworks structure was constructed in 1983-84 and has been upgraded and 
repaired many times since. 

The headworks structure needs complete replacement due to ongoing and increasing 
internal structural degradation and process equipment deterioration. Risks of 
replacement delay include City personnel injury, catastrophic process equipment failure 
and costly short-term repairs. 

This project will replace the existing headworks structure in two phases: engineering 
assessment, and design and construction. 

Recommendation (exact action requested of Council): 

Authorize the Mayor or her designee to apply for, and if awarded, to sign all necessary 
documents and agreements for Public Works Board Pre-Construction Loans up to 
$5,000,000.  

 



 

 

Category 2: Sensitive information 

Category 2: For official use only / disclosure permissible by law. 

Attachment - Applicant Certification 
WHEREAS, City of Everett is applying to the Washington State Public Works Board for a low-interest loan for an eligible project; and 

WHEREAS, RCW 43.155.070 requires that applicants planning under RCW 36.70A.040 must have adopted comprehensive plans in 
conformance with the requirements of chapter 36.70A RCW, and must have adopted development regulations in conformance with 
requirements of chapter 36.70A RCW; and 

WHEREAS, RCW 70A.205.055 requires a comprehensive Solid Waste Management Plan to be adopted by the city or county; and 

WHEREAS, RCW 70.235.070 requires Greenhouse Gas Emission Reduction; and 

WHEREAS, RCW 43.155.070(8) requires that a project for a solid waste or recycling facility is consistent with and necessary to implement the 
comprehensive solid waste management plan adopted by the city or county under chapter 70A.205.055 RCW; and 

WHEREAS, the applicant certifies that it has a currently adopted plan for each and every one of the systems it owns and operates and that 
these plans fully conform to the specifics within this application; and 

WHEREAS, RCW 43.155.070 requires that county and city applicants must have adopted the local optional one-quarter of one percent Real 
Estate Excise Tax, as described in chapter 82.46 RCW; and 

WHEREAS, the local government must be using all local revenue sources which are reasonably available for funding public works, taking into 
consideration local employment and economic factors; and 

WHEREAS, the applicant states that their Capital Facility Plan (or similar) is consistent with the Comprehensive Land Use Plan of the jurisdiction 
in which they provide service; and 

WHEREAS, the local governing body has approved submission of this application to the Public Works Board; and 

WHEREAS, the applicant certifies that, there is currently no litigation in existence seeking to enjoin the commencement or completion of the 
above-described public facilities project or to enjoin the applicant from repaying the loan extended by the Public Works Board with respect to 
such project. The applicant is not a party to litigation which will materially affect its ability to repay such loan on the terms contained in the 
loan agreement; and 

WHEREAS, the applicant recognizes and acknowledges that the information in the application forms is the only information, which will be 
considered in the evaluation and/or rating process. Incomplete responses will result in a reduced chance of funding. In order to ensure 
fairness to all, the Public Works Board does not accept any additional written materials or permit applicants to make presentations before the 
Board; and 

WHEREAS, it is necessary that certain conditions be met as part of the application process; and 

WHEREAS, RCW 43.155.060(3) requires that the project will be advertised for competitive bids and administered according to standard local 
procedure; and 

WHEREAS, the award will not exceed the maximum amount allowed by the Public Works Board of eligible costs incurred for the project; and 

WHEREAS, any loan arising from this application constitutes a debt to be repaid, and Shaun Bridge, Finance and Support Services 
Superintendent, has reviewed and concluded it has the necessary capacity to repay such a loan; and 

WHEREAS, the information provided in this application is true and correct to the best of the government’s belief and knowledge and it is 
understood that the state may verify information, and that untruthful or misleading information may be cause for rejection of this application 
or termination of any subsequent funding agreement(s); and 

NOW THEREFORE, City of Everett certifies that it meets these requirements, and further that it intends to enter into a loan agreement with the 
Public Works Board, provided that the terms and conditions are satisfactory to both parties. 

Signed:  
Name: Cassie Franklin 

Title: Mayor 

Date:  

 



                                                                                                                                                                                
 

   City Council Agenda Item Cover Sheet 

 

 
    
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

  

 

Project title:  
Authorize a Call for Bids for the – WPCF Chlorine Contact Channel and Lift Station #1 Valve 
Replacement  

Council Bill #  
 

Consideration: Call for Bids 

Project: WPCF Chlorine Contact Channel and Lift Station #1 Valve 
Replacement 

Partner/Supplier: N/A 

                    Location: 4027 4th Street SE and 3520 Pigeon Creek Rd. 

Preceding action:  N/A 

Fund: Fund 401 – Water & Sewer Utility Fund 

Agenda dates requested:  
  
 

Briefing 
Proposed action 
Consent         4/15/26 
Action  
Ordinance  
Public hearing 
 Yes  X  No  
 

Budget amendment: 
 Yes  X No 

 

PowerPoint presentation: 
 Yes  X No 

 

Attachments: 
  
 

Department(s) involved: 
 Public Works 
 

Contact person: 
 Jeff Marrs 
 

Phone number: 
 425-257-8967 
 

Email: 
 jmarrs@everettwa.gov 
 

Initialed by: 
 RLS 
Department head  
 
Administration 
 
Council President  

Fiscal summary statement:  The funding source for this project will be $646,000 from 
Fund 401 – Water & Sewer utility. 

 
Project summary statement: Public Works seeks authorization to call for bids for the 
WPCF Chlorine Contact Channel and Lift Station #1 Valve Replacement Project. 

The inlet valve to the chlorine contact channel at the WPCF, needs to be replaced as the 
existing one is failing and prevents safe maintenance and operations procedures. The lift 
station #1 isolation valve has failed and needs to be replaced to allow safe and proper 
maintenance and operation of the lift station. The full repair project is anticipated to be 
completed by November 2026. The cost is estimated at $646,000 

Recommendation (exact action requested of Council):  Authorize call for bids for the 
WPCF Chlorine Contact Channel and Lift Station #1 Valve Replacement Project. 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

                                                                                                                                                                                

  

  

    

 

 
    
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

  

 

Project title: Adopt an Ordinance Establishing Procedures for Naming and Renaming of City Properties, 
Adding a New Chapter 2.138 to the Everett Municipal Code 

Council Bill #  
CB 2603-20 

Project: Naming of City Properties Ordinance 

Partner/Supplier: N/A 

                    Location: N/A  

Preceding action: Resolutions 6537, 5865 

Fund: N/A 

Agenda dates requested:  
 
 

Briefing                     4/08/26 
Proposed action     4/15/26 
Consent                  
Action                       4/29/26 
Ordinance X 
Public hearing 
 Yes      X No 
 

Budget amendment: 
 Yes  X No 

 

PowerPoint presentation: 
 Yes  X No 

 

Attachments: 
Ordinance 
 

Department(s) involved: 
Parks & Facilities  
Legal 
Planning 
Administration 
 

Contact person: 
Kimberly Moore 
 

Phone number: 
425-257-8305 
 

Email: 
kmoore@everettwa.gov 
 

Initialed by: 
KBM 
Department head  
 
Administration 
 
Council President  

Fiscal summary statement:  
N/A 

Project summary statement: 

Everett has a long history of public involvement, including residents who have 
unselfishly contributed their time, talents, energy and resources to make Everett a 
better place to live, work, visit, and enjoy. The City has a tradition of naming public 
facilities for residents who have made outstanding contributions to the community.  

The City desires to establish a predictable process for establishing or changing the name 
of City properties. In the past, procedures for naming and renaming City properties have 
been contained in City Council resolutions, the most recent of which is Resolution 6537 
adopted by the City Council on September 5, 2012.  The purpose of this Ordinance is to 
add a new chapter, 2.138 EMC, that will supersede and replace past City Council 
resolutions.  

 

Recommendation (exact action requested of Council): 
Adopt an Ordinance establishing Procedures for Naming and Renaming of City 
properties, adding a new chapter 2.138 to the Everett Municipal Code. 
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ORDINANCE NO. ____________ 
 

An ORDINANCE establishing procedures for naming and renaming of City properties, adding a new 
chapter 2.138 to the Everett Municipal Code. 

WHEREAS,  

A. Everett has a long history of citizen involvement, including citizens who have unselfishly 
contributed their time, talents, energy and resources to make Everett a better place to live, 
work, visit, and enjoy.  

B. The City has a tradition of naming public facilities for citizens who have made outstanding 
contributions to the community.  

C. The City desires to establish a predictable process for establishing or changing the name of City 
properties.  

D. In the past, procedures for naming and renaming City properties have been contained in City 
Council resolutions, the most recent of which is Resolution 6537 adopted by the City Council on 
September 5, 2012.  The purpose of this Ordinance is to add a new chapter 2.138 EMC that will 
supersede and replace past City Council resolutions.  

 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY OF EVERETT DOES ORDAIN: 

Section 1.  A new chapter 2.138 is hereby added to the EMC as set forth in Exhibit A to this Ordinance.  
This new chapter supersedes and replaces City Council Resolutions 6537 and 5865. 

Section 2.  The City Clerk and the codifiers of this Ordinance are authorized to make necessary 
corrections to this Ordinance, including, but not limited to, the correction of scrivener’s/clerical errors, 
references, ordinance numbering, section/subsection numbers, and any internal references. 

Section 3.  The City Council hereby declares that should any section, paragraph, sentence, clause or 
phrase of this ordinance be declared invalid for any reason, it is the intent of the City Council that it 
would have passed all portions of this ordinance independent of the elimination of any such portion as 
may be declared invalid. 

Section 4.  The enactment of this Ordinance shall not affect any case, proceeding, appeal, or other 
matter currently pending in any court or in any way modify any right or liability, civil or criminal, which 
may be in existence on the effective date of this Ordinance. 

Section 5.  It is expressly the purpose of this Ordinance to provide for and promote the health, safety, 
and welfare of the general public and not to create or otherwise establish or designate any particular 
class or group of persons who will or should be especially protected or benefited by the terms of this 
Ordinance.  Nothing contained in this Ordinance is intended nor shall be construed to create or form the 
basis of any liability on the part of the City, or its officers, employees, or agents, for any injury or damage 
resulting from any action or inaction on the part of the City related in any manner to the enforcement of 
this Ordinance by its officers, employees, or agents.  
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Cassie Franklin, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
      
Marista Jorve, City Clerk 
 
PASSED:      

VALID:       

PUBLISHED:      

EFFECTIVE DATE: ___________________ 
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EXHIBIT A 

Chapter 2.138 EMC 

Naming and Renaming of City Properties  

 

EMC 2.138.010 Purpose of Chapter 

This chapter governs the naming and renaming of City properties.  This chapter is also intended for use in 
reviewing or preparing City official comments or recommendations to State, Federal, or 
intergovernmental boards taking action regarding geographic names, naming, or renaming. 

EMC 2.138.020 Scope of Chapter 

1. This chapter only governs naming and renaming of property owned or held by the City.  Subject 
to subsections 2 and 3 below, these City properties include without limitation: 

a. Buildings and structures, such as buildings, facilities, public places, docks and bridges;   

b. Land, such as open spaces, parks, natural features, trails and paths; and  

c. Rights of Way, such as streets.   

2. The chapter does not govern historically registered properties named on a nomination form and 
accepted for use on a historic register, including property on the City of Everett, Washington State, or 
National Registers of Historic Places.   

3. This chapter does not govern naming of new streets.  Names of new streets are in accordance 
with chapter 13.44 EMC.  Chapter 2.138 EMC only applies for changing the names of existing streets. 

EMC 2.138.030 Procedure 

1. Initiation of Proposal.  The Mayor, any City Council member, any City official, any interested group 
or any other person may initiate a proposal to name or rename any City property subject to this chapter.   

2. Contents of Proposal.  The proposal must be in writing and delivered to the Mayor’s Office.  The 
proposal must include sufficient information for review of the proposal.   This may include:  

a. Map(s) illustrating the area affected by the proposal;  

b. Any existing place, street or facility names that would be affected by the proposal;  

c. Any common usage names or nicknames for the area subject to the proposal or its elements, 
including topographical landmarks;  

d. Representative photographs of the area subject to the proposal;  

e. An overview of any public engagement or support received for the proposal, including media 
coverage and meetings;  

f. A detailed narrative explaining how the proposal meets the criteria contained in EMC 
2.138.040; 

g. A summary of any public outreach conducted to date, including to neighborhood associations, 
business, affinity, city advisory groups, or community groups.  This may include any 
statements of support or endorsement received.  Proposers are encouraged to seek public 
support prior to submitting a request for name changes;  
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h. A description of any plans for interpretive measures to be taken by the proposer if the 
proposal is implemented, such as signs, interpretive panels, or markers; and   

i. Any other information as requested by the City. 

3. Abbreviated Review Procedure for Small Properties.   

a. Scope of Abbreviated Review Procedure.  This subsection 3 provides an abbreviated review 
procedure for small buildings in lieu of the standard procedure in subsection 4 of this section. 
This abbreviated review procedure only applies to small properties, which means facilities or 
buildings 2,000 square feet or smaller; rooms inside of buildings or facilities; small structures 
such as a stage, art installation, or park amenity; or public places or natural features 5,000 
square feet or smaller.   

b. Procedure.  After receipt of a complete proposal for a small property, the Mayor’s Office will 
review the proposal for consistency with this chapter and then provide the proposal to City 
Council with a recommendation.  The City Council may then take one of the following actions 
on the proposal: 

i. Deny the proposal; 

ii. Approve the proposal and adopt the proposed name by resolution; 

iii. Require proposal be processed in accordance with the standard review procedure in 
subsection 4 of this section; or 

iv. Any other action as determined by the City Council. 

4. Standard Review Procedure.   

a. Review and Comment.  Upon receipt of a complete proposal, the Mayor’s Office will provide 
a copy of the proposal to the City Council.  The Mayor’s Office will also provide the proposal 
to appropriate advisory bodies or other bodies for review and comment, such as the 
Planning Commission, the Historical Commission, the Parks Commission, the Transportation 
Advisory Committee, and the Cultural Arts Commission.  The Mayor’s Office will provide to 
the City Council any comments or recommendations received from any of those bodies 
regarding the proposal.   

b. Mayor’s Recommendation.  The Mayor will also provide to the City Council the Mayor’s 
recommendation on the proposal. 

c. Public Hearing.  After receipt of comments, recommendation(s) from advisory bodies, and 
the Mayor’s recommendation, the City Council will hold a public hearing regarding the 
proposal prior to final action.  

d. Council Action.  The City Council may take one of the following actions on the proposal: 

i. Deny the proposal; 

ii. Approve the proposal and adopt the proposed name by resolution; or 

iii. Any other action as determined by the City Council. 

5. Implementation.  The Mayor’s Office will notify proposers of the City Council action.  The Mayor 
will implement proposals as approved by City Council resolution.  

 
 



 
 

3 
 

 

. 

  
EMC 2.138.040 Criteria and Eligibility 

The naming or renaming of City properties must be approached cautiously with forethought and 
deliberation.  For that purpose, criteria are established in this section.  The City Council, Mayor, Planning 
Commission, Historical Commission, Parks Commission, Cultural Arts Commission, and Transportation 
Advisory Committee will consider these criteria as guidance in making a recommendation or decision.  

1. In the development or purchase of a City building or facility, the address designation shall be used 
until the formal naming of the public facility.  Whenever possible, naming shall be done prior to 
completion of construction or purchase of the facility.  

2. Attention should be paid to maintaining sequential, numerical, alphabetical, and historical naming 
patterns when considering any street name changes.  

3. Street names, plats, specific sites and places and natural features indicated on general usage maps 
for fifty years or more should only be changed under exceptional circumstances.  

4. Renaming City property that has already been named for a person should not be considered 
unless it is found that continued use of that person’s name would not be in the best interest of the 
community.  

5. This chapter does not preclude a specific City property from being included in a larger grouping 
of properties or a district that has a different name.  

6. Portions of a City property may have a different name than that of the entire property.  For 
example, the "Mark Nesse Reading Room” at the Everett Public Library. 

7. Historical names placed on designated landmarks (such as the "Culmback" building) listed on the 
Everett Register of Historical Places, the Washington State Register of Historic Places or the National 
Register of Historic Places should not be changed unless a more historically significant name is warranted.  
Changes to facilities listed on historic registers must also comply with relevant state and federal 
regulations and processes.  

8. Names must avoid duplication, confusing similarity or inappropriateness.  

9. A name may reflect the geographical location, historical or cultural significance, or natural or 
geological features.   

10. The name of a living or deceased person, civic organization or commercial entity, may be used if 
there is (A) a specific connection to the property and (B) the person or entity has enhanced the quality of 
life within the City.   Enhancement of the quality of life within the City shall be determined by one or more 
of the following:  

a. Involvement in a leadership role in civic organizations which are devoted to community 
improvement.  

b. Assistance to the underprivileged, economically disadvantaged, physically and/or 
developmentally disabled.  

c. Active promotion and direction of community events or activities which have clearly added 
to the enrichment of the quality of cultural life within the City.  

d. Active promotion and implementation of youth programs and activities within the City.  

e. Active promotion and implementation of senior citizen programs and activities within the 
City.  
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f. Active leadership role in developing and implementing programs directed to the 
improvement of the visual aesthetic appearance of the City at the commercial, public or 
residential level.  

g. Active leadership role in developing programs and/or facilities for collecting, promoting and 
retaining aspects of the natural or historical heritage of the City.  

h. Active leadership role in developing programs and facilities directed toward the improvement 
of City social and health needs as well as programs directed toward humanitarian purposes.  

i. Active leadership role in developing programs or public facilities directed toward the physical 
improvement or economic well-being of the City.  

j. Significant financial contributor to the City related to any of the above. 

k. Any other factor determined relevant by the City Council. 

EMC 2.138.050 Reservation of City Council Authority 

After a public hearing and consideration of the criteria in EMC 2.138.040, the City Council may determine 
to name or rename a City property contrary to the provisions of this chapter if it determines there is 
sufficient reason to take such action.  The City Council will take such an action by resolution.   
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ORDINANCE NO. ________ 

 

An ORDINANCE Adopting Periodic Update to the City of Everett’s Critical Area Regulations, 
AMENDING EMC Chapters 19.04 and 19.37. 

WHEREAS, 

A. The City of Everett is updating its critical area regulations under Chapter 36.70A of the Revised 
Code of Washington and Chapter 365-190 of the Washington Administrative Code; and 

B. The amendments contained in this resolution maintain consistency with the Growth Management 
Act and are consistent with its planning goals; and 

C. The amendments contained in this resolution are consistent with and supportive of goals, policies, 
and implementation strategies in the Everett Comprehensive Plan, including: 

1. Policy UF-41 Protect and connect the area’s network of habitat areas and wildlife 
corridors, streams, parks, and tree canopy. 

2. Policy UF-46 Designate, classify, and regulate protection of the following types of critical 
areas, consistent with state law and state agency rules: fish and wildlife habitat 
conservation areas, wetlands, frequently flooded areas, and geologically hazardous areas. 

3. Policy UF-47 Incorporate Everett’s environmental assets as important resources and 
components of the City’s infrastructure systems. Utilize the multiple benefits of the City’s 
ecosystem services, including economic impacts, pollutant reduction potential, carbon 
sequestration and the reduction of stormwater runoff. 

4. Policy UF-48 Ensure that the city achieves no-net-loss of ecological functions over time 
and strive for net ecological gain. 

5. Policy UF-49 Preserve, enhance, and connect a network of habitat areas and corridors, 
creeks, shorelines, parks, and tree canopies. Where possible, provide for public access in 
critical areas and their buffers when these activities provide valuable educational or 
recreational opportunity and can be designed in a manner that results in no net loss of 
functions and values. 

6. Policy UF-50 Use the best available science for managing critical areas and natural 
resources and allow for updates to code as new information becomes available. 



ORDINANCE  Page 2 of 15 

D. The Planning Commission reviewed the amendments contained in this resolution, including 
holding briefings on September 16, 2025, October 7, 2025, November 4, 2025, November 18, 
2025, January 6, 2026, and February 17, 2026, and public hearings on November 18, 2025, and 
February 17, 2026; and 

E. The Planning Commission considered the factors in EMC 15.03.300(C) in reviewing the proposed 
development regulation text amendments in this ordinance; and 

F. The Planning Commission recommends, via Planning Commission Resolution 25-03, approval of 
the amendments contained in this ordinance, finding that the proposed amendments are 
consistent with the Everett comprehensive plan, bear a substantial relation to public health, 
safety and welfare, and promote the best long-term interests of the Everett community. 

G. After the Planning Commission completed its work, city staff amended the proposal, at EMC 
19.37.530, to reduce the maximum invasive species coverage in a vegetated buffer from 20% to 
10%; and 

H. The city’s responsible official issued a Determination of Non-Significance under the State 
Environmental Policy Act on March 23, 2026; and 

I. Notice of the proposed development regulation amendments was sent to the Washington State 
Department of Commerce on November 3, 2025, and a letter of receipt was provided the next 
day; and 

J. Notice of updates to the proposal was sent to the Washington State Department of Commerce 
on March 20, 2026, and a letter of receipt was provided the same day; and 

K. The amended development regulations contained in this ordinance maintain consistency with the 
GMA and are consistent with the GMA planning goals; and 

L. The amended development regulations contained in this ordinance are consistent with and 
supportive of the Everett Comprehensive Plan; and 

M. The development regulations amendments contained in this ordinance were prepared following 
the procedural requirements in RCW 36.70A and WAC 365-196; and 

N. The development regulations amendments contained in this ordinance were prepared following 
the procedural requirements in EMC 15.02.095; and 

O. The City Council considered the factors in EMC 15.03.300 in reviewing the proposed development 
regulations amendment in this ordinance and based approval, in part, on the following findings: 

1. The proposed development regulation amendments are consistent with the Everett 
comprehensive plan; 

2. The proposed development regulation amendments bear a substantial relation to public 
health, safety or welfare; 
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3. The proposed development regulation amendments promote the best long-term 
interests of the Everett community 

P. On _________, the Everett City Council held a public hearing, after proper notice, and considered 
public comment and the entire record related to the amendments contained in this ordinance. 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY OF EVERETT DOES ORDAIN: 

Section 1.  EMC 19.04.110 is hereby amended as follows, with strikeout text deleted and underlined text 
added. 

19.04.110, CRITICAL AREAS DEFINITIONS 

This section defines specific terms to be applied where used in Chapter 19.37 EMC. 

“Agricultural activities, existing and ongoing” means those activities conducted on lands defined 
in RCW 84-34-020(2), and those activities involved in the production of crops and livestock, 
including but not limited to operation, maintenance and conservation measures of farm and 
stock ponds or drainage ditches, irrigation systems, changes between agricultural activities, and 
normal operation, maintenance or repair of existing serviceable structures, facilities or 
improved areas. Activities that bring an area into agricultural use are not part of an ongoing 
activity. An operation ceases to be ongoing when the area in which it was conducted is 
proposed for conversion to a nonagricultural use or has lain idle for a period of longer than five 
years, unless the idle land is registered in a federal or state soils conservation program. 

“Alteration” means any human-induced action which impacts the existing condition of a critical 
area. Alterations include but are not limited to grading; filling; dredging; draining; channelizing; 
cutting, pruning, limbing or topping, clearing, relocating or removing vegetation; applying 
herbicides or pesticides or any hazardous or toxic substance; discharging pollutants; grazing 
domestic animals; paving, construction, application of gravel; modifying for surface water 
management purposes; compaction; excavation or any other human activity that impacts the 
existing vegetation, hydrology, wildlife or wildlife habitat of the critical area or its buffer. 
Alteration does not include walking, passive recreation, fishing or other similar activities. 

“Best available science” means current scientific information used in the process to designate, 
protect, or restore critical areas, that is derived from a valid scientific process as defined by WAC 
365-195-900 through 365-195-925. 

“Best Management Practices (BMPs)” are conservation practices or systems of practices and 
management measures that: 

a) Control soil loss and reduce water quality degradation caused by high 
concentrations of nutrients, animal waste, toxics, or sediment; 

b) Minimize adverse impacts to surface water and ground water flow and circulation 
patterns and to the chemical, physical, and biological characteristics of wetlands; 

c) Protect trees, vegetation, and soils designated to be retained during and following 
site construction and use native plant species appropriate to the site for re-
vegetation of disturbed areas; and 

d) Provide standards for proper use of chemical herbicides within critical areas. 
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“Biological assessment” is an evaluation of the potential effects of a proposed action on listed 
and proposed species and designated and proposed critical habitat and determination whether 
any such species or habitat is likely to be adversely affected by the action. 

“Biologist” means a person who has earned a degree in biological sciences from a college or 
university, with practical experience that includes at least two years’ expertise in matters 
involving wetlands biology or stream ecology in the Pacific Northwest. 

“Bog”  See Wetlands with special characteristics 

“Buffer” or “Buffer area” means   those areas, typically vegetated, adjacent to wetlands or other 
aquatic resources that can reduce impacts from adjacent land uses through various physical, 
chemical, and/or biological processes. 

“Buffer management” means an activity proposed by a public agency, public utility, or private 
entity, and approved by the planning director, within a buffer required by this title, that is 
proposed to: 

A.  Reduce or eliminate a verified public safety hazard; 

B.  Maintain or enhance wildlife habitat diversity; or 

C.  Maintain or enhance the fishery or other functions of stream, wetland, or terrestrial 
ecosystems. 

“Carbon sequestration” means the process of capturing and storing atmospheric carbon dioxide 
through biologic, chemical, geologic, or physical processes. 

“Compensatory mitigation” means the restoration (re-establishment or rehabilitation), 
establishment(creation), enhancement and/or in certain circumstances preservation of 
wetlands, streams, or critical areas for the purposes of offsetting unavoidable adverse impacts 
that remain after all appropriate and practicable avoidance and minimization has been 
achieved. 

“Compensatory mitigation, in-kind” means the replacement of wetlands with substitute 
wetlands whose characteristics closely approximate those destroyed or degraded by a regulated 
activity. 

“Compensatory mitigation, off-site” means the replacement of wetlands away from thesite on 
which a critical area has been impacted. 

“Compensatory mitigation, on-site” means the replacement of wetlands on or adjacent to the 
site on which a critical area has been impacted by a regulated activity. 

“Compensatory mitigation, out-of-kind” means the replacement of wetlands with substitute 
wetlands whose characteristics do not closely approximate those destroyed or degraded by a 
regulated activity. 
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“Cowardin classification” means the classification system for wetlands developed in 1979 by the 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and updated in 2013 that classifies wetlands based on water flow, 
substrate types, vegetation types, and dominant plant species. 

“Creation” in the context of wetland mitigation means the manipulation of the physical, 
chemical, or biological characteristics present to develop a wetland that did not previously exist 
at an upland site. Creation results in a gain in wetland area and functions. A typical action is the 
excavation of upland soils to elevations that will produce a wetland hydroperiod and hydric 
soils, and support the growth of hydrophytic plant species. 

“Credit-Debit Method” means a tool to provide applicants and regulators a way to determine 
whether actions taken to mitigate an impact to wetlands will adequately replace the functions 
and values lost. It is based on the Washington State Wetland Rating System. 

“Critical area” means geologically hazardous areas, wetlands, lakes, ponds, streams, frequently 
flooded (flood hazard) areas, fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas, and critical aquifer 
recharge areas, as defined in Chapter 36.70A RCW and this  title. 

“Critical area protective covenant” means a covenant granted for the protection of a critical 
area and its buffer through the maintenance of the natural environment. The covenant prohibits 
alteration of the area unless approved by the city consistent with this Title and must be duly 
recorded on appropriate documents of title and filed with the Snohomish County auditor. 

“Critical area tract” means a legally created, nonbuilding lot containing a critical area which is 
subject to a critical area protective covenant and which shall be duly recorded on the 
appropriate documents of title and filed with the Snohomish County auditor. 

“Critical aquifer recharge areas” means those areas with a critical recharging effect on aquifers 
used for potable water, including areas where an aquifer that is a source of drinking water is 
vulnerable to contamination that would affect the potability of the water, or is susceptible to 
reduced recharge. 

“Critical habitat” means the term defined and used in the Endangered Species Act. It is specific 
geographic areas that contain features essential to the conservation of an endangered or 
threatened species and may require special management and protection. Critical habitat may 
also include areas that are not currently occupied by the species but are needed for its recovery. 

“Culvert” means a  water crossing structure that spans through a water course. 

“Cumulative impacts” means the combined, incremental effects of human activity on critical 
area functions and values. Cumulative impacts result when the effects of an action are added to 
or interact with the effects of other actions in a particular place and within a particular time. It is 
the combination of these effects, and any resulting environmental degradation that should be 
the focus of cumulative impact analysis and changes to policies and permitting decisions. 

“Development” means a land use consisting of the construction or exterior alteration of 
structures; grading, dredging, drilling, or dumping; filling; removal of sand, gravel, or minerals; 
bulkheading; driving of pilings; or any project of a temporary or permanent nature that modifies 



ORDINANCE  Page 6 of 15 

structures, land, wetlands, buffers, or shorelines and that does not fall within the allowable 
exemptions or exceptions contained in the City of Everett Municipal Code.. 

"Ecosystem functions" are the products, physical and biological conditions, and environmental 
qualities of an ecosystem that result from interactions among ecosystem processes and 
ecosystem structures. Ecosystem functions include, but are not limited to, sequestered carbon, 
attenuated peak streamflows, aquifer water level, reduced pollutant concentrations in surface 
and ground waters, cool summer in-stream water temperatures, and fish and wildlife habitats. 

"Ecosystem values" are the cultural, social, economic, and ecological benefits attributed to 
ecosystem functions. 

“Emergencies” mean those activities necessary to prevent an immediate threat to public health, 
safety, or welfare, or that pose an immediate risk of damage to private property and that 
require remedial or preventive action in a timeframe too short to allow for compliance with the 
requirements of the critical areas regulations. 

“Enhancement” means the manipulation of the physical, chemical, or biological characteristics 
of a wetland, stream, or buffer to heighten, intensify, or improve specific functions. 
Enhancement results in the gain of selected functions but may also lead to a decline in other 
functions. Enhancement does not result in a gain in wetland or buffer. 

“Erosion hazard areas” means those areas of the city with slopes of twenty-five percent and 
greater in Qva and Qal geologic units; exposed slopes of greater than twenty-five percent in 
other geologic units; and drainage areas which receive stormwater discharge. Erosion hazard 
areas include areas likely to become unstable, such as bluffs, steep slopes, and areas with 
unconsolidated soils. 

“Establishment” See Creation 

"Fish habitat" or "habitat that supports fish life" means habitat, which is used by fish life at any 
life stage at any time of the year including potential habitat likely to be used by fish life, which 
could reasonably be recovered by restoration or management and includes off-channel habitat.  

“Fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas” means an area of habitat that is necessary and 
suitable for maintaining individual species, species diversity, or biological diversity. Fish and 
wildlife habitat conservation areas include: 

 

A. Areas where endangered, threatened, and sensitive species have a primary 
association; 

B. Habitats and species of local importance, as determined locally; 

C. Commercial and recreational shellfish areas; 

D. Kelp and eelgrass beds; herring, smelt, and other forage fish spawning areas; 



ORDINANCE  Page 7 of 15 

E. Naturally occurring ponds under 20 acres and their submerged aquatic beds that 
provide fish or wildlife habitat; 

F. Waters of the state, as defined in RCW 90.48.020; 

G. Lakes, ponds, streams, and rivers planted with game fish by a governmental or tribal 
entity; and 

H. State natural area preserves, natural resource conservation areas, and state wildlife 
areas 

I. Significant biological areas listed by the city 

Fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas do not include irrigation delivery systems, irrigation 
infrastructure, irrigation canals or drainage ditches within the boundaries or maintained by a 
port or irrigation district or company. 

“Frequently flooded areas” means those lands in the floodplain which have at least a one 
percent or greater chance of flooding in any given year, or are within areas that flood due to 
high groundwater. These areas can include: streams, rivers, lakes, coastal areas, wetlands, and 
areas where high groundwater forms ponds on the ground surface. “Functions and values”. See 
“Ecosystem Functions” and “Ecosystem Values” “Geologically hazardous areas” means areas 
susceptible to erosion, landslide, seismically induced soil failure, or other geological events as 
defined in Chapter 36.70A RCW and this chapter that are not suited to the siting of commercial, 
residential, or industrial development consistent with public health or safety concerns.  

“Geologist” means a person who is licensed in the state of Washington under the provisions of 
Chapter 18.220 RCW and Chapter 308-15 WAC, and who has at least one year of practical 
experience in the Pacific Northwest. 

“Habitat assessment” means a written report based on a site investigation process to evaluate 
the potential presence or absence of a regulated fish or wildlife species or habitat potentially 
affected by a development proposal, and containing an assessment of the potential impacts of 
the proposal on any regulated species or habitat subject to these regulations. 

“Habitat management plan” means an activity proposed by a public agency or private entity, 
and approved by the planning director, within an area which may impact a fish and wildlife 
habitat conservation area to preserve, protect or enhance the fish and wildlife habitat 
conservation area. 

“Habitats and species of local importance” means those significant biological areas identified by 
the City; and priority habitats and species identified by the Washington State Department of 
Fish and Wildlife; and high quality ecological communities and systems and rare plants listed by 
the Washington State Department of Natural Resources. 

“Hazard tree” means any tree that poses a threat to public safety, or poses an imminent risk of 
damage to private property. “Hazard tree” includes any tree that, under normal environmental 
conditions or in windstorms common to the Pacific Northwest, is likely to cause damage to a 
structure with frequent human use, including residential structures, a place of employment or 

https://everett.municipal.codes/WA/RCW/36.70A
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public assembly, and other similar places, or damage to an approved public road or utility 
facility. 

“Hydric soil” means a soil that is saturated, flooded or ponded long enough during the growing 
season to develop anaerobic conditions in the upper part. The presence of hydric soil shall be 
determined following the methods described in the Federal Manual for Identifying and 
Delineating Jurisdictional Wetlands. 

“In-lieu fee (ILF) program” means an agreement between a regulatory agency (state, federal, or 
local) and a single sponsor, generally a public natural resource agency or non-profit 
organization. Under an in-lieu-fee agreement, the sponsor collects funds from individuals and/or 
entities required to conduct compensatory mitigation under a wetland regulatory program. The 
sponsor uses the funds pooled from multiple permittees to create one or more mitigation sites 
under the authority of the agreement to satisfy the permittees’ required mitigation. 

“Lake” means a natural or artificially created permanent body of water with an average depth of 
six feet or greater and an area larger than twenty acres, as measured at the ordinary high water 
mark. 

“Landslide” means episodic downslope movement of a mass of soil or rock that includes but is 
not limited to rock falls, slumps, mudflows, earth flows, and avalanches. 

“Landslide hazard areas” means those areas of the city subject to a risk of landslide based on a 
combination of geologic, topographic, and hydrologic factors. They include any areas susceptible 
to landslide because of any combination of bedrock, soil, slope (gradient), slope aspect, 
structure, hydrology, or other factors. 

“Low impact development (LID)” means a  stormwater and land-use management strategy that 
tries to mimic natural hydrologic conditions by emphasizing the following techniques: 
conservation, use of on-site natural features, site planning, and distributed stormwater best 
management practices (BMPs) integrated into a project design. 

“Mitigation sequence” means a prescribed order of steps taken to reduce the impacts of 
activities on wetlands, fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas, and buffers. As defined in 
WAC 197-11-768, mitigation means:  

A.  Avoiding the impact altogether by not taking a certain action or parts of an action; 

B.  Minimizing impacts by limiting the degree or magnitude of the action and its 
implementation, by using appropriate technology, or by taking affirmative steps to avoid 
or reduce impacts; 

C.  Rectifying the impact by repairing, rehabilitating or restoring the affected 
environment; 

D.  Reducing or eliminating the impact over time by preservation or maintenance 
operations during the life of the  action; 



ORDINANCE  Page 9 of 15 

E.  Compensating for the impact by replacing, enhancing, or providing substitute  
resources or environments; and/or; 

F.  Monitoring the  impact and taking remedial action when necessary. 

“Monitoring” means the collection and analysis of data by various methods for the purposes of 
understanding and documenting changes in natural systems and features, and including 
gathering baseline data, evaluating the impacts of development proposals on the biological, 
hydrologic and geologic elements of such systems, and assessing the performance of required 
mitigation measures. 

“Native vegetation” means vegetation on a site or plant species which are indigenous to the 
area in question; or if the site has been cleared, species of a size and type that were on the site 
on the effective date of this title or reasonably could have been expected to have been found on 
the site at the time it was cleared. 

“Non-federally regulated wetland” means a wetland that is not jurisdictional under the federal 
Clean Water Act. Sometimes referred to as “isolated wetlands,” these wetlands remain 
regulated under state and local laws and rules, whether or not they are protected by federal 
law. 

“Normal rainfall” means that rainfall that is at or above the mean of the accumulated rainfall 
record, based upon the water year, for the city as recorded at the Seattle Tacoma International 
Airport, or other local rainfall recording station recognized by the city. 

“Ordinary high water mark” means the mark that will be found by examining the channel bed 
and banks of a stream, lake or pond and ascertaining where the presence and action of waters 
are so common and usual, and so long maintained in all years of normal rainfall, as to mark upon 
the soil a character distinct from that of the abutting upland in respect to vegetation. In any area 
where the ordinary high water mark cannot be found, the ordinary high water mark adjoining 
salt water shall be the line of mean higher high tide and the ordinary high water mark adjoining 
fresh water shall be the line of mean high water. In braided channels and alluvial fans, the 
ordinary high water mark or substitute shall be measured so as to include the entire stream 
feature. 

“Plant associations of infrequent occurrence” means one or more plant species on a landform 
type which, because of the rarity of the habitat or the species involved or both, or for other 
botanical or environmental reasons, do not occur frequently in Everett or Snohomish County. 

“Pond” means an area permanently inundated by water in excess of six feet deep and less than 
twenty acres and larger than two thousand five hundred square feet in area as measured at the 
ordinary high water mark. 

“Preservation” means the removal of a threat to, or preventing the decline of, wetland 
conditions by an action in or near a wetland. This term includes activities commonly associated 
with the protection and maintenance of wetlands through the implementation of appropriate 
legal and physical mechanisms (such as recording conservation easements and providing 
structural protection like fences and signs). Preservation does not result in a gain of wetland 
area and functions (but may result in a gain in functions over the long term). 
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“Priority area” means known limiting habitats (e.g., breeding areas) or areas that support a 
relatively high number of individuals (e.g., regular concentrations) identified in WDFW’s Priority 
Habitats and Species List. 

“Priority habitats” mean, as defined by WDFW, habitat types or elements with unique or 
significant value to a diverse assemblage of species. A priority habitat may consist of a unique 
vegetation type (e.g., shrub-steppe) or dominant plant species (e.g., juniper savannah), a 
described successional stage (e.g., old-growth forest), or a specific habitat feature (e.g., cliffs). 

“Priority species” mean, as defined by WDFW, State Endangered, Threatened, Sensitive, and 
Candidate species; animal aggregations (e.g., heron colonies, bat colonies) considered 
vulnerable; and species of recreational, commercial, or tribal importance that are vulnerable.   

“Project area” means all areas proposed to be disturbed, altered, or used by the proposed 
activity or the construction of any proposed structures. When the action binds the land, such as 
a subdivision, short subdivision, binding site plan, planned unit development, or rezone, the 
project area shall include the entire parcel, at a minimum. 

“Protected area” means those lands that lie within the outermost boundary of the total area 
comprised by the floodway, the riparian habitat zone (as defined by FEMA’s 2013 Model 
Ordinance for Puget Sound) and the channel migration zone. 

“Qualified professional” means a certified professional scientist, a noncertified professional 
scientist with a minimum of five years of experience, or a professional who demonstrates 
sufficient expertise to the satisfaction of the planning director. a person with experience and 
training in the applicable field who possesses a Bachelor of Science or Bachelor of Arts or 
equivalent degree in biology, engineering, fisheries, ecology, resource management, or related 
field, and who has at least two additional years of full-time, related work experience, A qualified 
professional for wetland delineations will also have completed additional wetland-specific 
training programs and/or have professional certificates or certifications. A qualified professional 
for geologic assessments or reports means an engineer or geologist licensed in the state of 
Washington, including: a licensed geologist, a licensed engineering geologist, or a licensed 
professional engineer with a certification in geotechnical engineering or at minimum of five 
years of experience evaluating geologically hazardous areas. 

“Re-establishment” means the manipulation of the physical, chemical, or biological 
characteristics of a site with the goal of returning natural/historic functions and environmental 
processes to a former wetland. Re-establishment results in rebuilding a former wetland and 
results in a gain in wetland area and functions. 

“Rehabilitation” means the manipulation of the physical, chemical, or biological characteristics 
of a site with the goal of repairing natural/historic functions and environmental processes to a 
degraded wetland. Rehabilitation results in a gain in wetland function, but does not result in a 
gain in wetland acres. 

“Reasonable use” or “reasonable economic use” means a legal concept that has been 
articulated by federal and state courts in regulatory takings cases. 



ORDINANCE  Page 11 of 15 

“Repair or maintenance” means an activity that restores the character, scope, size, and design 
of a serviceable area, structure, or land use to its previously authorized and undamaged 
condition. Activities that change the character, size, or scope of a project beyond the original 
design and drain, dredge, fill, flood, or otherwise alter critical areas are not included in this 
definition. 

“Restoration” means  measures taken to restore an altered or damaged natural feature, 
including: 

(a) Active steps taken to restore damaged wetlands, streams, protected habitat, or their 
buffers to the functioning condition that existed prior to an unauthorized alteration; and   

(b) Actions performed to re-establish structural and functional characteristics of a 
critical area that have been lost by alteration, past management activities, or 
catastrophic events. 

“Riparian corridor” means a perennial, intermittent, ephemeral stream or swale including its 
channel bottom, lower and upper banks, and area beyond the top of the upper bank which 
influences the stream through shading and organic matter input, and is influenced by the 
presence of water, particularly in regard to plant composition. The riparian corridor is the 
transitional area between aquatic and upland ecosystems and does not necessarily include the 
entire floodplain of a stream. 

“Salmonid” means a member of the fish family Salmonidae. In the city these include Chinook, 
coho, chum, sockeye and pink salmon; cutthroat, brook, brown, rainbow and steelhead trout; 
and Dolly Varden, kokanee and char. 

“Seismic hazard areas” means those areas of the city subject to severe risk of  damage as a 
result of earthquake induced ground shaking, slope failure, settlement or subsidence, soil 
liquefaction, surface faulting, debris flows, lahars, or tsunamis. Settlement and soil liquefaction 
conditions occur in areas underlain by cohesionless soils of low density, typically in association 
with a shallow groundwater table.  

“Service area” means The geographic area within which impacts can be mitigated at a specific 
mitigation bank or an in-lieu fee program, as designated in its instrument. 

“Significant biological areas” means the following areas of the city: 

 A.  Plant associations of infrequent occurrence; 

B.  Those areas listed in the 1981 SEPA Resource Inventory as significant biological areas, which 
are: 

 1.  Maulsby Swamp; 

 2.  Kasch Park (Bomarc) Bog; 

 3.  Simpson Lee site Category I wetlands; 
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 4.  Narbeck Swamp; 

 5.  Jetty Island. 

“Species, listed” means any species listed under the federal Endangered Species Act or state 
endangered, threatened, and sensitive, or priority lists (see WAC 220-610-110 or current 
“Priority Habitat and Species List,” Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife). 

“Steep slopes” means any ground that rises ten feet or more for every twenty-five feet of 
horizontal distance, thus having a grade of forty percent or steeper. A slope is delineated by 
establishing its toe and top: 

1.  “Toe” of a steep slope is the lowermost limit of the area where the ground surface 
rises ten feet or more vertically within a horizontal distance of twenty-five feet. 

2.  “Top” of a steep slope is a distinct, sharp break in slope which separates slopes 
inclined at less than forty percent from slopes equal to or greater than forty percent. 
Where no distinct break in slope exists, the top of the steep slope shall be the 
uppermost limit of the area where the ground surface drops ten feet or more vertically 
within a horizontal distance of twenty-five feet. 

“Stream” means those areas where naturally occurring surface waters flow sufficiently to 
produce a defined channel or bed which demonstrates evidence of the passage of water 
including, but not limited to, bedrock channels, gravel beds, sand and silt beds and defined-
channel swales. A “defined channel or bed” means a watercourse that is scoured by water or 
contains deposits of mineral alluvium. The channel or bed need not contain water during the 
entire year. Streams do not include watercourses which were created entirely by artificial 
means, such as irrigation ditches, canals, roadside ditches or storm or surface water run-off 
features, unless the artificially created watercourse contains salmonids or conveys a stream that 
was naturally occurring prior to the construction of the artificially created watercourse. 

“Stream channel bottom” means the submerged portion of the stream cross-section which is 
totally an aquatic environment. The channel bottom may be seasonally dry. 

“Stream, Type F” means those streams defined in WAC 122-16-030, Water Typing System, as 
Type F water. 

“Stream, Type Np” means those streams defined in WAC 122-16-030, Water Typing System, as 
Type Np water. 

“Stream, Type Ns” means those streams defined in WAC 122-16-030, Water Typing System, as 
Type Ns water. 

“Stream, Type S” means those streams defined in WAC 122-16-030, Water Typing System, as 
Type S water. 

“Temporal loss” means the time lag between the loss of wetland functions caused by the 
permitted or unpermitted impacts and the replacement of wetland functions at the 
compensatory mitigation site the time lag between the loss of aquatic resource functions 
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caused by the permitted or unpermitted impacts and the replacement of aquatic resource 
functions at the compensatory mitigation site, as defined in the 2008 Federal Mitigation Rule. 
Higher compensation ratios may be required to compensate for temporal loss. When the 
compensatory mitigation project is initiated prior to, or concurrent with, the permitted impacts, 
the permitting agencies may determine that compensation for temporal loss is not necessary, 
unless the resource has a long development time. 

“Thermal refugia” means sites within a landscape that are relatively protected from 
temperature extremes and warming trends. 

“Unavoidable impacts” mean adverse impacts that remain after all appropriate and practicable 
avoidance and minimization has been achieved. 

“ 

“Unstable soils” means soils which by their physical nature are not suitable to support buildings, 
roads, utilities or other manmade development related improvements, or which have the 
potential for slope failure, erosion, or subsidence. Unstable soils include, but are not limited to, 
those areas defined as landslide hazard areas, erosion hazard areas, and seismic hazard areas, or 
other soils which have been determined by the public works director or the building official to 
be unsuitable for building foundations or structural support. 

 

“Watershed approach” means an analytical process for making compensatory mitigation 
decisions that support the sustainability or improvement of wetlands in a watershed. It involves 
consideration of watershed needs, and how locations and types of compensatory mitigation 
projects address those needs. A landscape perspective is used to identify the types and locations 
of compensatory mitigation projects that will benefit the watershed and offset losses of wetland 
functions and services caused by authorized activities. The watershed approach may involve 
consideration of landscape scale, historic and potential wetland conditions, past and projected 
wetland impacts in the watershed, and terrestrial connections between wetlands when 
determining compensatory mitigation requirements. 

“Wetland delineation” means the method used to establish the existence (location) and physical 
limits (size) of a wetland for purposes of federal, state, and local regulations. 

“Wetland, estuarine”  See Wetlands with special characteristics“Wetland mitigation bank” or 
“mitigation bank” means  a site or suite of sites where resources are restored, created, 
enhanced, and/or preserved, for the purpose of providing compensatory mitigation for impacts. 
In general, a mitigation bank sells compensatory mitigation credits to permittees whose 
obligation to provide compensatory mitigation is then transferred to the mitigation bank 
sponsor. The operation and use of a mitigation bank are governed by a mitigation banking 
instrument. 

“Wetland mosaic” means an area with a concentration of multiple small wetlands, in which each 
patch of wetland is less than one acre; patches are less than 100 feet from each other; and areas 
delineated as wetland are more than 50 percent of the total area of the entire mosaic, including 
uplands and open water. 
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“Wetland” or “Wetlands” means areas that are inundated or saturated by surface water or 
groundwater at a frequency and duration sufficient to support, and that under normal 
circumstances do support, a prevalence of vegetation typically adapted for life in saturated soil 
conditions. Wetlands generally include swamps, marshes, bogs, and similar areas. Wetlands do 
not include those artificial wetlands intentionally created from nonwetland sites, including, but 
not limited to, irrigation and drainage ditches, grass-lined swales, canals, detention facilities, 
wastewater treatment facilities, farm ponds, and landscape amenities, or those wetlands 
created after July 1, 1990, that were unintentionally created as a result of the construction of a 
road, street, or highway. Wetlands may include those artificial wetlands intentionally created 
from nonwetland areas created to mitigate conversion of wetlands. 

“Wetlands, forested”  See Wetlands with special characteristics. 

“Wetlands, riparian” means those wetlands that generally occur within a riparian corridor that is 
contiguous to or has a surface hydrologic connection with a stream. Wetlands formed by hillside 
seeps that are not hydrologically affected by water in a nearby stream are not riparian wetlands. 
However, wetlands on a hillside may be riparian wetlands if adjacent to a stream that flows 
down the hillside. 

“Wetlands with special characteristics” mean bogs, estuarine wetlands, forested wetlands, 
interdunal wetlands, wetlands in coastal lagoons, and Wetlands of High Conservation Value. 
Detailed information about these individual wetland types is found in the Washington State 
Wetland Rating System for Western Washington: 2014 Update, Version 2.0 (Ecology Publication 
#23-06-009), or as revised. 

Section 2.  Chapter 19.37 EMC, set forth in exhibit A attached hereto, is hereby repealed. 

Section 3.  Title 19 EMC is amended by the addition of the chapter 19.37 EMC as set forth in exhibit B, 
attached hereto: 

Section 4.  The city clerk and the codifiers of this ordinance are authorized to make necessary 
corrections to this ordinance including, but not limited to, the correction of scrivener’s/clerical errors, 
references and ordinance numbering. 

Section 5.  The city council hereby declares that should any section, paragraph, sentence, clause or 
phrase of this ordinance be declared invalid for any reason, it is the intent of the city council that it 
would have passed all portions of this ordinance independent of the elimination of any such portion as 
may be declared invalid. 

Section 6.  This ordinance shall take effect June 1, 2026. 

 
 
 
 
 
      
Cassie Franklin, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
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City Clerk 
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EXHIBIT A 
 

CHAPTER 19.37 CRITICAL AREAS 
19.37.010 USER GUIDE. 

Many areas of Everett have been or may become designated, identified, inventoried, classified or rated 
as critical areas by the city or other public agencies. This chapter establishes regulations for 
development within or near all critical areas. If you are interested in developing property identified as 
containing or adjacent to steep slopes, lakes, streams, marine waters, wetlands, springs, erosion hazard 
areas, landslide hazard areas, seismic hazard areas, or other unstable soil conditions, you should read 
this chapter. This chapter contains more stringent requirements than other provisions within this title 
for affected properties. These regulations supersede any less restrictive requirements contained 
elsewhere in this title. No action may be undertaken by any person which results in any alteration of a 
critical area or its buffer unless such alteration complies with the requirements of this chapter. 
Alteration includes the terms “use” and “development” as defined in this title, and includes any 
modification of the natural environment of critical areas or their buffer including any clearing, grading, 
filling and/or excavation. Certain exceptions to the requirements of this chapter are listed in EMC 
19.37.050. 

19.37.020 PURPOSE. 

Erosion, flood, landslide, and seismic hazard areas, streams, wetlands, protective buffers, and wildlife 
habitat areas constitute critical areas that are of special concern to the city. The purpose of this chapter 
is to designate, classify and protect the critical areas of the Everett community by establishing standards 
for development and use of properties which contain or adjoin critical areas and thus protect the public 
health, safety, and welfare by: 

A.  Preserving, protecting, and restoring critical areas by regulating development within such areas and 
their buffers; 

B.  Mitigating unavoidable adverse impacts by regulating alterations when protection cannot be 
required; 

C.  Protecting the public from personal injury, loss of life or property damage due to flooding, erosion, 
landslides, seismic events, or soil subsidence; 

D.  Avoiding publicly financed expenditures to correct misuses of critical areas, which may cause: 

1.  Unnecessary maintenance and replacement of public facilities, 

2.  Publicly funded mitigation of avoidable impacts, 

3.  Public costs for emergency rescue and relief operations where the causes are avoidable, or 

4.  Degradation of the natural environment; 
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E.  Protecting and enhancing unique, sensitive, and valuable elements of the environment, including 
fish and wildlife habitat; 

F.  Alerting appraisers, assessors, owners, potential buyers or lessees to the presence of critical areas 
and the respective development limitations of such areas; 

G.  Providing city officials with sufficient information, direction and authority to protect critical areas 
when evaluating public or private development proposals; 

H.  Implementing the policies of the Growth Management Act, State Environmental Policy Act, Chapter 
43.21C RCW, Chapter 19.43 EMC, the city’s comprehensive plan, and all updates and amendments, 
functional plans and other land use policies formally adopted or accepted by the city; and 

I.  Providing for the maintenance and enhancement of views, solar access, and/or elimination of future 
potential hazards or nuisances while protecting critical area functions and values. 

19.37.030 APPLICABILITY. 

A.  This chapter establishes regulations for the protection of critical areas and applies to all lands, all 
land uses and development activity, and all structures or facilities, whether or not a permit or 
authorization is required, and shall apply to every person, firm, partnership, corporation, group, 
government agency, or other entity that owns, leases or administers land within the city. No person, 
company, agency, or applicant shall alter a critical area or buffer except as consistent with the purposes 
and requirements of this chapter. For development proposals on properties within shoreline jurisdiction, 
the shoreline master program applies in addition to the regulations contained in this chapter. No 
alteration of a critical area may occur until the city has issued all approvals required by this chapter. By 
way of example and not limitation, no development permit may be issued; no subdivision of land may 
be approved; no clearing, filling, or grading may occur; nor may any use be established, altered, or 
expanded on any lot until approvals required by this chapter have been granted by the city. 

B.  In addition to the requirements of this chapter, the applicant shall obtain all necessary state, federal 
and other local permits. 

19.37.040 CRITICAL AREA FEATURES. 

On all lots containing or within three hundred feet of critical areas, the following features and their 
buffers shall not be altered or developed except as otherwise permitted by this chapter: 

A.  Areas of special flood hazard (if located in a designated floodplain, also see Chapter 19.30 EMC); 

B.  Wetlands; 

C.  The following geologically hazardous areas: 

1.  Erosion hazard areas; 

2.  Landslide hazard areas; 

3.  Seismic (liquefaction) hazard areas; 
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D.  Fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas, including streams/riparian areas, lakes, marine waters, 
habitats of primary association, continuous vegetative corridors linking watersheds, and significant 
biological areas as defined in this title; 

E.  Ground water discharge areas, such as springs and seeps. 

19.37.050 EXEMPTIONS—EXCEPTIONS—MODIFICATIONS. 

Certain activities are exempt from the requirements of this chapter, while other activities which are 
regulated by this chapter may be granted specific exceptions or an administrative modification. This 
section lists the activities which are exempt from the regulations of this chapter, the exceptions which 
may be granted to the requirements of this chapter, and the administrative modifications which can be 
granted to the requirements of this chapter. 

All activities or developments which are exempted, excepted, or granted modifications shall use 
reasonable methods to avoid and minimize potential impacts to critical areas, including use of any 
applicable best management practices. Such activities or developments which are exempted, excepted, 
or granted modifications shall not be exempt from other laws or permit requirements which may be 
applicable. 

A.  Exemptions. The following are exemptions to the provisions of this chapter; however, the 
exemptions listed in this section may not be exempted from other state or federal regulations or permit 
requirements. Any incidental damage to, or alteration of, a critical area that is not a necessary outcome 
of the exempted activity shall be restored, rehabilitated, or replaced at the expense of the property 
owner. 

1.  Exempted Actions.  

a.  Emergencies that threaten the public health, safety and welfare, as verified by the 
city. Emergency actions that create an impact to a critical area or its buffer shall use 
reasonable methods to address the emergency; in addition, they must have the least 
possible impact to the critical area and/or its buffer.  

b.  Existing and ongoing agricultural activity occurring prior to and since January 3, 
1990; provided, however, at such time as the property ceases to be used for agricultural 
activities and a development activity is proposed, the property shall be brought into 
compliance with the provisions of this chapter; and further provided, that existing 
ditches and drain tiles are not expanded in a manner that will drain wetlands in 
existence as of the date this chapter becomes effective. This exemption does not apply 
to filling or alteration of wetlands not in agricultural use as of January 3, 1990. The city 
encourages the use of best management practices or farm conservation plans to reduce 
impacts of agricultural practices on critical areas. 

c.  Normal and routine maintenance of legally constructed irrigation and drainage 
ditches; provided, that this exemption shall not apply to any ditches used by salmonids. 

d.  Normal and routine maintenance of agricultural ponds, livestock watering ponds and 
fish ponds; provided, that such activities shall not involve the conversion of any wetland 
or stream not used for such purposes prior to and since January 3, 1990. 
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e.  Entirely artificial structures or wetlands intentionally constructed by humans from 
upland areas for purposes of stormwater drainage or water quality control, or 
ornamental landscape ponds, which are not part of a mitigation plan required by this 
chapter. 

f.  The following water, sewer, storm drainage, electric, natural gas, cable 
communications, and telephone utility-related activities, and maintenance of public 
streets and public park facilities when the activity does not expand or encroach further 
into the critical area, does not significantly impact a fish or wildlife habitat conservation 
area, and when undertaken pursuant to best management practices to minimize 
impacts to critical areas and their buffers: 

(1)  Normal, routine, and emergency maintenance or repair of existing utility 
structures or rights-of-way, including vegetation management; 

(2)  Installation, construction, or modification in improved street rights-of-way 
and replacement, operation or alteration of the following facilities: 

(A)  Natural gas, cable communications, telephone facilities, water and 
sewer lines, pipes, mains, equipment or appurtenances; 

(B)  Electric facilities, lines, equipment or appurtenances, not including 
substations, with an associated voltage of fifty-five thousand volts or 
less; 

(3)  Normal and routine maintenance or repair of public streets, state highways, 
and public park facilities, including vegetation management. Maintenance and 
repair does not include any modification that changes the character, scope, or 
size of the original structure, facility, or improved area, nor does it include 
construction of a maintenance road or the dumping of maintenance debris. 

g.  Forest practices on city-owned watershed property located in remote areas not 
contiguous to the Everett corporate boundaries, undertaken in accordance with the 
requirements of the State Department of Natural Resources. 

h.  Minimal soil disturbance for site investigative work necessary for land use 
application submittals such as surveys, soil logs, percolation tests and other related 
activities. Disturbed areas shall be immediately restored. 

i.  Conservation measures intended to preserve soil, water, vegetation, fish and other 
wildlife and their associated habitat that do not involve adversely impacting functions of 
the critical area. 

j.  Routine maintenance of existing landscaping and fencing including removal of 
invasive vegetation, that does not involve grading, excavation or filling. 

k.  Modification to existing structures. Legally constructed structures and improvements 
in existence on January 13, 1990, that do not meet the buffer requirements of this 
chapter may be remodeled, reconstructed, expanded or replaced; provided, that the 
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new construction or related activity does not further alter or increase the impact to the 
critical area or buffer as a result of the proposed modification. For structures that are 
damaged or destroyed as a result of flood, fire or act of nature, restoration work shall be 
initiated by the applicant within one year of the date of damage or destruction, as 
evidenced by issuance of a valid building permit. The work authorized by such permit 
must be completed within the term of the permits issued by the city, which includes any 
written extensions. Expansions and additions shall not further encroach into a critical 
area or the portion of the required buffer between the critical area and existing 
improvements. Expansions within the critical area or buffer shall be limited to a 
maximum of one thousand square feet of impervious surface. To the extent feasible 
based on site-specific conditions, expansions shall result in no additional hydrologic 
impacts from stormwater runoff by using techniques such as low impact development. 
Remodeling, reconstruction, and expansions shall be subject to all other requirements 
of the zoning code. 

B.  Exceptions. All exceptions must be approved by the city through the review process listed in EMC 
Title 15 prior to the exception applying. The following are exceptions to the requirements of this 
chapter; however, the exceptions listed in this section still require compliance with the other 
requirements of this chapter, except as allowed by the exception. The exception may not be exempted 
from other state or federal regulations or permit requirements. Any incidental damage to, or alteration 
of, a critical area that is not a necessary outcome of the allowed development shall be restored, 
rehabilitated, or replaced at the expense of the property owner. 

1.  New accessory structures up to one hundred square feet, including storage buildings and 
garden sheds. Where structures, lawns and associated improvements have been legally 
established within a buffer area, new structures may be placed within the outer fifty percent of 
a legally altered critical area buffer. The one-hundred-square-foot limit shall include all 
associated improvements such as walkways or other impervious areas. Only one such exception 
per site or property is allowed. 

2.  New accessory structures between one hundred one square feet and two hundred square 
feet. Where structures, lawns and associated improvements have been legally established 
within a buffer area, new structures and additions to existing structures up to two hundred 
square feet may be permitted within the improved portion of the buffer as follows: 

a.  The two-hundred-square-foot limit shall include all associated improvements such as 
walkways or other impervious areas; 

b.  The new structure or addition shall be placed within the outer fifty percent of a 
legally altered critical area; 

c.  The new structure or addition maintains a minimum setback of ten feet from the 
critical area; 

d.  A minimum of one square foot of legally altered buffer area is restored for every one 
square foot of new structure; 

e.  A critical area covenant is recorded; 
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f.  A habitat assessment is completed if within an F stream buffer; 

g.  A fence and critical area sign are provided to protect the newly established buffer 
area; and 

h.  Only one exception per site or property is allowed. 

3.  Wetland Exception. The following wetlands may be excepted from compliance with the 
wetland preservation and protection goals in this chapter. Mitigation must be provided for any 
approved impacts per EMC 19.37.120.  

a.  All isolated category IV wetlands less than four thousand square feet that meet all of 
the following criteria: 

(1)  Are not associated with riparian areas or their buffers; 

(2)  Are not associated with shorelines of the state or their associated buffers; 

(3)  Are not part of a wetland mosaic; 

(4)  Do not score five or more points for habitat function based on the 2014 
update to the Washington State Wetland Rating System for Western 
Washington: 2014 Update (Ecology Publication No. 14-06-029, or as revised and 
approved by Ecology); 

(5)  Do not contain a priority habitat or a priority area for a priority species 
identified by the Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife, do not contain 
federally listed species or their critical habitat. 

b.  Wetlands less than one thousand square feet that meet the above criteria and do 
not contain federally listed species or their critical habitat are exempt from the buffer 
provisions contained in this chapter. 

4.  The following actions may be required to provide a habitat assessment or biological 
assessment under EMC 19.37.190, Fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas. If the application 
of this chapter would prohibit or unreasonably restrict the ability to provide necessary utilities 
or infrastructure improvements, a development proposal by a public agency or a utility to 
construct utility facilities for the conveyance of water, sewage, storm drainage, electricity, 
natural gas, cable or telecommunications, or the construction of streets and highways, the 
agency or utility may request an exception. Such a request shall be reviewed using the review 
process described in EMC Title 15, Local Project Review Procedures. The city may approve, or 
approve with modifications, such a request only when the following findings are made: 

a.  The application of this chapter would prohibit or unreasonably restrict the ability to 
provide necessary utilities or infrastructure improvements or maintenance; 

b.  There is no other reasonable alternative to the proposed development with less 
impact on the critical area; 
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c.  The proposal mitigates impacts on the critical areas; 

d.  The proposal does not pose an unreasonable threat to the public health, safety, or 
welfare on or off the development proposal site; and 

e.  The proposal is consistent with other applicable regulations and standards. 

5.  Docks. This section does not apply to areas under jurisdiction of the shoreline master 
program. 

a.  Repair and maintenance of an existing legally established dock are permitted; 
provided, that all of the following criteria are met: 

(1)  There is no expansion in overwater coverage; 

(2)  There is no increase in the size and number of pilings; 

(3)  There is no use of toxic materials, such as creosote, CCA and other treated 
wood products; 

(4)  There is no new spanning of water between three and thirteen feet deep; 
and 

(5)  There is no new increase in the use of materials creating shade. 

b.  New docks are permitted subject to compliance with any WDFW HPA or U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers permit conditions. Piers and docks shall be located, designed and 
constructed so as to cause minimum interference with public use of the water surface 
and shoreline; to mitigate the impacts to ecological function and critical areas; to avoid 
or minimize impacts to views; and to cause no undue harm to adjacent properties. 

c.  New docks shall be a maximum of four feet in width and a maximum walkway width 
of four feet. Overwater surfaces shall be constructed of unobstructed grating which 
provides at least fifty percent of open surface area. Piles, floats or other parts of the 
structure that come in direct contact with the water shall be approved by applicable 
federal and state agencies for use in water and shall not be treated or coated with 
biocides such as paint or pentachlorophenol. Use of arsenate compounds or creosote 
treated members is prohibited. 

d.  Only one dock shall be permitted for all lots in any short subdivision or subdivision 
that occurs after September 1, 2000. Such dock shall be shared between all lots in the 
short subdivision or subdivision. 

e.  Covered overwater moorage, either fixed or floating, shall be prohibited. 

f.  No dock may be located within fifteen feet of an interior lot line, unless shared with 
the owner of the adjacent lot, in which case no setback is required. 

g.  No single-family lot shall have more than one dock. 
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h.  No dock shall exceed four feet in width, twenty-five feet in length or five feet in 
height above the ordinary high water mark on the landward side. 

6.  Reasonable Use Exception. This section does not apply to areas within jurisdiction of the 
shoreline master program. 

a.  Nothing in this chapter is intended to preclude reasonable economic use of property 
as set forth in this title. If the requirements of this chapter as applied to a specific lot 
would deny all reasonable economic use of the lot, development will be permitted if the 
applicant demonstrates all of the following to the satisfaction of the planning director: 

(1)  There is no other reasonable use or feasible alternative to the proposed 
development with less impact on the critical area; and 

(2)  The proposed development does not pose a threat to the public health, 
safety and welfare on or off of the subject lot; and 

(3)  Any alterations permitted subject to the requirements of this chapter shall 
be the minimum necessary to allow for reasonable use of the property; and 

(4)  The inability of the applicant to derive reasonable economic use of the 
property is not the result of actions by the applicant in subdividing the property 
or adjusting a boundary line, thereby creating the undevelopable condition after 
the effective date of the ordinance codified in this chapter; and 

(5)  The proposal mitigates the impacts on the critical areas and buffers to the 
maximum extent possible. 

b.  Reasonable Use Decision Process. Whenever an applicant for a development 
proposal submits a reasonable use proposal to the planning director, the submittal shall 
include the following information which will be used to evaluate the criteria for 
reasonable use exception: 

(1)  The location, size, and description of the areas of the lot which are either 
critical areas, required buffers, or setbacks required by this chapter; 

(2)  A description of the location and area of the lot which is within setbacks 
required by other standards of the zoning code; 

(3)  An analysis of the minimum development necessary to achieve “reasonable 
economic use” of the lot, including a narrative which includes a factual basis for 
this determination; 

(4)  An analysis of the impact that the development described in this section 
would have on the critical areas and buffer functions, including an analysis of 
impacts on fish and wildlife resources; 

(5)  An analysis of whether any other reasonable use with less impact on the 
critical areas and buffers is possible. This must also include an analysis of 
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whether there is any practicable on-site alternative to the proposed 
development with less impact, including reduction in density, phasing of project 
implementation, change in timing of activities, revision of lot layout, and/or 
related site planning considerations that would allow a reasonable economic 
use with less adverse impacts to the critical areas and buffers. The phasing 
analysis shall address whether pre-project mitigation of impacts to buffers is 
feasible to reduce impacts on critical areas. The analysis shall also address 
stormwater impacts and mitigation required by the city’s stormwater 
management regulations; 

(6)  A design of the proposal so that the amount of development proposed as 
“reasonable economic use” will have the least impact practicable on the critical 
areas; 

(7)  An analysis of the modifications needed to the standards of this chapter to 
accommodate the proposed development; 

(8)  A description of any modifications needed for the required front, side and 
rear setbacks, building height, and landscape widths to provide for a reasonable 
use while providing protection to the critical areas; 

(9)  A description of the proposed enhancement/restoration of the critical area 
and buffer necessary to result in no net loss of function to the maximum extent 
feasible; 

(10)  Such other information as the planning director determines is reasonably 
necessary to evaluate the issue of reasonable economic use as it relates to the 
proposed development. 

c.  Reasonable Use Administrative Modification. If, in order to provide reasonable 
economic use, the standards of this title need to be modified, the planning director is 
authorized to grant an administrative modification to the standards of this title in 
accordance with the following: 

(1)  If a reasonable economic use of a lot cannot exist without modification of 
the required front, side and/or rear setbacks, building height, and/or landscape 
widths, the planning director is authorized to administratively modify such 
standards only to the extent necessary to provide for a reasonable economic 
use of the lot while providing greater protection to the critical areas than if the 
standard were met; 

(2)  If a reasonable economic use of a lot cannot exist without a reduction of 
the buffers of the critical areas, the planning director is authorized to 
administratively permit a reduction in the buffers only to the extent necessary 
to provide for a reasonable use of the lot. Where buffer reduction is permitted, 
enhancement/restoration of the buffer and/or critical area must be provided so 
that mitigation results in no net loss of critical area and buffer functions to the 
maximum extent feasible; or 



Exhibit B 

ORDINANCE  Exhibit A - Page 10 of 55 

(3)  If a reasonable economic use of a lot cannot exist by means of either 
subsection (B)(6)(c)(1) or (2) of this section, then the planning director is 
authorized, using the review process described in EMC Title 15, Local Project 
Review Procedures, to administratively grant a transfer of development rights in 
addition to subsection (B)(6)(c)(1) or (2) of this section, or in lieu of them. For 
purposes of this section, “transfer of development rights (TDR)” means that the 
city severs the development rights from the fee interest and permits the owner 
of the restricted property to either transfer an authorized portion of the 
development rights in that property to another lot owned by the restricted 
party in accordance with the following provisions, or permits the owner of the 
restricted property to sell an authorized portion of the rights to owners of land 
who can use the authorized development rights in accordance with the 
following: 

(A)  Single-Family Zones. The number of dwelling units allowed under a 
reasonable use determination for any residential development may be 
transferred to a single-family zone; provided, that the number of 
dwelling units allowed to be transferred to the receiving site shall not 
exceed the lesser of: 

(i)  The number of dwelling units which the planning director 
determines to be the minimum necessary to allow for 
reasonable economic use of the restricted property; or 

(ii)  The number of dwelling units that would be allowed on the 
receiving site with an assumed twenty percent increase in lot 
size. In approving a transfer of development rights to the 
receiving site in a single-family zone, the planning director shall 
have the authority to allow for a reduction of the minimum lot 
area allowed by the zone in which the receiving site is located 
by not more than twenty percent. The director shall have the 
authority to reduce the required lot width and depth by not 
more than twenty percent. All dwelling units on such lots shall 
be single-family dwellings. 

(B)  Multiple-Family Zones. The amount of development transferred to 
the receiving lot shall be limited only by all other requirements of this 
title applicable to the use zone in which the receiving lot is located 
(building height, off-street parking, setbacks, multiple-family 
development standards, etc.), excluding maximum permitted density. 

(C)  Commercial and Industrial Zones. The amount of development 
transferred to the receiving lot shall not exceed that which can be 
accommodated by allowing an increase of permitted height on the 
receiving lot of not more than fifteen feet. All other requirements of the 
use zone in which the receiving lot is located shall be applicable to the 
transferred development. 
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d.  All other requirements of this chapter shall apply to the subject property, including 
but not limited to submittal of mitigation plans, monitoring reports, and assurance 
devices, installation of fencing and signs, and recording of protective covenants. 

19.37.060 PERMITTED USES AND ACTIVITIES. 

A.  Uses permitted on lots containing or adjoining critical areas shall be the same as those permitted in 
the use zone in which the lot is located. Each use shall be evaluated in accordance with the review 
process required for the proposed use in the use zone in conjunction with the requirements of this 
chapter and other city, state, and federal regulations. 

B.  The following uses/activities are permitted in critical areas and their buffers: 

1.  Minor utility construction projects. Utility projects which have minor or short-duration 
impacts to critical areas, provided such projects are constructed using best management 
practices to avoid and minimize impacts to critical areas and required buffers, subject to the 
following criteria: 

a.  The activity does not significantly impact a Type F stream, a category I wetland, or a 
fish and wildlife habitat conservation area and complies with other provisions of this 
chapter; and 

b.  There is no reasonable alternative to the proposed activity with less impact on the 
critical area; and 

c.  The activity involves the placement of a utility pole, street sign, anchor, vault, or 
other small component of a utility facility; and 

d.  The activity results in disturbing less than one hundred square feet of critical area 
and buffer. 

2.  Buffer management, as defined in this title, when approved by the planning director and all 
agencies with jurisdiction. 

3.  Select vegetation removal activities. The following vegetation removal activities are 
permitted: 

a.  Pruning. Pruning is limited to trimming, limbing, thinning, windowing, and skirting in 
a manner consistent with this subsection. 

(1)  A permit is required to prune trees in critical areas. Prior to pruning, 
trimming, limbing, thinning, windowing, and/or skirting: 

(A)  The applicant shall submit a pruning report by a certified arborist 
and have all work be performed under the direction of a certified 
arborist. 

(B)  The applicant, in lieu of the above and an application fee as 
determined by the planning director, shall: 
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(i)  Submit a plan showing the location of the proposed work, 
using aerial photos or a site plan that accurately depicts the 
location of trees to be pruned; 

(ii)  Submit photos of the trees to be pruned, a description of 
the portions of the tree to be removed by pruning, and 
documentation that the trees are located on property owned by 
the applicant; 

(iii)  Sign a declaration stating that they have read and 
understand, and will comply with, the applicable city 
regulations; 

(iv)  Submit photos of the trees that were pruned after the 
work is completed. 

(C)  The city shall review and issue the tree pruning permit upon 
submittal of a complete application that demonstrates the proposal 
complies with all applicable requirements. 

(D)  The city shall conduct a site inspection upon completion of the 
work or any time thereafter if the work was done without a certified 
arborist to determine that the work has been conducted in accordance 
with city regulations. 

(2)  Pruning must adhere to the standards in ANSI A300, 2008 Edition, or as 
subsequently amended. 

(3)  Pruning shall not result in the removal of more than thirty-three percent of 
the tree’s crown. 

(4)  Pruning shall not include topping of trees unless underneath power lines. 

(5)  Pruning activity shall not result in any soils disturbance on the site. 

(6)  A tree that is an active nest site for a species of local or state importance or 
provides critical habitat such as an eagle perch, or other listed threatened or 
endangered species, shall not be pruned. 

(7)  Topping trees or pruning trees in excess of thirty-three percent is 
considered a nonhazardous tree removal activity and therefore must comply 
with subsection B.3.c of this section. 

(8)  Once a tree is permitted to be pruned, it may be continued to be pruned 
but may not be pruned beyond thirty-three percent of the tree’s original crown. 

b.  Hazard tree removal with replanting. The removal of hazard trees from critical areas 
and required buffers subject to the replanting of native trees to maintain critical area 



Exhibit B 

ORDINANCE  Exhibit A - Page 13 of 55 

and buffer functions. Hazard trees are those trees that pose a threat to public safety, or 
pose an imminent risk of damage to private property. 

(1)  The director may determine that a tree or trees pose an apparent hazard or 
threat to public safety and approve their removal. The director may require, at 
the owner’s cost, an assessment and recommendation from a certified arborist, 
registered landscape architect or professional forester that documents the 
hazard and provides a replanting schedule for replacement trees. 

(2)  Where hazards can be eliminated without complete removal of the tree, 
the director may require that a wildlife snag remain in the critical area or 
required buffer. 

(3)  Where tree removal is necessary, the landowner shall provide replacement 
trees as recommended by the assessment or at a ratio of two trees for every 
tree removed. Trees shall be placed at a location approved by the director to 
avoid future tree hazards and in accordance with an approved restoration plan. 

(4)  If a tree to be removed provides critical habitat, such as an eagle perch, a 
qualified biologist shall be consulted to determine timing and methods of 
removal that will minimize impacts. The biologist’s report shall be circulated to 
agencies with expertise for review and comment prior to approval by the 
director. 

(5)  If a tree to be removed is located within a geologically hazardous area, the 
planning director may require submittal of a geotechnical report documenting 
the impact on the property. 

(6)  Unless otherwise provided, or as a necessary part of an approved 
alteration, mitigation, or buffer management plan, removal of any vegetation or 
woody debris from a wildlife habitat conservation area or wetland, or required 
stream or wetland buffer, shall be prohibited. 

(7)  The city may require that a hazard tree assessment be completed, and that 
hazard trees be removed from buffers, and trees replanted in accordance with 
the requirements of this chapter prior to final approvals for a development 
proposal. 

c.  Nonhazardous tree removal with replanting. Except as allowed under subsection B.2 
of this section, the planning director, using the review process described in EMC Title 15, 
Local Project Review Procedures, may allow up to a maximum of ten percent of all 
nonhazardous trees within the outer half of a critical area buffer to be removed. 
Removal of nonhazardous trees must comply with the following requirements: 

(1)  Proposals to remove nonhazardous trees shall include a planting plan 
prepared by a qualified professional biologist, arborist, or forester unless waived 
by the planning director. The plan must show the number, size, and type of 
plants to be planted and where the plants will be located. The plants should be 
placed in an area within the buffer that will be most beneficial to the stream or 
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wetland and an area where future cutting will not be necessary. A minimum of 
three, three- to five-gallon native trees of different varieties must be planted for 
every tree to be removed unless it would create an overcrowded situation in 
which case the planning director can reduce this ratio or allow shrubs to be 
planted as an alternative. On geologically hazardous slopes, the tree size shall 
be a minimum of two gallons or if bareroot an equivalent size. The planning 
director shall have discretion to reduce the number of trees to be cut if the 
proposed plan fails to replace over the long term the loss of functions and 
values of the buffer that may result from the cutting of trees. A tree inventory is 
required with the tree type and size shown on a site plan unless waived by the 
planning director. Only trees greater than a six-inch caliper within the outer half 
of the critical area buffer can be counted unless the trees to be removed are 
less than six-inch caliper. 

(2)  Tree removal is limited to once every five years. 

(3)  A tree that is an active nest site for a species of local importance or 
provides critical habitat such as an eagle perch shall not be cut. 

(4)  If the buffer’s edge has not been delineated and cannot be determined by 
the city, a wetland or stream buffer delineation will be required. 

(5)  If the trees to be removed are on a geologically hazardous slope, a 
geological assessment letter or geotechnical report is required unless waived by 
the planning director. A geologically hazardous covenant must be recorded prior 
to tree cutting. 

(6)  Tree stumps must not be removed and all wood debris must be left within 
the buffer unless otherwise recommended by a biologist or geologist. A 
minimum of twenty-five percent of cut trees shall be left as snags approximately 
twenty feet tall unless within striking distance of structures, yards, or trails. 

(7)  Where the stump of a big-leaf maple or other tree with a similar growth 
habit that has been approved for removal remains in the buffer, branches that 
sprout from the stump may be removed annually. 

(8)  Prior to cutting, all trees to be cut must be marked, all required 
replacement plants must be on the property ready to be planted, and a critical 
areas covenant must be recorded. The replacement plants must be planted 
prior or immediately after the trees have been cut and placed in an area within 
the buffer that will be most beneficial to the stream or wetland. 

(9)  A survey may be required if trees are to be removed near any lot line. 

(10)  Forest Practices. Where applicable, applications for tree removal shall also 
include a city of Everett timber harvest application and include an estimate of 
the number of board feet to be cut. 
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(11)  Planting of additional trees beyond what is required in this section or 
buffer enhancement may be required if trees have been cut without planning 
director approval. 

d.  Weed Removal. The removal of the following invasive, nonnative and noxious weeds 
in conjunction with a mitigation plan or buffer management plan approved by the 
director, including revegetation with native plants. The director may require that only 
hand tools or light equipment be used for removal. 

(1)  Invasive and noxious weeds identified in a list adopted by the city or 
county; 

(2)  English ivy (Hedera helix); 

(3)  Himalayan blackberry (Rubus armeniacus) and evergreen blackberry (Rubus 
laciniatus); 

(4)  Scotch broom (Cytisus scoparius). 

4.  Public and private pedestrian paths and trails. Public and private pedestrian trails, including 
interpretive signage, overlooks, and benches, may be permitted subject to the following criteria and 
subject to approval by the director: 

a.  The trail or path is designed to minimize impacts to the critical area and its buffer. The trail is 
located on the outer twenty-five percent of the buffer, except for areas which provide for public 
viewpoints of the critical area or educational opportunities and which are designed to minimize 
the footprint of the trail/path within the critical area or its buffer. Trails and paths shall not be 
permitted when critical area functions will be substantially degraded. The width of trails shall be 
the minimum necessary, and should not exceed five feet, unless trails are provided for shoreline 
public access, in which case maximum trail width shall be eight feet. The trails should be one 
hundred percent porous to the maximum extent feasible. The proposal must comply with EMC 
19.37.190. 

b.  The trail surface meets all other requirements including all applicable water quality 
standards. Use of pervious surfaces is encouraged. 

c.  Critical area and buffer widths shall be increased where possible, equal to the width of the 
trail corridor, including disturbed areas. 

d.  Trails proposed to be located in landslide or erosion hazard areas shall be constructed in a 
manner that does not increase the risk of landslide or erosion and in accordance with an 
approved geotechnical report. 

e.  Public and quasi-public trails shall include interpretive signs identifying the critical area and 
buffer specific to the site. 

5.  Stormwater facilities are allowed in stream and wetland buffers subject to all of the following 
criteria: 
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a.  Stormwater management facilities are permitted only within the outer twenty-five percent 
of the buffer. 

b.  The subject buffer area has been previously substantially and legally altered and is 
unvegetated, sparsely vegetated, and/or vegetated with nonnative or invasive species. 

c.  Stormwater facilities shall be integrated into the stream or wetland buffer as a natural 
drainage system. The slopes and all areas that are disturbed shall be planted with native 
vegetation consistent with a buffer enhancement/mitigation plan. Aboveground concrete walls 
and structures are not permitted. Below grade structures may be permitted only if it can be 
shown to the satisfaction of the planning director that the use of such materials fits with the 
natural design of the proposed facility and does not interfere with wildlife passage or adversely 
impact biological functions of the buffer or the adjacent critical area. 

d.  The location of a maintenance/access road is limited to the upland side of the facility outside 
the buffer. 

e.  The facilities must include a buffer enhancement and management plan that would improve 
the functional performance of the buffer and associated critical area. 

f.  All site development plans must incorporate low impact stormwater management 
techniques where site conditions allow as required by the city’s stormwater management 
regulations. 

g.  For Type Np and Ns streams and category II, III, and IV wetlands, the planning director may 
grant an exception to the outer twenty-five percent limitation when the applicant demonstrates 
that the project would significantly increase wetland or stream function and would not 
substantially alter stream or wetland hydrology. A significant increase in wetland function shall 
be defined as no reduction in any individual function as measured by the Western Washington 
Wetland Rating System, and at least a five-point overall increase in the combined function score 
as measured by the Western Washington Wetland Rating System. 

 

19.37.070 CRITICAL AREA REPORTS—GENERAL. 

A.  Supporting Information. All land uses and developments proposed on or adjacent to critical areas 
and their buffers shall include studies which describe the environmental conditions of the site. No 
activity, including clearing, filling or grading, shall be permitted until the information required by this 
section is reviewed and approved by the city. Such studies shall be prepared by experts with 
demonstrated qualifications in the area of concern, who shall prepare the studies in accordance with the 
requirements of this chapter to the satisfaction of the planning department. The city may retain 
consultants at the applicant’s expense to assist the review of studies and/or conduct site evaluations 
which are outside the range of staff expertise. The planning director is authorized to develop and 
maintain a detailed list of required study contents. 

B.  When a Critical Area Report Is Required. A critical area report is required when a proposed 
development is located on a site with a documented or suspected critical area, or within three hundred 
feet of a documented critical area on an adjacent parcel (or two hundred feet from an active 
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geologically hazardous area). The city may waive the requirement for a critical area report in the 
following circumstances on a case-by-case basis: 

1.  The critical area was previously documented by a study and the city has determined the 
proposed development would meet the minimum required buffer for the critical area and the 
project would not impact the critical area; or 

2.  There is existing legally established development located between the critical area and the 
proposed development site and any required buffers on the site would be ineffective. 

Table 37.1: Critical Area Reports—Summary 

Document/Report Type When Required Notes: 

Geological Assessment Letter Potential geologically hazardous area 
exists on or within 200 feet of the 
proposed project area 

Reconnaissance study 

Geological Report An active geologically hazardous area 
exists on or within 200 feet of the 
proposed project area 

Detailed study 

Critical Area Delineation 
Report 

Wetland, stream or lake on site or within 
300 feet 

Identifies and maps critical 
areas and buffers 

Wetland or Stream 
Mitigation Plan 

Alteration or fill of wetlands, streams or 
buffers 

Includes monitoring and 
contingency elements 

Biological Assessment for 
Threatened Species 

Development within 200 feet of Type F 
stream 

For federally listed 
threatened or endangered 
species 

Biological Assessment for 
Threatened Species 

Development within “protected area” or 
“special flood hazard area” 

Per biological opinion by 
NMFS for development 
within 100-year 
floodplain. See EMC 
19.37.190. 

Biological Evaluation Typically not required by the city, but 
may be required by state or federal 
agencies 

Generic term for other 
types of analysis 
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Document/Report Type When Required Notes: 

Habitat Assessment Potential impacts on regulated 
threatened/endangered species 

Can apply to either 
terrestrial or aquatic 
habitat. See EMC 
19.37.190. 

Habitat Management Plan Provided with a habitat assessment 
when a development is proposed on or 
adjacent to a “habitat of primary 
association” for fish and wildlife habitat 
conservation area 

See EMC 19.37.190 

Monitoring Report After completion of enhancement or 
mitigation work within critical areas 
and/or buffers 

Provided post-
development 

19.37.073 CRITICAL AREA REPORTS—PROFESSIONAL QUALIFICATIONS AND REPORT 
CONTENT. 

A.  General Requirements for All Critical Area Reports.  

1.  Preparation by a Qualified Professional. A critical area report shall be prepared by a qualified 
professional who is a certified professional scientist, a noncertified professional scientist with a 
minimum of five years of experience, or a professional who demonstrates sufficient expertise to 
the satisfaction of the planning director. The qualifications of the professional who prepared the 
plan shall be included in the report. The accuracy of the report shall be certified by the 
professional who is the principal author of the report. When a geological assessment is required, 
the report shall be prepared by a licensed geologist or geotechnical engineer. The director shall 
have the authority to hire an outside consultant at the applicant’s expense to review plans when 
the city has concerns about the accuracy or completeness of the plan. 

2.  Report Content. The written report (and the accompanying plan sheets) shall contain all of 
the following information, at a minimum: 

a.  The name and contact information of the applicant; the name, qualifications, and 
contact information for the primary author(s) of the wetland critical area report; and a 
description of the proposal; 

b.  Tax parcel numbers of the subject property; 

c.  Documentation of any fieldwork performed on the site, including delineations, 
function assessments, baseline hydrologic data, date and time of site evaluation, etc.; 
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d.  Identification and characterization of all critical areas and buffers on or adjacent to 
the proposed project area. For areas off site of the project site, estimate conditions 
within three hundred feet of the project boundaries using the best available 
information; 

e.  The wetland or stream rating as defined in this chapter, as applicable; 

f.  A description of the proposed actions including an estimation of acreages of impacts 
to critical areas and buffers based on the field delineation; 

g.  An assessment of the probable cumulative impacts to the critical areas and buffers 
resulting from the proposed development; 

h.  A description of reasonable efforts made to apply mitigation sequencing provisions 
per EMC 19.37.085 to avoid, minimize, and mitigate impacts to critical areas pursuant to 
the mitigation sequencing provisions of this chapter; 

i.  A description of measures taken to protect and enhance existing habitat connections 
with other natural areas; 

j.  Site maps and site plans depicting delineated critical areas and buffers, impacts of 
the proposal on critical areas and buffers, grading and clearing limits, and other project 
and site-specific information as determined necessary by the director; 

k.  Dimensions of all buffers and distances between critical areas and existing and 
proposed structures and lot lines. 

B.  Minimum Standards for Geological Assessments. A geological assessment is a site investigation 
process to evaluate the on-site geology affecting a subject property and contiguous properties and the 
extent to which geological factors may be impacted by the proposed development activity. 

1.  A field investigation and geological assessment shall be completed to evaluate whether or 
not an active geological hazard area exists within two hundred feet of the site. 

a.  The geological assessment shall be submitted in the form of a geotechnical letter 
when the geologist or geotechnical engineer finds that no active geological hazard area 
exists on or within two hundred feet of the site. The geotechnical letter shall meet the 
minimum required content listed in this section and shall be in the format established 
by the director. 

b.  The geological assessment shall be submitted in the form of a geotechnical report 
when the geologist or geotechnical engineer finds that an active geologically hazardous 
area exists on or within two hundred feet of the proposed project area. The 
geotechnical report shall meet the minimum requirements established by the director 
pursuant to this section. 

2.  A geological assessment shall include a field investigation and may include the use of 
historical air photo analysis, review of public records and documentation, and interviews with 
adjacent property owners or others knowledgeable about the area, etc. 
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3.  A geological assessment shall include the following minimum information and analysis: 

a.  An evaluation of any areas on the site or within two hundred feet of the site that are 
geologically hazardous as set forth in EMC 19.37.080(A), Designation. 

b.  An analysis of the potential impacts of the proposed development activity on any 
geologically hazardous area. The analysis shall include information regarding any 
potential geological hazard that could result from the proposed development either on 
site or off site. For landslide hazard areas, the analysis shall consider the run-out hazard 
of landslide debris to the proposed development that starts upslope, whether the slope 
is part of the subject property or starts off site. 

c.  Identification of any mitigation measures required to eliminate potentially significant 
geological hazards both on the proposed development site and any potentially impacted 
off-site properties. When hazard mitigation is required, the mitigation plan shall 
specifically address how the proposed activity maintains or reduces the preexisting level 
of risk to the site and adjacent properties on a long-term basis. The mitigation plan shall 
include recommendations regarding any long-term maintenance activities that may be 
required to mitigate potential hazards. 

d.  The geological assessment shall document the field investigations, published data 
and references, data and conclusions from past geological assessments or geotechnical 
investigations of the site, site-specific measurements, tests, investigations, or studies, as 
well as the methods of data analysis and calculations that support the results, 
conclusions, and recommendations. 

e.  The geological assessment shall contain a summary of any other information the 
geologist identifies as relevant to the assessment and mitigation of geological hazards. 

C.  Additional Critical Area Report Content for Wetlands. A critical area report for wetlands shall be 
prepared by a qualified professional who is a certified professional wetland scientist, a noncertified 
professional wetland scientist with a minimum of five years of experience in the field of wetland science, 
including experience preparing wetland and stream reports, or a professional who demonstrates 
expertise in wetland science, stream ecology, or fish and wildlife biology to the satisfaction of the 
planning director. 

1.  Wetland shall be rated according to the categories defined by the Washington State 
Department of Ecology Washington State Rating System for Western Washington 2014 Update, 
or as revised (Ecology Publication No. 14-06-029). 

2.  Hydrogeomorphic classification; wetland acreage, and Cowardin classification of vegetation 
communities; and, to the extent possible, hydrologic information such as location and condition 
of inlet/outlets. Provide acreage estimates, classifications, and ratings based on entire wetland 
complexes, not only the portion present on the proposed project site. 

D.  Additional Critical Area Report Content for Biological Assessments (BA). Refer to requirements for 
habitat assessment in subsection E of this section. 
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E.  Additional Critical Area Report Content for Habitat Assessment and Habitat Management Plans 
(HMP).  

1.  Habitat Assessment. All habitat assessments required by this chapter shall include the 
following elements in addition to the general requirements for all critical area reports listed in 
this section: 

a.  A detailed description of the vegetation on and adjacent to the site. 

b.  Identification and a detailed description of any critical fish or wildlife species or 
habitats, including listed threatened or endangered species, as set forth in this chapter, 
on or adjacent to the site and the distance of such habitats or species in relation to the 
site. Describe efforts to determine the status of any critical species in the project area, 
including information on survey methods, timing, and results of surveys for species or 
suitable habitat identification. 

c.  Include any information received from biologists with special expertise on the 
species or habitat type, such as WDFW, Tribal, USFS, or other local, regional, federal, 
and university fish, wildlife and habitat biologists and plant ecologists. Include any such 
conversations in the habitat assessment and cite as personal communication. 

d.  An assessment of the project’s direct and indirect potential impacts and cumulative 
impacts on the subject habitat, including water quality impacts. 

e.  A discussion of potential mitigation measures that would avoid or minimize 
temporary and permanent impacts, proposed mitigation measures, contingency 
measures, and monitoring plans. 

f.  The city may require that the applicant request a separate evaluation of the site by 
WDFW staff to confirm the findings of the habitat assessment. 

g.  Developments in the floodplain must show the one-hundred-year flood elevation 
contour, the floodway boundary, and the protected area boundary on the site plan. 

2.  Habitat Management Plan. The director may require that all or a portion of the following be 
included in a habitat management plan: 

a.  A map drawn to scale or survey showing the following information: 

(1)  All lakes, ponds, streams, wetlands and tidal waters on or adjacent to the 
subject property, including the name (if named), and ordinary high water mark 
of each, and the stream or wetland category consistent with the requirements 
of this chapter; 

(2)  The location and description of the fish and wildlife habitat conservation 
area on the subject property, as well as any potential fish and wildlife habitat 
conservation area within a distance of the subject property that may impact an 
affected species or habitat; and 
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(3)  The location of any observed evidence of use by a species regulated by the 
provisions of the fish and wildlife habitat sections of this chapter. 

b.  An analysis of how the proposed development activities will affect the fish and 
wildlife habitat conservation area and any affected species including the potential 
direct, indirect, and cumulative effects of the proposed action on the regulated species 
and its habitat within the project area. 

c.  Provisions to reduce or eliminate the impacts of the proposed development 
activities on any fish and wildlife habitat conservation area and affected species. The 
HMP should describe components of the project that may benefit or promote the 
recovery of listed species and are included as an integral part of the proposed project. 
These conservation (or mitigation) measures serve to minimize or compensate for 
project effects on the species under review. The following items should be addressed: 

(1)  Provide specific recommendations, as appropriate, to reduce or eliminate 
the adverse effects of the proposed activity. Potential measures include: timing 
restrictions for all or some of the activities; clearing limitations; avoidance of 
specific areas; special construction techniques; HMP conditions; replanting with 
native vegetation; potential of habitat enhancement (i.e., fish passage barrier 
removal); best management practices, etc.; 

(2)  Include a description of proposed monitoring of the species, its habitat, and 
mitigation effectiveness. 

d.  The HMP shall identify the specific habitat objectives the HMP is designed to achieve 
and include recommendations regarding all actions taken which are necessary to avoid 
reducing the likelihood that the species will maintain and reproduce over the long term, 
and/or actions to maintain or enhance the significant features present. 

19.37.075 WETLANDS, STREAMS AND LAKES—MITIGATION PLANS—REQUIRED CONTENT. 

A.  Wetland and buffer impact mitigation plans shall: 

1.  Include a baseline study that quantifies the existing wetland and buffer functions, functions 
that will be lost, and the functions after mitigation. This could involve assessing functions using 
Calculating Credits and Debits for Compensatory Mitigation in Wetlands of Western 
Washington: Final Report, March 2012, Washington State Department of Ecology Publication 
No. 10-06-011, or as amended; 

2.  Specify how functions will be preserved or replaced; 

3.  Specify how impacts will be avoided, minimized or compensated for; 

4.  Assess the potential changes in wetland hydroperiod from the proposed project and identify 
how the project design will mitigate adverse impacts to the wetland hydroperiod; 
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5.  Describe the future vegetation community types for monitoring years, including dominant 
vegetation expected. Plants shall be native species, commercially available or available from 
local sources, high in food and cover value for fish and wildlife, and mostly perennial; 

6.  Specify when mitigation will occur relative to project construction and to the requirements 
of permits issued by other agencies; 

7.  Include measurable criteria for evaluating whether the performance goals of the mitigation 
proposal have been met, and include provisions for maintenance and monitoring the mitigated 
area on a long-term basis to determine whether the plan was successful; 

8.  Include a contingency plan specifying what corrective actions will be taken to achieve 
performance goals should the mitigation not be successful; and 

9.  Include provisions for an assurance device as provided by Chapter 19.40 to ensure that work 
is completed in accordance with the mitigation plan, that maintenance and monitoring occur on 
a regular basis, and that restoration or rehabilitation is performed in accordance with the 
contingency plan if mitigation failure results within five years of implementation. The 
construction performance guarantees shall not be released until the applicant’s qualified 
professional and the planning director sign off to indicate that construction has been completed 
as planned. A separate performance assurance device shall be required for maintenance, 
monitoring, and contingency. This guarantee shall not be released until the applicant’s qualified 
professional and the planning director sign off that maintenance and monitoring have been 
completed per the plan, and the mitigation meets performance goals. 

B.  Stream, lake and buffer impact mitigation plans shall: 

1.  Include a baseline study that quantifies the existing functions of the system, functions that 
will be lost, and the stream and buffer functions after mitigation; 

2.  Specify how functions will be replaced; 

3.  Specify when mitigation will occur relative to project construction and to the requirements 
of permits issued by other agencies; 

4.  Where buffer enhancement is proposed, include an analysis of the ability of the buffer to 
protect water quality, as outlined in the Update on Wetland Buffers: The State of the Science, 
Final Report, October 2013, Washington State Department of Ecology Publication No. 13-06-11, 
or as amended; 

5.  Include provisions for maintaining and monitoring the mitigated area on a long-term basis to 
determine whether the plan was successful; 

6.  Include a contingency plan specifying what corrective actions will be taken should the 
mitigation not be successful; and 

7.  Include provisions for an assurance device as provided by Chapter 19.40 EMC to ensure that 
work is completed in accordance with the mitigation plan and that restoration or rehabilitation 
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is performed in accordance with the contingency plan if mitigation failure results within five 
years of implementation. 

C.  Construction Plans. Construction plans necessary to implement requirements of the detailed 
mitigation plan shall be provided prior to issuance of construction permits. Plans shall include the 
proposed construction sequencing and timing; surface and subsurface hydrologic conditions, including 
proposed hydrologic regimes for compensatory mitigation areas; grading and excavation details, erosion 
and sediment control measures; a planting plan specifying plant species, quantities, location, size, 
spacing, density, proper placement, fertilization standards, and provisions for temporary irrigation 
systems. 

19.37.076 CRITICAL AREA REPORTS—ALTERNATIVE BEST AVAILABLE SCIENCE ANALYSIS. 

The planning director may, using the review process described in EMC Title 15, Local Project Review 
Procedures, authorize a modification to the standards in this chapter as follows: 

A.  An applicant must submit a critical area study by a qualified professional that documents that the 
proposed development design/standards will result in a net improvement of the functions of the critical 
area over that which would be obtained by applying the standard prescriptive measures contained in 
this chapter. The study must address best available science as it relates to the critical area functions. 

B.  The study must be circulated to appropriate state and federal resource agencies for review and 
comment opportunity prior to planning director authorization. 

C.  The development design/standards may include, but are not necessarily limited to, measures 
prescribed in an approved watershed conservation plan or other similar conservation plan that 
addresses critical areas protection consistent with this section. 

D.  The proposed design/standards must not be materially detrimental to the public welfare or injurious 
to property or improvements in the vicinity and zone in which the subject property is located. 

19.37.080 GEOLOGICALLY HAZARDOUS AREAS. 

A.  Designation. The following geologically hazardous areas shall not be altered except as otherwise 
provided by this chapter: 

1.  Landslide hazard areas: 

a.  Those areas defined as high and very high/severe risk of landslide hazard in the 
Dames and Moore Methodology for the Inventory, Classification and Designation of 
Geologically Hazardous Areas, City of Everett, Washington: July 1, 1991, or as revised 
through best available science: 

(1)  Very high/severe: slopes greater than fifteen percent in the Qtb, Qw, and 
Qls geologic units; and slopes greater than fifteen percent with uncontrolled fill. 

(2)  High: slopes greater than forty percent in all other geologic units (not Qtb, 
Qw, and Qls or uncontrolled fill). 
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b.  Those areas defined as medium risk of landslide hazard in the Dames and Moore 
Methodology for Inventory, Classification and Designation of Geologically Hazardous 
Areas, City of Everett, Washington: July 1, 1991, or as revised through best available 
science, when combined with springs or seeps, immature vegetation, and/or no 
vegetation: 

(1)  Slopes less than fifteen percent for Qtb, Qw, and Qls geologic units and 
uncontrolled fill. 

(2)  Slopes of twenty-five percent to forty percent in all other geologic units. 

c.  Any area with all three of the following characteristics: 

(1)  Slopes greater than fifteen percent; and 

(2)  Hillsides intersecting geologic contacts with a relatively permeable 
sediment overlying a relatively impermeable sediment or bedrock; and 

(3)  Springs, ground water seepage, or saturated soils. 

d.  Any area which has shown movement during the Holocene epoch (from ten 
thousand years ago to the present) or which is underlain or covered by mass wastage 
debris of that epoch. 

e.  Any area potentially unstable as a result of rapid stream incision, stream bank 
erosion or undercutting by wave action. 

f.  Areas of historic failures, including areas of unstable, old and recent landslides or 
landslide debris within a head scarp, and areas exhibiting geomorphological features 
indicative of past slope failure, such as hummocky ground, slumps, earthflows, 
mudflows, etc. 

g.  Any area with a slope of forty percent or steeper and with a vertical relief of fifteen 
or more feet, except those manmade slopes created under the design and inspection of 
a geotechnical professional, or slopes composed of consolidated rock. 

h.  Areas that are at risk of landslide due to high seismic hazard. 

i.  Areas that are at risk of landslides or mass movement due to severe erosion hazards. 

2.  Seismic/liquefaction hazard areas: 

a.  Those areas mapped as seismic/liquefaction hazards per the Dames and Moore 
Methodology for the Inventory, Classification and Designation of Geologically Hazardous 
Areas, City of Everett, Washington: July 1, 1991, or as revised through best available 
science. 
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b.  Those areas mapped as high and moderate to high liquefaction susceptibility on the 
Liquefaction Susceptibility Map of Snohomish County, Washington, Washington State 
Department of Natural Resources, Palmer, Stephen, et al., September, 2004. 

3.  Erosion hazard areas: 

a.  Those areas defined as high and very high/severe risk of erosion in the Dames and 
Moore Methodology for the Inventory, Classification and Designation of Geologically 
Hazardous Areas, City of Everett, Washington: July 1, 1991, or as revised through best 
available science: 

(1)  High erosion hazard areas include slopes of twenty-five to forty percent in 
Qva and Qal geologic units; and slopes of greater than forty percent in other 
(not Qva or Qal) geologic units. 

(2)  Very high/severe erosion hazard areas include slopes of greater than forty 
percent in Qva and Qal geologic units. 

b.  Those areas defined as medium risk of erosion in the Dames and Moore 
Methodology for the Inventory, Classification and Designation of Geologically Hazardous 
Areas, City of Everett, Washington: July 1, 1991, or as revised through best available 
science, when they contain debris and mud flows, gullying or rifling, immature 
vegetation, or no vegetation: 

(1)  Slopes of twenty-five to forty percent in other (not Qva or Qal) geologic 
units. 

4.  Other areas which the city has reason to believe are geologically hazardous. 

B.  Geologically Hazardous Slope Setbacks and Slope Protection.  

1.  Geotechnical Assessment Requirements. Development proposals on or within two hundred 
feet of any area designated as or which, based on site-specific field investigation, the city has 
reason to believe are geologically hazardous areas shall submit a geological assessment as 
required by subsection F of this section. 

2.  The setback buffer requirement shall be based upon information contained in a geological 
assessment, and shall be measured on a horizontal plane from a vertical line established at the 
edge of the geologically hazardous area limits (both from the top and toe of slope). In the event 
that a specific setback buffer is not included in the recommendation of the geological 
assessment, the setback buffer shall be based upon the standards contained in Chapter 19.18 of 
the International Building Code (IBC), or as the IBC is updated and amended. 

a.  If the geological assessment recommends setback buffers that are less than the 
standard buffers that would result from application of Chapter 19.18 of the IBC, the 
specific rationale and basis for the reduced buffers shall be clearly articulated in the 
geological assessment. 
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b.  The city may require larger setback buffer widths under any of the following 
circumstances: 

(1)  The land is susceptible to severe erosion and erosion control measures will 
not effectively prevent adverse impacts. 

(2)  The area has a severe risk of slope failure or downslope stormwater 
drainage impacts. 

(3)  The increased buffer is necessary to protect public health, safety and 
welfare based upon findings and recommendations of the geological 
assessment. 

3.  Unless otherwise permitted as part of an approved alteration, the setback buffers required 
by this subsection shall be maintained in native vegetation to provide additional soil stability 
and erosion control. If the buffer area has been cleared, it shall be replanted with native 
vegetation in conjunction with any proposed development activity. 

4.  The city may impose seasonal restrictions on clearing and grading within two hundred feet 
of any geologically hazardous areas. 

C.  Permitted Alterations. Unless associated with another critical area, the planning director, using the 
review process described in EMC Title 15, Local Project Review Procedures, may allow alteration of an 
area identified as a geologically hazardous area or the setback buffers specified in the IBC if an approved 
geotechnical report demonstrates that: 

1.  The proposed development will not create a hazard to the subject property, surrounding 
properties or rights-of-way, or erosion or sedimentation to off-site properties or bodies of 
water; 

2.  The proposal addresses the existing geological constraints of the site, including an 
assessment of soils and hydrology; 

3.  The proposed method of construction will reduce erosion potential, landslide and seismic 
hazard potential, and will improve or not adversely affect the stability of slopes; 

4.  The proposal uses construction techniques which minimize disruption of existing topography 
and natural vegetation; 

5.  The proposal is consistent with the purposes and provisions of this chapter and mitigates 
any permitted impacts to critical areas in the vicinity of the proposal; 

6.  The proposal mitigates all impacts identified in the geotechnical letter or geotechnical 
report; 

7.  All utilities and access roads or driveways to and within the site are located so as to require 
the minimum amount of modification to slopes, vegetation or geologically hazardous areas; and 

https://everett.municipal.codes/EMC/15
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8.  The improvements are certified as safe as designed and under anticipated conditions by a 
geologist. 

D.  Additional Requirements. As part of any approval of development on or adjacent to geologically 
hazardous areas or within the setback buffers required by subsection B of this section: 

1.  The city shall require: 

a.  Geologically hazardous areas not approved for alteration and their buffers shall be 
placed in a critical area protective covenant or tract as required by EMC 19.37.220; 

b.  Any geologically hazardous area or required setback buffer that is allowed to be 
altered subject to the provisions of this chapter shall be subject to a covenant of 
notification and indemnification/hold harmless agreement in a form acceptable to the 
city attorney. Such document shall identify any limitations placed on the approved 
alterations. 

2.  The city may require: 

a.  The presence of a geologist on the site to supervise during clearing, grading, filling 
and construction activities which may affect geologically hazardous areas, and provide 
the city with certification that the construction is in compliance with his/her 
recommendations and has met with his/her approval, and other relevant information 
concerning the geologically hazardous conditions of the site; 

b.  Vegetation and other soil-stabilizing structures or materials be retained or provided; 

c.  Long-term maintenance of slopes and on-site drainage systems. 

E.  Prohibited Alterations. Modification of geologically hazardous areas shall be prohibited under the 
following circumstances: 

1.  Where geologically hazardous slopes are located in a stream, wetland, and/or a fish and 
wildlife habitat conservation area or their required buffers, alteration of the slopes is not 
permitted, except as allowed under EMC 19.37.050. The required buffer for such slopes shall be 
determined through the site-specific geological assessment, but in no case shall be less than 
twenty-five feet from the top of slopes of twenty-five percent and greater. 

2.  Any proposed alteration that would result in the creation of or which would increase or 
exacerbate existing geological hazards, or which would result in substantial unmitigated 
geological hazards either on site or off site, shall be prohibited. 

F.  Geological Assessment. A geological assessment is a site investigation process to evaluate the on-site 
geology affecting a subject property and contiguous properties and the extent to which geological 
factors may be impacted by the proposed development activity. 

1.  Geological assessments shall be submitted to the department for review and approval as 
part of the integrated permit review process described in EMC Title 15, Local Project Review 
Procedures. The department shall review the geological assessment and either: 
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a.  Accept the geological assessment; or 

b.  Reject the geological assessment and require revisions or additional information. 

2.  When the geological assessment has been accepted, the department shall issue a decision 
on the land use permit application as provided for in EMC Title 15, Local Project Review 
Procedures. 

3.  A geological assessment for a specific site may be valid for a period of up to five years when 
the proposed land use activity and site conditions affecting the site are unchanged. However, if 
any surface and subsurface conditions associated with the site change during that five-year 
period or if there is new information about a geological hazard, the applicant may be required to 
submit an amendment to the geological assessment. 

19.37.085 WETLAND AND STREAM PRESERVATION AND PROTECTION GOALS—MITIGATION 
SEQUENCING. 

A.  Preservation and Protection Goals. It is the short-term goal of this chapter that there be no net loss 
of the functions and values of all critical areas regulated by this chapter. An additional goal is no net loss 
of wetland acreage. The long-term goal is a net gain in functions and values. To realize critical area 
preservation goals, the city will require the following methods of impact mitigation in order of 
preference: 

1.  Avoid impact altogether by not taking a certain action or parts of an action; 

2.  Minimize impact by limiting the degree or magnitude of the action and its implementation 
by using appropriate technology, or by taking affirmative steps to avoid or reduce impact; 

3.  Rectify the impact by repairing, rehabilitating or restoring the affected critical areas; 

4.  Reduce or eliminate the impact over time by prevention and maintenance operations during 
the life of the actions; 

5.  Compensate for the impact by replacing, enhancing, or providing substitute wetland areas 
and environments; 

6.  Monitor the impact and take appropriate corrective measures. 

Where impacts cannot be avoided, the applicant shall seek to implement other appropriate mitigation 
actions. 

19.37.090 WETLAND DESIGNATION, DELINEATION, MAPPING AND RATING—LAKES. 

A.  Wetland Delineation. Identification of wetlands and delineation of their boundaries pursuant to this 
chapter shall be done in accordance with the approved federal wetland delineation manual and 
applicable regional supplements. All areas within the city meeting the wetland designation criteria in 
that procedure are hereby designated critical areas and are subject to the provisions of this chapter. 

B.  The approximate location and extent of known or suspected wetlands are shown on the city’s critical 
area maps. These maps shall be used as a guide for the city, applicants and/or property owners, and 
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may be updated as new wetlands are identified. The exact location of a wetland boundary shall be 
determined through field investigation by a qualified professional applying the approved federal 
wetland delineation manual and applicable regional supplements methods and procedures. 

C.  Wetlands shall be rated and regulated according to the categories defined by the Washington State 
Department of Ecology Washington State Wetland Rating System for Western Washington 2014 Update, 
or as revised (Ecology Publication No. 14-06-029). Wetlands, as defined by this chapter, shall be 
classified as category I, category II, category III, or category IV. 

1.  Category I wetlands are those that: (a) represent a unique or rare wetland type; or (b) are 
more sensitive to disturbance than most wetlands; or (c) are relatively undisturbed and contain 
ecological attributes that are impossible to replace within a human lifetime; or (d) provide a very 
high level of function. All wetlands that meet one or more of the following criteria shall be 
considered category I wetlands: 

a.  Bogs; 

b.  Mature forested wetlands larger than one acre; 

c.  Wetlands that perform a very high level of function as evidenced by a score of 
twenty-three points or more on the Wetland Rating Form—Western Washington. 

2.  Category II wetlands are ecologically important and provide a high level of function. They are 
difficult but not impossible to replace. Wetlands that meet the following criteria shall be 
considered category II wetlands: 

a.  Wetlands that do not meet the criteria of category I wetlands; 

b.  A wetland identified by the State Department of Natural Resources as containing 
“sensitive” plant species; 

c.  Wetlands with high functions and values as indicated by a score of twenty to twenty-
two points on the Wetland Rating System Form—Western Washington. 

3.  Category III wetlands provide a moderate level of functions. They are typically more 
disturbed, smaller, and/or more isolated in the landscape than category I or II wetlands. 
Wetlands that meet the following criteria shall be considered category III wetlands: 

a.  Wetlands that score sixteen to nineteen points on the Wetland Rating Form—
Western Washington. 

4.  Category IV wetlands provide the lowest level of function and are often heavily disturbed, 
but still provide important functions. Category IV wetlands include: 

a.  All wetlands that score nine to fifteen points on the Wetland Rating Form—Western 
Washington. 

19.37.100 WETLAND CRITICAL AREA REPORT CRITERIA. 

Repealed by Ord. 3676-19.  
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19.37.110 STANDARD WETLAND BUFFER WIDTH REQUIREMENTS. 

A.  Standard Buffer Width.  

1.  The following buffer widths listed in Tables 37.2 and 37.3 apply to all wetlands within the 
city of Everett. Buffer widths have been established in accordance with the best available 
science. Buffers are based on the category of wetland and the habitat score as determined by a 
qualified wetland professional using the Washington State Wetland Rating System for Western 
Washington: 2014 Update (Ecology Publication No. 14-06029, or as revised and approved by 
Ecology). 

When feasible, a relatively undisturbed vegetated corridor at least one hundred feet wide must be 
protected between the wetland and any nearby priority habitat. Presence or absence of a nearby 
habitat must be confirmed by a qualified biologist. If there is a presence of a nearby priority habitat and 
if the wetland has a habitat function score of six or more, a one-hundred-foot-wide relatively 
undisturbed, vegetated corridor must be provided between the wetland and other priority habitats if 
there is a corridor available to provide. If a corridor is available and is not set aside into an easement or 
tract, the buffers listed in Table 37.2 apply. 

User instructions: Use the following two tables to determine wetland buffers. Table 37.2 
includes the standard buffers without utilizing the general mitigation measures described below. 
The reduced buffers in Table 37.3 apply to projects when the applicant elects to incorporate all 
general mitigation measures. If priority habitat is not present, use Table 37.3. 

Table 37.2: Standard Wetland Buffers without General Mitigation Measures 
CRITICAL AREA BUFFER WIDTHS (feet) 

WETLAND CATEGORY 
HABITAT FUNCTION SCORES 

3-5 6-7 8-9 
I 100 150 300 

Based on total score or forested    

I 250 300 

Bogs    

I 200 

Estuarine    

II 100 150 300 

Based on total score    

II 150 

Estuarine    

III 80 150 300 

IV 50 
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Table 37.3: Reduced Wetland Buffers When General Mitigation Measures Are Applied 

WETLAND 
CATEGORY WETLAND TYPE 

HABITAT FUNCTION SCORES 

3-5 6-7 8-9 

BUFFER WIDTHS (in feet) 
I All including forested except those 

listed below 
75 110 225 

I Bogs 190 225 

II All except estuarine 75 110 225 

II Estuarine 110 

III 60 110 225 

IV 40 

2.  The standard buffer widths required by this chapter presume the existence of a relatively 
intact native vegetated community including native tree cover, shrub understory and ground 
cover. If the existing buffer is unvegetated, sparsely vegetated, or vegetated with invasive 
species, the buffer vegetation shall be enhanced or restored to the width required by this 
section. The vegetation shall include native plant communities that are appropriate for the 
Puget Lowland ecoregion or with a plant community that provides similar functions. 

B.  Increased Standard Wetland Buffer Width. The minimum buffer width stated in subsection A of this 
section shall be increased: 

1.  When the minimum buffer for a wetland extends into an area with a slope of greater than 
twenty-five percent, the buffer shall be the greater of: 

a.  The minimum buffer for that particular wetland; or 

b.  Twenty-five feet beyond the point where the slope becomes twenty-five percent or 
less for at least a horizontal distance of ten feet; 

2.  When the wetland is used by salmonids, plant and/or animal species proposed or listed by 
the federal government or state as endangered, threatened, rare, candidate, sensitive or 
monitored; or has critical or outstanding potential habitat for those species or has unusual 
nesting or resting sites such as heron rookeries or raptor nesting trees, and the increased buffer 
is necessary to protect such habitat; 

3.  When a habitat assessment or habitat management plan is required by EMC 19.37.190 and 
an increased buffer is necessary to protect critical habitat or affected species, the buffer shall be 
the buffer in the approved habitat assessment or habitat management plan; 

4.  When the adjacent land is classified as a geologically hazardous area, the buffer shall be the 
greater of the standard wetland buffer or the setback buffer required by EMC 19.37.080; 

5.  When the standard buffer has minimal or degraded vegetative cover that cannot be 
improved through enhancement; or 
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6.  When the city finds, based upon a site-specific wetland analysis, that impacts on the wetland from a 
proposed development can only be mitigated by a greater buffer width. 

C.  General Mitigation Measures. Implementation of all of the following general mitigation measures 
allows use of the reduced wetland buffers listed in Table 37.3: 

1.  Direct lights away from the wetland. 

2.  Locate activity that generates noise away from the wetland. 

3.  Route all new, untreated runoff away from the wetland while ensuring wetland is not 
dewatered. 

4.  Establish covenants limiting use of pesticides within one hundred fifty feet of the wetland. 

5.  Apply integrated pest management. 

6.  Retrofit stormwater detention and treatment for roads and existing adjacent development. 

7.  Prevent channelized flow from lawns that directly enters the buffer. 

8.  Infiltrate or treat, detain, and disperse into buffer new runoff from impervious surfaces and 
new lawns. 

9.  Use privacy fencing; plant dense vegetation to delineated buffer edge and discourage 
disturbance using vegetation appropriate for the ecoregion; place the wetland and its buffer in a 
separate tract. 

10.  Use best management practices to control dust. 

D.  Where wetland functions have been improved due to voluntary implementation of an approved 
stewardship, restoration and/or enhancement plan that is not associated with required mitigation or 
enforcement, the standard wetland buffer width shall be determined based on the previously 
established wetland category and habitat score as documented in the approved stewardship and 
enhancement plan. 

19.37.120 WETLAND ALTERATION THRESHOLDS AND COMPENSATION. 

A.  Wetland Preservation/Alteration Thresholds.  

1.  Category I Wetlands. All category I wetlands shall be preserved except as provided in this 
chapter. The planning director, using the review process as described in EMC Title 15, Local 
Project Review Procedures, may allow alteration of category I wetlands: 

a.  Where alteration is allowed pursuant to EMC 19.37.050; or 

b.  The alteration is to allow a public park or public recreational use; provided, that 
there is no feasible and reasonable alternative to making the alteration and the 
alteration does not act to degrade the functions of the wetland, or the alteration 
proposed has a reasonable likelihood of being fully mitigated; 
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2.  Category II, III, and IV Wetlands. All category II, III, and IV wetlands shall be preserved except 
as provided in this chapter. The planning director, using the review process described in EMC 
Title 15, Local Project Review Procedures, may allow alteration of category II wetlands: 

a.  Where alteration is allowed pursuant to EMC 19.37.050; or 

b.  Where impacts cannot be avoided, and the applicant demonstrates through a 
mitigation sequencing analysis that reduction in the size, scope, configuration, or 
density of the project as proposed and all alternative designs of the project as proposed 
that would avoid or result in less adverse impact on a regulated wetland or its buffer are 
not feasible and will not accomplish the basic purpose of the project; 

3.  Category I, II, III, and IV Wetlands in the Silver Lake Watershed. When alteration of wetlands 
in the Silver Lake Watershed is allowed in subsections A.1 and A.2 of this section, the applicant 
must also demonstrate to the satisfaction of the planning director and public works director that 
such activities will result in an enhancement of wetlands which improves the water quality 
functions of the wetland, or will improve the other functions of the wetland if the water quality 
functions of the wetland will not be degraded. Any such proposed activities shall be reviewed 
using the review process described in EMC Title 15, Local Project Review Procedures; 

4.  The director may approve alteration of wetlands and buffers when proposed to restore or 
enhance wetland functions. 

B.  Compensating for Wetland Impacts. Wetland and buffer alteration allowed by this section shall be 
subject to the following requirements: 

1.  Each activity/use shall be designed so as to minimize overall wetland or buffer alteration to 
the greatest extent possible. 

2.  Construction techniques and field marking of areas to be disturbed shall be approved by the 
city prior to site disturbance to ensure minimal encroachment. 

3.  A mitigation plan shall be prepared in accordance with subsection C of this section. 

4.  The city may require the applicant to rehabilitate a wetland or its buffer by removing debris, 
sediment, nonnative vegetation, or other material detrimental to the area by replanting 
disturbed vegetation, or by other means deemed appropriate by the city. Rehabilitation or 
restoration may be required at any time that a condition detrimental to water quality or habitat 
exists. 

5.  Wetland Compensation Ratios. In approving alteration or relocation of a wetland, the city 
shall require that an area larger than the altered portion of the wetland be provided as 
compensation for destruction of the functions of the altered wetland and to ensure that such 
functions are replaced. The ratios in this section apply to creation, restoration, and 
enhancement which is in-kind (within the same hydrogeomorphic (HGM) class), on or adjacent 
to the site, timed prior to or concurrent with alteration, and has a high probability of success. 
The city may accept or recommend compensation which is off site and/or out-of-kind, if the 
applicant can demonstrate that on-site compensation is infeasible due to constraints such as 
parcel size or wetland type or that a wetland of a different type or location is justified based on 

https://everett.municipal.codes/EMC/15
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regional needs or functions. When mitigating allowed impacts to wetlands, the standard ratios 
in Table 37.4 shall be used, except as otherwise provided below in this subsection. 

Table 37.4: Standard Wetland Compensation Ratios 
Category 
and 
Type of 
Wetland 
Impacts 

Reestablishment 
or Creation 

Rehabilitation 
Only1 

Reestablishment 
or Creation (R/C) 
and Rehabilitation 
(RH)1 

Reestablishment 
or Creation (R/C) 
and Enhancement 
(E)1 

Enhancement 
Only1 

All 
category 
IV 

1.5:1 3:1 1:1 R/C and 1:1 RH 1:1 R/C and 2:1 E 6:1 

All 
category 
III 

2:1 4:1 1:1 R/C and 2:1 RH 1:1 R/C and 4:1 E 8:1 

Category 
II 
Estuarine 

Case-by-case 4:1 
Rehabilitation of 
an estuarine 

Case-by-case Case-by-case Case-by-case 

All other 
category 
II 

3:1 6:1 1:1 R/C and 4:1 RH 1:1 R/C and 8:1 E 12:1 

Category 
I 
Forested 

6:1 12:1 1:1 R/C and 10:1 RH 1:1 R/C and 20:1 E 24:1 

Category 
I 
Based on 
score for 
functions 

4:1 8:1 1:1 R/C and 6:1 RH 1:1 R/C and 12:1 E 16:1 

Category 
I 
Bog 

Not considered 
possible2 

6:1 
Rehabilitation of a 
bog 

R/C Not considered 
possible2 

R/C Not considered 
possible2 

Case-by-case 

Category 
I 
Estuarine 

Case-by-case 6:1 
Rehabilitation of 
an estuarine 

Case-by-case Case-by-case Case-by-case 

NOTE: Preservation is discussed in the following section. 

Creation = The manipulation of the physical, chemical, or biological characteristics present to develop a wetland on an 
upland or deepwater site, where a wetland did not previously exist. Activities typically involve excavation of upland 
soils to elevation that will produce a wetland hydroperiod, create hydric soils, and support the growth of hydrophytic 
plant species. Establishment results in a gain in wetland acres. 

Reestablishment = The manipulation of the physical, chemical, or biological characteristics of a site with the goal of 
returning natural or historic functions to a former wetland. Activities could include removing fill material, plugging 
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Category 
and 
Type of 
Wetland 
Impacts 

Reestablishment 
or Creation 

Rehabilitation 
Only1 

Reestablishment 
or Creation (R/C) 
and Rehabilitation 
(RH)1 

Reestablishment 
or Creation (R/C) 
and Enhancement 
(E)1 

Enhancement 
Only1 

ditches, or breaking drain tiles. Activities could also involve breaching a dike to reconnect wetlands to a floodplain or 
return tidal influence to a wetland. Reestablishment results in a gain in wetland acres. 

Rehabilitation = The manipulation of the physical, chemical, or biological characteristics of a site with the goal of 
repairing natural or historic function of a degraded wetland. Activities could involve breaching a dike or reconnecting 
wetland to a floodplain or returning tidal influence to a wetland. Rehabilitation results in a gain in wetland function but 
does not result in a gain in wetland acres. 

Enhancement = The manipulation of the physical, chemical or biological characteristics of a wetland site to heighten, 
intensify or improve functions or to change the growth stage or composition of the vegetation present. Enhancement 
is undertaken for specified purposes such as water quality improvement, flood water retention or habitat. Activities 
typically consist of planting vegetation, controlling nonnative or invasive species, modifying the site elevation or the 
proportion of open water to influence hydroperiods, or some combination of these. Enhancement results in a change 
in some wetland functions and can lead to a decline in other wetland functions, but does not result in a gain in wetland 
acres. 

1 These ratios are based on the assumption that the rehabilitation or enhancement actions implemented 
represent the average degree of improvement possible for the site. Proposals to implement more 
effective rehabilitation or enhancement actions may result in a lower ratio, while less effective actions 
may result in a higher ratio. The distinction between rehabilitation and enhancement is not clear-cut. 
Instead, rehabilitation and enhancement actions span a continuum. Proposals that fall within the gray 
area between rehabilitation and enhancement will result in a ratio that lies between the ratios for 
rehabilitation and the ratios for enhancement. 

2 Bogs are considered irreplaceable wetlands because they perform some special functions that cannot 
be replaced through compensatory mitigation. Impacts to such wetlands would therefore result in a net 
loss of some functions no matter what kind of compensation is proposed. 

a.  Increased Mitigation Ratios. The city may increase the ratios under any one of the 
following circumstances: 

(1)  Uncertainty as to the probable success of the proposed restoration or 
creation; 

(2)  Significant period of time between destruction and replication of wetland 
functions; 

(3)  The proposed mitigation will result in a lower category wetland or 
projected losses in functions relative to the wetland being impacted; 

(4)  The relocation is off site or the replacement is with out-of-kind 
compensation; 

(5)  The wetland has been illegally filled or altered. 
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b.  Decreased Mitigation Ratios. The city may decrease these ratios under the following 
circumstances: 

(1)  Documentation by a qualified wetland specialist demonstrates that the 
proposed mitigation actions have a very high likelihood of success. 

(2)  Documentation by a qualified wetland specialist demonstrates that the 
proposed mitigation actions will provide significantly greater functions than the 
wetland being impacted. 

(3)  The mitigation actions are conducted in advance of the impact and have 
been shown to be successful. 

c.  In lieu of the ratios described above, mitigation ratios may be calculated in one of 
the following ways: 

(1)  Using the method in Calculating Credits and Debits for Compensatory 
Mitigation in Wetlands of Western Washington: Final Report, March 2012, 
Washington State Department of Ecology Publication No. 10-06-011, or as 
amended. 

(2)  For properties designated “urban mixed-use industrial” in the city’s 
shoreline master program, the applicant shall use the Snohomish Estuary 
Wetland Integration Plan (SEWIP, 1997) and Salmon Overlay (2001) for projects 
that include wetland compensation. Per Table 37.4, mitigation ratios for 
estuarine wetlands shall be determined on a case-by-case basis. 

d.  In no case shall the mitigation acreage be less than that which is altered. 

6.  When wetland compensation is allowed, the city may require that the wetland 
compensation be completed and functioning prior to allowing the existing wetland to be filled 
or altered. For category I wetlands, the city shall require the relocated wetland area to be 
completed and functioning prior to allowing the existing wetland to be altered. 

7.  The city may limit certain development activities near a wetland to specific months in order 
to minimize impacts on wetland functions. 

8.  The city may apply additional conditions or restrictions or require specific construction 
techniques in order to minimize impacts on wetland functions. 

9.  Wetland compensation shall not occur in areas having high-quality terrestrial habitat. 

10.  When wetland compensation is allowed, mitigation areas shall be located to preserve or 
achieve contiguous wildlife habitat corridors to minimize the isolation and fragmenting effects 
of development on habitat areas. 

11.  When wetland creation is proposed, all required buffers for the creation site shall be 
located on the proposed creation site, except where mitigation banking is used to purchase 
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buffer credits. Properties adjacent to or abutting wetland creation projects shall not be 
responsible for providing any additional buffer requirements. 

12.  In-Lieu Fee Mitigation. In-lieu fee (ILF) mitigation is a program involving the restoration, 
establishment, enhancement, and/or preservation of aquatic resources through funds paid to a 
program sponsor to satisfy compensatory mitigation requirements for unavoidable impacts to 
wetlands and other aquatic resources. Per federal rule, sponsorship of ILF programs is limited to 
governmental, tribal, or nonprofit natural resource management entities. Similar to a wetland 
mitigation bank, an ILF program sells credits to permittees whose unavoidable impacts occur 
within a specified geographic area (service area). When credits are purchased from the ILF 
program, the permittee’s obligation to provide compensatory mitigation is then transferred to 
the ILF program sponsor. The sponsor is then required to implement mitigation within a 
specified time frame, working with regulatory agencies to make sure impacts are fully mitigated. 
ILF programs are approved by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and the Washington State 
Department of Ecology. The city may allow compensation for unavoidable impacts to wetlands 
through contribution to an approved ILF program. 

C.  Wetland and Buffer Mitigation Plans. When wetland or buffer alteration or buffer reduction is 
permitted by this chapter, a mitigation plan shall be required to describe the methods the applicant will 
use to minimize impacts to wetland functions. A detailed mitigation plan shall be approved by the city 
prior to any development activity occurring on a lot upon which wetland or wetland buffer alteration, 
restoration, creation or enhancement is proposed. See EMC 19.37.075 for required wetland mitigation 
plan content. 

19.37.125 WETLAND MITIGATION BANKS. 

A.  Wetland mitigation banks are sites where wetlands are restored, created, enhanced, or, in 
exceptional circumstances, preserved, expressly for the purpose of providing compensatory mitigation 
in advance of authorized impacts to similar resources. Banks typically involve the consolidation of many 
small wetland mitigation projects into a larger, potentially more ecologically valuable site. Such 
consolidation encourages greater diversity of habitat and wetland functions. It also helps create more 
sustainable systems. Banks provide a greater likelihood of success over permittee-responsible mitigation 
projects, since the banks are up and running before unavoidable damage occurs to a wetland(s) at 
another site. 

1.  The city may allow wetland mitigation banking in lieu of other forms of wetland impact 
mitigation when the mitigation site being used for the credit allowed pursuant to this section is 
either a wetland created from a site which was previously nonwetland, a wetland of lesser size 
or functional value than the wetland being altered, or where the mitigation bank site 
substantially increases wetland functions in the watershed within which it is located. Under the 
wetland mitigation banking process, alteration of a wetland on the development site shall occur 
only when the created or enhanced wetland is successfully functioning in accordance with an 
approved wetland mitigation plan. The created or enhanced wetland shall have a higher 
wetland function rating than that being altered. In evaluating a wetland mitigation banking 
proposal, the planning director shall determine the amount of credit given for mitigation 
banking using the ratios described in EMC 19.37.120.B.5 as a guide. The amount of credit will be 
dependent upon the functions of the wetland being altered and the wetland being used for 
mitigation banking. The city, using the review process described in EMC Title 15, Local Project 
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Review Procedures, may allow wetland mitigation banking under any of the following 
circumstances: 

a.  When alteration is allowed pursuant to the “reasonable use” exception as provided 
in EMC 19.37.050(B)(6); 

b.  When alteration is allowed for a water-dependent or water-related use; 

c.  When on-site or off-site mitigation in the immediate vicinity of the project is not 
reasonable; 

d.  When the wetland being altered is of a lower quality and has lesser functions than 
the wetland which is being used for the mitigation banking. 

2.  Wetland mitigation banks may be approved under the provisions of Chapter 173-700 WAC. 
For any wetland mitigation bank certified under Chapter 173-700 WAC, credits from a wetland 
bank may be approved for use as compensation for unavoidable impacts to wetlands when: 

a.  The director determines that the wetland mitigation bank provides appropriate 
compensation for the authorized impacts. 

b.  The proposed use of credits is consistent with the terms and conditions of the bank’s 
certification. 

c.  Replacement ratios for projects using bank credits shall be consistent with the terms 
and conditions of the bank’s certification. 

a. d.  Credits from a certified wetland mitigation bank may be used to compensate for 
impacts located within the service area specified in the bank’s certification. In some 
cases, bank service areas may include portions of more than one adjacent drainage 
basin for specific wetland functions. 

19.37.130 AREAS OF SPECIAL FLOOD HAZARD. 

Areas of special flood hazard shall be governed by the provisions of Chapter 19.30. 

19.37.140 FISH AND WILDLIFE HABITAT CONSERVATION AREAS DESIGNATION AND MAPPING. 

Repealed by Ord. 3676-19.  

19.37.150 LAKES, PONDS, AND CREATED PONDS. 

Repealed by Ord. 3676-19.  

19.37.160 STREAMS AND LAKES. 

A.  Streams shall be classified based upon an amended version of the water classification system 
established under WAC 222-16-030 as follows: 

https://everett.municipal.codes/WA/WAC/173-700
https://everett.municipal.codes/WA/WAC/173-700
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1.  Type S Stream. Those streams, within their ordinary high water mark, as inventoried as 
“shorelines of the state” under Chapter 90.58 RCW and the rules promulgated pursuant thereto, 
including the periodically inundated areas of their associated wetlands. 

2.  Type F Stream. Those stream segments within the ordinary high water mark, including the 
periodically inundated areas of their associated wetlands, that are not Type S streams, and 
which are demonstrated or provisionally presumed to be used by salmonid fish. Stream 
segments which have a width of two feet or greater at the ordinary high water mark and have a 
gradient of sixteen percent or less for basins less than or equal to fifty acres in size, or have a 
gradient of twenty percent or less for basins greater than fifty acres in size, are provisionally 
presumed to be used by salmonid fish. A provisional presumption of salmonid fish use may be 
refuted at the discretion of the community development director where any of the following 
conditions are met: 

a.  It is demonstrated to the satisfaction of the city that the stream segment in question 
is upstream of a complete, permanent, natural fish passage barrier, above which no 
stream section exhibits perennial flow; 

b.  It is demonstrated to the satisfaction of the city that the stream segment in question 
has confirmed, long-term, naturally occurring water quality parameters incapable of 
supporting salmonid fish; 

c.  Sufficient information about a geomorphic region is available to support a departure 
from the characteristics described above for the presumption of salmonid fish use, as 
determined in consultation with the Washington State Department of Fish and Wildlife, 
the Department of Ecology, affected tribes, or others; 

d.  The Washington State Department of Fish and Wildlife has issued a hydraulic project 
approval pursuant to RCW 77.55.100, which includes a determination that the stream 
segment in question is not used by salmonid fish; 

e.  No salmonid fish are discovered in the stream segment in question during a stream 
survey conducted according to the protocol provided in the Washington Forest Practices 
Board Manual, Section 13, Guidelines for Determining Fish Use for the Purpose of 
Typing Waters under WAC 222-16-031; provided, that no unnatural fish passage barriers 
have been present downstream of said stream segment over a period of at least two 
years; 

f.  The following stream segments shall not be considered Type F streams: 

(1)  Merrill and Ring Creek south of Merrill Creek Parkway; 

(2)  Edgewater Creek; 

(3)  Narbeck Creek; 

(4)  Forgotten Creek. 
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3.  Type Np Stream. Those stream segments within the ordinary high water mark, including the 
periodically inundated areas of their associated wetlands, that are perennial and are not Type S 
or Type F streams. However, for the purpose of classification, Type Np streams include 
intermittent dry portions of the channel below the uppermost point of perennial flow. If the 
uppermost point of perennial flow cannot be identified with simple, nontechnical observations 
(see Washington Forest Practices Board Manual, Section 23), then said point shall be 
determined by a qualified professional selected or approved by the city. 

4.  Type Ns Stream. Those stream segments within the ordinary high water mark, including the 
periodically inundated areas of their associated wetlands, that are not Type S, Type F, or Type 
Np streams. These include seasonal streams in which surface flow is not present for at least 
some portion of a year of normal rainfall that are not located downstream from any Type Np 
stream segment. 

B.  Lakes. Silver Lake shall be protected as required by the shoreline master program. All other lakes 
shall be subject to the regulations in this chapter. 

19.37.170 STANDARD STREAM AND LAKE BUFFER REQUIREMENTS. 

A.  Standard Buffer Width. It is the goal of this chapter to preserve streams and their buffers in a natural 
condition to the maximum extent possible. 

1.  Buffers shall be measured from the top of the upper bank or, if that cannot be determined, 
from the ordinary high water mark as surveyed in the field. In braided channels and alluvial fans, 
the top of the bank or ordinary high water mark shall be determined so as to include the entire 
stream feature. 

2.  The standard buffer widths required by this chapter presume the existence of a relatively 
intact native vegetated community including native tree cover, shrub understory and ground 
cover. If the existing buffer is unvegetated, sparsely vegetated, or vegetated with invasive 
species, the buffer width shall be increased as required by this section. 

3.  Except as otherwise provided by EMC 19.37.050, the following minimum buffers of native 
vegetation shall apply to streams based upon stream classification: 

Table 37.5: Stream Buffers 

Stream Classification 
(Type) 

 

Standard Buffer: Intact Native 
Vegetation 

Standard Buffer: Unvegetated; Sparsely 
Vegetated; or Vegetated with Invasive 
Species 

Type S 100 feet 150 feet 

Type F 100 feet 150 feet 
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Stream Classification 
(Type) 

 

Standard Buffer: Intact Native 
Vegetation 

Standard Buffer: Unvegetated; Sparsely 
Vegetated; or Vegetated with Invasive 
Species 

Type Np 50 feet 75 feet 

Type Ns 50 feet 75 feet 

B.  Standard Buffer Width Increase. The city shall require increased buffer widths as necessary to 
protect streams when the stream is particularly sensitive to disturbance, or the development poses 
unusual impacts and the increased buffer width is necessary to protect the critical areas described in 
this subsection. Circumstances which may require buffers beyond minimum requirements include, but 
are not limited to, the following: 

1.  When the minimum buffer for a stream extends into an area with a slope of greater than 
twenty-five percent, the buffer shall be the greater of: 

a.  The minimum buffer for that particular stream; or 

b.  Twenty-five feet beyond the point where the slope becomes twenty-five percent or 
less; 

2.  The stream reach affected by the development proposal serves as critical fish habitat for 
spawning or rearing as determined by the city using information from resource agencies 
including, but not limited to, the Washington State Department of Fish and Wildlife, U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service, and recognized tribal nations; 

3.  The stream or adjacent riparian corridor is used by species listed by the federal government 
or the state as endangered, threatened, rare, sensitive, or monitored, or provides critical or 
outstanding actual or potential habitat for those species, or has unusual nesting or resting sites 
such as heron rookeries or raptor nesting or lookout trees; 

4.  The land adjacent to the stream and its associated buffer is classified as a geologically 
hazardous or unstable area; 

5.  Increased buffer width is necessary to effectively include the riparian corridor of the stream. 

C.  Standard Stream Buffer Width Reduction with Enhancement. The planning director may, using the 
review process as described in EMC Title 15, Local Project Review Procedures, reduce the standard 
stream buffer width only when there has previously been substantial legal alteration of the stream 
and/or buffer on the subject lot or adjoining lots resulting in the existing buffer being unvegetated, 
sparsely vegetated, or vegetated with nonnative invasive species and when buffer enhancement is 
provided per the following criteria. Where buffer reduction with enhancement is permitted by this 
chapter, it shall be limited to portions of buffers that have minimal functions due to prior legal 
alteration. 
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1.  The planning director shall only allow a buffer width reduction when the proposal includes a 
critical area and buffer enhancement plan that improves the functions of the buffer and the 
critical area. 

2.  A mitigation/enhancement plan shall be prepared in accordance with this chapter. 

3.  If a limited portion of the buffer has been previously legally altered and meets the criteria in 
this section, a buffer width reduction may be approved for that portion of the required buffer 
only. 

4.  The following criteria shall be used to determine when a required buffer is degraded and 
substantial legal alterations are present: 

a.  The required buffer area has been graded or substantially altered and has not been 
substantially revegetated (i.e., the buffer is covered with gravel, impervious surface, 
mowed lawn, or is vegetated with primarily invasive species such as reed canary grass, 
Himalayan blackberry, purple loosestrife, or other nonnative invasive species covering 
more than seventy-five percent of the buffer area). 

b.  Substantial clearing of the buffer was authorized and substantial revegetation with 
native species has not occurred. 

c.  A buffer that has been logged in the past but that has been revegetated with an 
overstory of willow, cottonwood, alder, evergreen, or mixed evergreen/deciduous 
overstory, and an understory shrub layer of noninvasive species does not constitute 
substantial alteration. 

D.  Riparian Wetland. Any stream adjoined by a riparian wetland shall have the buffer which applies to 
the wetland, unless the stream buffer requirement is more protective, in which case the stream buffer 
requirement shall apply. 

E.  Lake Buffers. Lakes have the following buffers of native vegetation: 

a.  Lakes used by salmonids: one hundred feet; 

b.  Lakes with no salmonid use: fifty feet. 

If a wetland or stream occurs along the fringe of a lake, the buffer shall be the greater of that required 
for the lake or for the wetland or stream. 

F.  Buffers for Restored Stream Channels. When a culverted portion of a stream is proposed to be 
restored to an open channel, the buffer width shall be determined by the director following review of a 
critical area study. The study must include an analysis of the buffer width necessary to protect water 
quality and habitat functions of the stream. 

G.  Riparian Corridors. When a development is proposed on a lot with a disturbed riparian corridor, the 
city shall require that the habitat be enhanced by creating more diversity and eliminating any source of 
degradation, including, but not limited to: 
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1.  Vegetative plantings of native or preferred wildlife food species; 

2.  Construction of nesting islands or installation of nesting boxes; 

3.  Removal of pollutant sources or fish movement blockages; or 

4.  Other actions necessary to enhance the viability of the riparian corridor for the benefit of wildlife 
habitat. 

19.37.180 STREAM ALTERATION THRESHOLDS AND COMPENSATION. 

A.  Stream Preservation/Alteration Thresholds.  

1.  Type S Streams. All Type S streams shall be regulated by the city of Everett shoreline master 
program. 

2.  Type F Streams. All Type F streams shall be preserved. The city may only allow alteration of 
Type F streams under the following circumstances: 

a.  Where alteration is allowed pursuant to EMC 19.37.050; 

b.  Stream Crossings. Stream crossings are regulated by the Washington State 
Department of Fish and Wildlife (WDFW). Stream crossings shall only be permitted as 
provided by EMC 19.37.050 or to provide access to a lot or a substantial portion of a lot 
when no other feasible means of access exists. Use of common access points shall be 
required for abutting lots which have no other feasible means of access. Alteration for 
the purpose of providing access shall be limited to the minimum number of stream 
crossings required to permit reasonable access. Bridging may be required when 
necessary to protect significant stream functions. If a culvert is allowed, the design and 
installation must be approved by WDFW; 

c.  When the proposal results in significant restoration of functions to the stream 
segment and the alteration is approved by the Washington State Department of Fish 
and Wildlife. 

3.  Type Np and Type Ns Streams.  

a.  Except as provided in this subsection, no alteration of a Type Np or Ns stream shall 
be allowed except as otherwise provided by EMC 19.37.050; or 

b.  The planning director may, using the review process described in EMC Title 15, Local 
Project Review Procedures, allow alteration or relocation of Type Np and Ns streams 
under the following conditions: 

(1)  Stream and buffer functions in the relocated/altered stream section must 
be equal to or greater than the functions provided by the stream and buffer 
prior to relocation/alteration; 

(2)  The equivalent base flood storage volume shall be maintained; 
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(3)  There shall be no impact to local ground water; 

(4)  There shall be no increase in water velocity; 

(5)  There is no interbasin transfer of water; 

(6)  The relocation shall occur on site and shall not result in additional 
encumbrances on neighboring properties unless necessary easements and 
waivers are obtained from affected property owners; 

(7)  The relocation maintains or enhances existing connections to other critical 
areas and priority habitats. 

c.  Stream Crossings. Stream crossings are regulated by the Washington State 
Department of Fish and Wildlife (WDFW). Stream crossings shall only be permitted as 
provided by EMC 19.37.050 or to provide access to a lot or a substantial portion of a lot 
when no other feasible means of access exists. Use of common access points shall be 
required for abutting lots which have no other feasible means of access. Alteration for 
the purpose of providing access shall be limited to the minimum number of stream 
crossings required to permit reasonable access. Bridging may be required when 
necessary to protect significant stream functions. If a culvert is allowed, the design and 
installation must be approved by WDFW. 

4.  Watershed Management Plans. The city shall not allow relocation or alteration of any Type F 
stream located within an area where an adopted watershed management plan does not allow 
for stream alteration or relocation, except when allowed by EMC 19.37.050, or to allow access 
to a lot or substantial portion of a lot when no other feasible means of access exists. 

B.  Compensating for Stream Impacts. Stream system and buffer alteration, when allowed by this 
chapter, shall be subject to the following requirements: 

1.  Each activity/use shall be designed so as to minimize overall stream system or buffer 
alteration to the greatest extent possible. 

2.  Construction techniques and field marking of areas to be disturbed shall be approved by the 
city prior to site disturbance to ensure minimal encroachment. 

3.  A mitigation plan shall be prepared in accordance with this section. 

4.  The city may require the applicant to rehabilitate a stream system and its buffer area by 
removing harmful debris, sediment, nonnative vegetation, or other material detrimental to the 
area, by replanting disturbed vegetation, by removing tightlined or culverted portions of a 
stream from pipes/culverts, or by other means deemed appropriate by the city. Rehabilitation 
or restoration may be required at any time that a condition detrimental to stream functions 
exists. 

5.  In approving alteration or relocation of a stream system or its buffer, the city may require 
that an area larger than the altered portion of the stream and its buffer be provided as 
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compensation for destruction of the functions of the altered stream system and to ensure that 
such functions are replaced. 

6.  When stream system relocation or compensation is allowed, the city shall require that the 
stream relocation be completed prior to allowing the existing stream to be filled or altered. 

7.  The city may limit certain development activities near a stream to specific months in order to 
minimize impacts on water quality and wildlife habitat. 

8.  The city may apply additional conditions or restrictions, or require specific construction 
techniques, in order to minimize impacts to stream systems and their buffers. 

9.  Stream compensation shall not occur in areas having high-quality terrestrial habitat. 

C.  Voluntary Daylighting of Streams in Pipes and Culverts.  

1.  To encourage daylighting of streams in pipes and culverts, the planning director may modify 
development standards as set out in subsection C.2 of this section when the applicant submits a 
plan for daylighting that meets the following criteria: 

a.  The plan is prepared by a qualified professional; 

b.  The ecological functions of the daylighted waters and adjacent area are improved so 
the new riparian corridor is compatible with and protects the ecological functions of the 
existing riparian corridor upstream and downstream and does not contribute to 
flooding; ecological functions include preventing erosion, protecting water quality, and 
providing diverse habitat; and 

c.  If the plan proposes daylighting the pipe or culvert in a different location on the 
parcel from its current location or off the parcel, the ecological functions required in 
subsection C.1.b of this section are provided as effectively as they would be without the 
relocation. 

2.  If the director finds the conditions in subsection C.1 of this section are met, the director may modify 
the following development standards. The modification shall be the minimum to provide sufficient area 
to meet the standards in subsection C.1 of this section and shall be in the following order of priority: 

a.  Yard and/or setback requirements on the property may be reduced, unless reducing them is 
injurious to safety. 

b.  The stream and adjacent buffer area may count toward required landscaping. 

c.  The stream and adjacent buffer area may count toward open space requirements for all 
multiple-family and M-1 zone requirements. 

d.  Building heights may be increased. 
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19.37.185 BUFFER WIDTH AVERAGING FOR WETLANDS, LAKES AND STREAMS. 

The city may allow buffer width averaging; provided, that the total area on the lot contained within the 
buffer is not less than that required within the standard buffer, and that averaging will not reduce the 
critical area functions. The city may require buffer width averaging in order to provide protection to a 
particular portion of a critical area which is especially sensitive, or to incorporate existing significant 
vegetation or habitat areas into the buffer. Buffer width averaging shall not adversely impact the 
functions and values of the critical area. The adjusted minimum buffer width shall not be less than 
seventy-five percent of the standard buffer width. 

19.37.190 FISH AND WILDLIFE HABITAT CONSERVATION AREAS. 

A.  All areas meeting the definition of fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas are subject to the 
regulations in this chapter. 

B.  Fish and Wildlife Habitat Conservation Areas Mapping. The approximate location and extent of fish 
and wildlife habitat conservation areas within the city of Everett’s planning area are shown on maps 
compiled and maintained by the city planning and community development department. These maps 
shall be used as a general guide only for the assistance of property owners, project applicants, and other 
interested parties; boundaries are generalized. The actual type, extent and boundaries of fish and 
wildlife habitat conservation areas shall be determined by a qualified scientific professional according to 
the procedures, definitions and criteria established by this chapter. In the event of any conflict between 
the habitat location or type shown on the city’s fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas maps and 
the criteria or standards of this chapter, the criteria and standards resulting from the field investigation 
shall control. 

C.  Other mapping sources include the Washington State Department of Fish and Wildlife priority 
habitat and species maps. 

D.  Goals and Additional Requirements. If a development or redevelopment is proposed on or within a 
distance which could impact habitats of primary association, significant biological areas, and/or 
vegetative corridors linking watersheds, as described in this title, the applicant shall provide a habitat 
assessment. In areas within the riparian habitat zone or special flood hazard area, a biological 
assessment is required. The biological assessment shall be prepared in accordance with Regional 
Guidance for Floodplain Habitat Assessment and Mitigation produced by FEMA Region 10, April 2011, or 
as amended. The biological assessment must demonstrate that any proposed development in the 
riparian habitat zone or the floodway, coupled with appropriate habitat conservation measures, does 
not adversely affect water quality, water quantity, flood volumes, flood velocities, spawning substrate, 
and/or floodplain refugia for listed salmonids. 

If the habitat assessment/biological assessment determines that the proposed development could 
potentially adversely impact a fish and wildlife habitat conservation area, the applicant shall provide a 
habitat management plan (HMP) as described in subsection G of this section, prepared by a wildlife 
biologist for evaluation by the city, state and federal agencies. The HMP must address activities that can 
be taken to preserve, protect, or enhance the affected fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas. The 
HMP shall be based upon sound habitat management practices and be designed to achieve specific 
habitat objectives. If the habitat assessment finds that the proposed development could result in 
substantial elimination of or significant reduction in riparian corridors, existing connections between 
critical areas, or continuous vegetated corridors linking watersheds, the HMP must analyze alternatives 
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and measures to maximize the maintenance of existing corridors. The city shall ask the appropriate 
resource agencies to review and comment on the development impacts and the provisions of the HMP. 

1.  Distance for Habitats of Primary Association.  

a.  Salmonids and Steelhead. When development is proposed within the distances 
specified below, a habitat assessment shall be required. 

(1)  Within two hundred fifty feet of the Snohomish River or its estuary; 

(2)  Within two hundred feet of a Type F stream including but not limited to 
North Creek or Swamp Creek together with tributaries with direct confluence to 
those streams and the associated wetlands, and marine shorelines; 

(3)  Within one hundred fifty feet of Lake Chaplain; 

(4)  Within two hundred twenty-five feet of a Type Np or Ns stream with 
unstable slopes within the special flood hazard area; 

(5)  Within one hundred fifty feet of a Type Np or Ns stream without unstable 
slopes within the special flood hazard area; or 

(6)  Within the special flood hazard area. 

b.  Other Species. If habitats of primary association are identified for other species, the 
director, after consulting with the Department of Fish and Wildlife, shall determine the 
appropriate distance from a designated fish and wildlife habitat conservation area which 
will require a habitat assessment or HMP. 

c.  Continuous Vegetative Corridors Linking Watersheds and Significant Biological Areas. 
If a development is proposed within an area that provides a continuous vegetative 
corridor linking watersheds or a significant biological area, a habitat assessment is 
required. 

E.  The following actions are exempt from other requirements of this chapter, but may require 
preparation of a habitat assessment or biological assessment when conducted within a fish and wildlife 
habitat conservation area: 

1.  EMC 19.37.060(B)(1), minor utility construction projects. 

2.  EMC 19.37.060(B)(4), trails with impervious surfaces. 

3.  Any development application that involves ESA Section 7 consultation with federal agencies 
is required to follow that process to determine impacts to endangered species and mitigation 
requirements rather than the procedure described herein. However, the application must 
demonstrate compliance with all applicable city regulations, and must submit a copy of the 
biological assessment provided to federal agencies as part of the city’s permit process. 

4.  Maintenance of critical public infrastructure. 
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F.  Habitat Assessment.  

1.  A habitat assessment may be integrated into another critical area study or provided as a 
separate report, provided the requirements of this subsection are met. 

2.  The habitat assessment shall be completed by a qualified professional with expertise and 
experience in preparing fish and wildlife critical area reports or biological assessments. 

3.  The purpose of the assessment is to determine whether or not a fish or wildlife habitat 
conservation area identified in subsection B of this section and any associated buffer are located 
on or adjacent to a proposed development, and whether the proposed development could 
potentially adversely impact the regulated fish or wildlife habitat area and affected species. 

4.  If an approved habitat assessment determines that no fish or wildlife habitat conservation 
areas identified in subsection B of this section or associated buffers are present on or adjacent 
to the site, or that the proposal will not adversely impact those areas and/or affected species, 
then the fish and wildlife habitat area review will be considered complete. 

5.  If the habitat assessment determines that a fish or wildlife habitat conservation area 
identified in subsection B of this section or associated buffers are present on or adjacent to the 
proposed development and that the proposal will potentially adversely impact those areas 
and/or affected species, an HMP shall be prepared. The HMP must identify all actions that could 
be taken and which are necessary to avoid reducing the likelihood that the species will maintain 
and reproduce over the long term and/or actions to maintain or enhance the significant features 
present. 

6.  The director may consult with the Department of Fish and Wildlife before accepting the 
habitat assessment as final, and if recommended by the Department of Fish and Wildlife may 
require preparation of an HMP. 

7.  The city may require that the applicant request a separate evaluation of the site by WDFW 
staff to confirm the findings of the habitat assessment. 

8.  The department shall review the habitat assessment and either: 

a.  Accept the habitat assessment as complete and include any recommended 
mitigation measures necessary to reduce impacts to the critical fish and wildlife habitat 
conservation areas or affected species as project requirements; or 

b.  Require preparation of an HMP if the habitat assessment indicates potential 
unmitigated adverse impacts to the critical fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas 
or affected species. 

G.  Habitat Management Plan.  

1.  HMP Submittal and Review Process. The habitat management plan shall be prepared by a 
qualified professional who understands the habitat requirements for the affected species. The 
consultant must demonstrate such expertise to the satisfaction of the director, who may require 
resumes, work examples or other information demonstrating professional expertise on relevant 
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habitat and/or fisheries issues. The city will meet with the consultant and direct preparation of 
the habitat management plan. The city must review and accept the habitat management plan as 
complete before issuing any approvals for the proposed development. In the event of a dispute 
regarding appropriate content in the habitat management plan, the city may require additional 
studies or additional supporting information as provided for by this chapter. 

2.  A biological assessment which meets the requirements of federal and state agencies may be 
accepted as meeting these requirements. 

3.  The HMP shall be evaluated by city, state and federal agencies with permit jurisdiction or 
expertise, as required by this section, and the director shall consider all comments submitted by 
state and federal agencies, and require necessary revisions to the HMP, if any, prior to accepting 
the HMP as final. 

4.  The director shall condition approvals of activities allowed within or adjacent to a habitat 
conservation area or its buffers, as necessary to minimize or mitigate any potential adverse 
impacts to the habitat conservation area and affected species. Mitigation measures shall be 
based upon the analysis, conclusions, and recommendations contained in the HMP. At a 
minimum, all requirements and mitigation measures necessary to avoid reducing the likelihood 
that the species will maintain and reproduce over the long term shall be required as permit 
conditions for the development proposal. 

H.  Compensation for Impacts within the One-Hundred-Year Floodplain.  

1.  Compensation must be provided for any effects to floodwater storage and fish habitat 
function within the one-hundred-year floodplain. Indirect adverse effects of development in the 
floodplain (effects to stormwater, riparian vegetation, bank stability, channel migration, 
hyporheic zones, wetlands, etc.) must be mitigated such that equivalent or better salmon 
habitat protection is provided. 

2.  The mitigation plan shall stipulate avoidance and conservation measures, as are needed to 
ensure that there is no net adverse effect during any phase of the project. Outside the floodway 
or riparian habitat zone, the mitigation plan shall include such avoidance, minimization, 
restoration, conservation or compensation measures to mitigate all impacts. 

3.  Calculation of impacts and mitigation shall be performed in accordance with Planning 
Director Interpretation No. 2011-1, or as amended. 

4.  The following priorities for mitigation of impacts to fish habitat within the one-hundred-year 
floodplain shall be considered in the habitat assessment and mitigation plan, with the long-term 
goal of improving functions and values of fish habitat in the estuary over existing conditions: 

a.  Assignment (purchase) of equivalent mitigation credits from an established 
mitigation bank within the estuary; 

b.  Creation or restoration of the functions and values of fish habitat in an area that is 
available to fish more frequently than the habitat being impacted; 

c.  Creation or restoration of off-channel refuge habitat; 
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d.  Restoration of fish habitat where it has been previously eliminated or degraded; 

e.  Enhancement of existing habitat to improve functions and values; 

f.  Buffer enhancement in riparian habitat areas; 

g.  Replacement of the habitat functions and values that are impacted by development. 

5.  Also in accordance with RPA-3.A.3.b, where conditions permit, the city shall require 
development within the one-hundred-year floodplain to use low impact development (LID) 
methods consistent with the city’s stormwater management regulations, to minimize or avoid 
stormwater effects. 

6.  All development proposals shall protect, enhance, or restore habitat to the maximum extent 
practicable, either on site or off site. 

7.  When development occurs in floodplain areas, the portion of the site not elevated above the 
one-hundred-year flood elevation shall be designed to create floodplain refugia and prevent 
stranding of aquatic species during flood events to the maximum extent practicable. 

8.  Restoration of fish habitat either on site or off site is allowed in order to mitigate for habitat 
impacts caused by development within the floodplain. Restoration and mitigation for impacts 
may occur in areas which flood more frequently than the area proposed for development (e.g., 
tidal restoration project that provides greater habitat benefits to juvenile salmonids). 

9.  The city shall have the authority to require changes in the design of a development if 
necessary to avoid, minimize or mitigate impacts to endangered species or habitat for such 
species. 

19.37.200 GROUND WATER DISCHARGE AREAS—SEEPS AND SPRINGS. 

Lots which contain or are affected by springs, seeps or ground water discharge areas shall be evaluated 
to determine the relationship the discharge has on geologically hazardous areas, wetlands, streams, fish, 
plant and wildlife habitat areas. An analysis of such features shall be included in the application for 
development of the subject property. The city may allow modification of such features consistent with 
the provisions of this chapter related to geological hazards, streams, wetlands, fish, plant, and wildlife 
habitat areas, as applicable. 

19.37.210 LOT AREA—LOT COVERAGE—PERMITTED NUMBER OF DWELLING UNITS IN 
MULTIPLE-FAMILY DEVELOPMENTS. 

Repealed by Ord. 3676-19.  

19.37.220 CRITICAL AREA PROTECTIVE REQUIREMENTS—SETBACKS FROM BUFFERS—
FENCING—SIGNS—COVENANTS. 

A.  General Requirements. Storage of building materials, junk and other items is not permitted within 
critical areas or buffers. All construction staging areas must be shown on approved plans and located 
outside of critical areas and buffers. 
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B.  Setbacks from Buffers. To maintain the integrity of the buffer, principal buildings shall be set back a 
minimum of ten feet from the edges of all critical area buffer boundaries. All other structures and 
improvements shall maintain a setback of five feet from the edge of the buffer. 

C.  Fencing and Other Protection Mechanisms. Except for utility and road projects, the city shall require 
that any development proposed on a lot which contains or adjoins a critical area provide a fence or 
other structural protection along the outer edge of a buffer to minimize encroachment and disturbance. 
Fencing shall be split-rail or an alternative approved by the planning director. Fencing must be installed 
in a manner that allows continuous wildlife habitat corridors along critical fish and wildlife areas. 

D.  Signs. The city may require the applicant to provide informational signs in conspicuous locations on 
the fence or near the wetland to identify the wetland as a critical area and the importance of 
maintaining it in a clean and undisturbed condition. Such signs shall meet the requirements for 
incidental signs as specified in Chapter 19.36. 

E.  Protection of Significant Trees within Buffers (Heritage Trees and Evergreens at Least Eight-Inch 
Diameter at Breast Height). If trees are identified on the outer edge of the buffer such that their drip 
line extends beyond the buffer edge, the following tree protection requirements must be followed: 

1.  A tree protection area shall be designed to protect each tree or tree stand during site 
development and construction. Tree protection areas may vary widely in shape, but must 
extend a minimum of five feet beyond the existing tree canopy area along the outer edge of the 
drip line of the tree(s), unless otherwise approved by the department. 

2.  Tree protection areas shall be added and clearly labeled on all applicable site development 
and construction drawings submitted to the department. 

3.  Temporary construction fencing at least thirty inches tall shall be erected around the 
perimeter of the tree protection areas prior to the initiation of any clearing or grading. The 
fencing shall be posted with signage clearly identifying the tree protection area. The fencing 
shall remain in place through site development and construction. 

4.  No clearing, grading, filling or other development activities shall occur within the tree 
protection area, except where approved in advance by the department and shown on the 
approved plans for the proposal. 

5.  No vehicles, construction materials, fuel, or other materials shall be placed in tree protection 
areas. Movement of any vehicles within tree protection areas shall be prohibited. 

6.  No nails, rope, cable, signs, or fencing shall be attached to any tree proposed for retention. 

7.  The department may approve the use of alternate tree protection techniques if an equal or 
greater level of protection will be provided. 

F.  Critical Area Covenants. Except as provided for below, the city shall require that all features classified 
as critical areas by this chapter and their buffers, including fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas, 
be placed in critical area protective covenants. Covenants shall not be required for: 

1.  Utility and road projects in public rights-of-way. 
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2.  Utility and road projects on private easements where the proponent does not own the land. 

3.  Any development within the special flood hazard area will require a notice on title that the 
property contains land within the riparian habitat zone and/or special flood hazard area. 

G.  Critical Area Tracts. The city may require that any area classified as a critical area and its buffer be 
placed in a separate tract, rather than included in the protective covenant. A tract shall be required 
when the proposal includes a short subdivision or binding site plan. Such a tract shall remain in the same 
ownership as the parcel it was segregated from; placed into undivided common ownership of all lots 
within a proposed subdivision, short subdivision, or binding site plan; or dedicated to a public agency 
which is willing to accept the tract for long-term management of the protected resource. 

H.  Notice on Title. The owner of any property on which a development proposal is submitted shall file 
with the Snohomish County auditor a notice approved by the planning department, which shall provide 
notice in the public record of the presence of the critical area covenant or tract, the application of this 
chapter to the property, and that limitations on actions in or affecting such areas may exist. The 
applicant shall submit proof that the notice has been filed for record before the city may approve any 
development proposal on the site. The notice shall run with the land, and failure to provide such notice 
to any purchaser prior to transferring any interest in the property is a violation of this chapter. 

19.37.230 APPEALS. 

Repealed by Ord. 3676-19.  

19.37.240 ASSURANCE DEVICES. 

The city shall require performance or maintenance assurance devices in accordance with Chapter 19.40 
to ensure compliance with this chapter and adequate protection and maintenance of critical areas. 

19.37.250 PREVIOUSLY ALTERED CRITICAL AREAS. 

It is the goal of this chapter to restore and enhance the condition of critical areas which have been 
previously altered. Properties containing critical areas which have been previously altered may be 
developed in accordance with all requirements of this chapter and this title of the code. 

A.  Legal Alterations. Critical areas regulated by this chapter which previously have been legally altered 
in accordance with all local, state and federal regulations in effect at the time of alteration may be 
developed in accordance with the requirements of this chapter. Any prior alteration which was legally 
commenced that resulted in a critical area which is regulated by this chapter being reclassified as 
buildable shall be evaluated using the review process described in EMC Title 15, Local Project Review 
Procedures. The planning director may approve any development proposal which meets all other 
requirements of this title, or modify such proposal based upon the impacts that the proposal would 
have on any remaining area classified by this chapter as a critical area. The planning director shall use all 
authority granted by this chapter, SEPA, or other legal mechanism to require enhancement of the 
previously altered critical area to the condition which would be required by this chapter for new 
development, to the maximum extent feasible. 

B.  Unauthorized Alterations.  

https://everett.municipal.codes/EMC/15
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1.  Critical areas regulated by this chapter which have been illegally altered may be developed 
in accordance with the requirements of this title; provided, that all critical areas which were 
illegally altered shall be considered critical areas and shall be regulated in accordance with the 
requirements of this chapter. Any proposal to develop on a lot which contains a critical area that 
has been illegally altered shall be reviewed by the planning director using the review process 
described in EMC Title 15, Local Project Review Procedures. 

2.  The planning director shall require restoration of the unauthorized area of alteration to a 
condition which is equivalent or superior to its prior natural condition, to the extent that such 
condition can be determined. As an alternative to restoration of the illegally altered critical area, 
the planning director may allow for the recreation of wetlands, stream corridors, or habitat 
areas of the same type which have been altered in a different location than that which has been 
altered if the alternative location will result in a net improvement in functions or a higher quality 
critical area than possible in the area which has been previously altered. 

3.  Any illegal alteration of a critical area that occurred prior to the effective date of the 
ordinance codified in this chapter which is not proposed for development as allowed by this 
chapter shall be restored as provided by this section. 

19.37.260 ENFORCEMENT—RESTORATION PLANS. 

A.  Any person, firm, corporation, or association or any agent thereof who violates any provision of this 
chapter shall be subject to the enforcement provisions of Chapter 1.20 EMC and this title. 

B.  Restoration of Impacts Required. Any unauthorized impacts on a critical area feature or buffer will 
require restoration of the affected area to an equivalent or improved condition prior to the violation 
occurring. A restoration plan must be consistent with the requirements of this chapter and a public 
works permit may be required by the city. If an equivalent or improved condition cannot be provided, 
the violator shall be subject to a fine in an amount equal to the value of the damage to the portion of 
the critical area that cannot be restored, determined using best available methods of calculating the 
value of vegetation, land and water resources, including but not limited to the evaluation methods of 
the International Society of Arboriculture. In addition to the authority of the city’s code enforcement 
officer to impose penalties pursuant to Chapter 1.20 EMC, the code enforcement officer may impose the 
fine described in this section as applicable. 

C.  Restoration plans shall include, but not be limited to, the replacement of all improperly removed 
vegetation with approved species such that the biological and habitat values will be replaced to an 
equivalent or improved condition, improper fill removed and slope stabilized. Studies by a qualified 
expert shall be submitted to determine the conditions which were likely to exist on the lot prior to the 
illegal alteration. 

D.  Restoration shall also include installation and maintenance of interim and emergency erosion 
control measures until such time as the restored ground cover and vegetation reach sufficient 
maturation to function in compliance with the performance standards adopted by the city. 

E.  The city shall stop work on any existing permits and halt the issuance of any or all future permits or 
approvals for any activity which violates the provisions of this chapter until the property is fully restored 
in compliance with this chapter and all penalties are paid. 

https://everett.municipal.codes/EMC/15
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F.  Notwithstanding the other provisions provided in this chapter, anything done contrary to the 
provisions of this chapter or the failure to comply with the provisions of this chapter is declared to be a 
public nuisance. 
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EXHIBIT B 
 

CHAPTER 19.37 CRITICAL AREAS 
INTRODUCTION 

19.37.010 USER GUIDE 

Many areas of Everett have been or may become designated, identified, inventoried, classified or rated 
as critical areas by the city or other public agencies. This chapter establishes regulations for 
development within or near all critical areas. If you are interested in developing property identified as 
containing or adjacent to steep slopes, lakes, streams, marine waters, wetlands, springs, erosion hazard 
areas, landslide hazard areas, seismic hazard areas, or other unstable soil conditions, you should read 
this chapter. This chapter contains more stringent requirements than other provisions within this title 
for affected properties. These regulations supersede any less restrictive requirements contained 
elsewhere in this title. No action may be undertaken by any person which results in any alteration of a 
critical area or its buffer unless such alteration complies with the requirements of this chapter. 
Alteration includes the terms “use” and “development” as defined in this title, and includes any 
modification of the natural environment of critical areas or their buffer including any clearing, grading, 
filling and/or excavation. Certain exceptions to the requirements of this chapter are listed in EMC 
19.37.050. 

19.37.020 PURPOSE AND GOALS 

It is the short-term goal of this chapter that there be no net loss of the functions and values of all critical 
areas regulated by this chapter. An additional goal is no net loss of wetland acreage. The long-term goal 
is a net gain in functions and values.  

The purpose of this chapter is to designate, classify and protect the critical areas  in and the functions 
and values of critical areas the Everett community by establishing standards for development and use of 
properties which contain or adjoin critical areas and thus protect the public health, safety, and welfare 
by: 

A.  Preserving, protecting, and restoring critical areas and their ecological functions and values by 
regulating development within such areas and their buffers; 

B.  Mitigating unavoidable adverse impacts to critical areas by regulating alterations  in and adjacent to 
critical areas; 

C.  Protecting the public from personal injury, loss of life, or property damage due to flooding, erosion, 
landslides, seismic events, or soil subsidence; 

D.  Avoiding publicly financed expenditures to correct misuses of critical areas, which may cause: 

1.  Unnecessary maintenance and replacement of public facilities, 

2.  Publicly funded mitigation of avoidable impacts, 



Exhibit B 

ORDINANCE  Exhibit A - Page 2 of 66 

3.  Public costs for emergency rescue and relief operations where the causes are avoidable, or 

4.  Degradation of the natural environment; 

E.  Protecting and enhancing unique, sensitive, and valuable elements of the environment, including 
fish and wildlife habitat; 

F.  Alerting appraisers, assessors, builders, developers, owners, real estate agents, potential buyers or 
lessees, and other members of the public to the presence of critical areas and the respective 
development limitations of such areas; 

G.  Providing city officials with sufficient information, direction and authority to protect critical areas 
when evaluating public or private development proposals; 

H.  Implementing the policies of the Growth Management Act, State Environmental Policy Act, Chapter 
43.21C RCW, Chapter 19.43 EMC, the city’s comprehensive plan, and all updates and amendments, 
functional plans and other land use policies formally adopted or accepted by the city; and 

I.  Providing for the maintenance and enhancement of solar access, and/or elimination of future 
potential hazards or nuisances while protecting critical area functions and values. 

19.37.030 APPLICABILITY 

A.  This chapter establishes regulations for the protection of critical areas and applies to all lands, all 
land uses and development activity, and all structures or facilities, whether or not a permit or 
authorization is required, and shall apply to every person, firm, partnership, corporation, group, 
government agency, or other entity that owns, leases or administers land within the city. No person, 
company, agency, or applicant shall alter a critical area or buffer except as consistent with the purposes 
and requirements of this chapter. No alteration of a critical area may occur until the city has issued all 
approvals required by this chapter. By way of example and not limitation, no development permit may 
be issued; no subdivision of land may be approved; no clearing, filling, or grading may occur; nor may 
any use be established, altered, or expanded on any lot until approvals required by this chapter have 
been granted by the city. 

B. For development proposals on properties within shoreline jurisdiction, the shoreline master program 
applies in addition to the regulations contained in this chapter. 

C. When any provision of this chapter or any existing easement, covenant, or deed restriction conflicts 
with this chapter, that which provides more protection to the critical area applies. 

D.  In addition to the requirements of this chapter, the applicant shall obtain all necessary state, federal 
and other local permits. 

19.37.040 PROTECTION OF CRITICAL AREAS  

A. On all lots containing or within three hundred feet of critical areas, the following features and their 
buffers shall not be altered or developed except as otherwise permitted by this chapter: 

1.  Areas of special flood hazard (if located in a designated floodplain, also see Chapter 19.30 
EMC); 
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2.  Wetlands; 

3.  The following geologically hazardous areas: 

a.  Erosion hazard areas; 

b.  Landslide hazard areas; 

c.  Seismic (liquefaction) hazard areas; 

4.  Fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas, including streams/riparian areas, lakes, marine 
waters, habitats of primary association, continuous vegetative corridors linking watersheds, and 
significant biological areas as defined in this title; 

5.  Ground water discharge areas, such as springs and seeps. 

B. All actions must be designed and constructed in accordance with mitigation sequencing per EMC 
19.37.100 to achieve no net loss of critical area functions and values.  

19.37.045 GROUND WATER DISCHARGE AREAS—SEEPS AND SPRINGS 

Lots which contain or are affected by springs, seeps or ground water discharge areas shall be evaluated 
to determine the relationship the discharge has on geologically hazardous areas, wetlands, and fish and 
wildlife habitat conservation areas. An analysis of such features shall be included in the application for 
development of the subject property. The city may allow modification of such features consistent with 
the provisions of this chapter related to critical areas, as applicable. 

19.37.050 EXEMPTIONS AND EXCEPTIONS 

Certain activities are exempt from the requirements of this chapter, while other activities which are 
regulated by this chapter may be granted specific exceptions or an administrative modification. This 
section lists the activities which are exempt from the regulations of this chapter, the exceptions which 
may be granted to the requirements of this chapter, and the administrative modifications which can be 
granted to the requirements of this chapter. 

All activities or developments which are exempted, excepted, or granted modifications shall use 
reasonable methods to avoid and minimize potential impacts to critical areas and buffers, including use 
of any applicable best management practices. Such activities or developments which are exempted, 
excepted, or granted modifications shall not be exempt from other laws or permit requirements which 
may be applicable. 

The burden of proof is on the applicant to provide sufficient evidence to the city the activity meets the 
precise description of the exemption or exception. 

A.  Exemptions. The following are exemptions to the provisions of this chapter due to having no 
environmental impact, being temporary in nature, or are an emergency; however, the exemptions listed 
in this section may not be exempted from other state or federal regulations or permit requirements. An 
exemption does not give permission to degrade a critical area or ignore risk from natural hazards. Any 
damage to, or alteration of, a critical area or an associated buffer shall be restored, rehabilitated, or 
mitigated at the expense of the property owner. Soil stabilization and erosion control shall be completed 
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immediately after vegetation removal. Unless otherwise specified below, other restoration or 
rehabilitation shall be completed within 60 days of the damage or alteration, unless otherwise approved 
by the planning director. 

1.  Exempted Actions.  

a.  Emergency actions, which are activities necessary to prevent an immediate threat to 
the public health, safety or welfare or that pose an immediate risk of damage to private 
property and that require remedial or preventative action in a timeframe too short to 
allow for compliance with the requirements of the critical areas regulations, as verified 
by the city. Emergency actions that create an impact to a critical area or its buffer shall 
use reasonable methods to address the emergency with the least possible impact to the 
critical area and/or its buffer. Once the immediate threat has been addressed, any 
adverse impacts on critical areas shall be minimized and mitigated within one year of 
the end of the emergency. 

b.  Existing and ongoing agricultural activity occurring prior to and since January 13, 
1990; provided, however, at such time as the property ceases to be used for agricultural 
activities and a development activity is proposed, the property shall be brought into 
compliance with the provisions of this chapter; and further provided, that existing 
ditches and drain tiles are not expanded in a manner that will drain wetlands in 
existence as of the date this chapter becomes effective. This exemption does not apply 
to filling or alteration of wetlands not in agricultural use as of January 13, 1990. The city 
encourages the use of best management practices or farm conservation plans to reduce 
impacts of agricultural practices on critical areas. 

c.  Normal and routine maintenance of legally constructed irrigation and drainage 
ditches; provided, that this exemption shall not apply to any ditches used by fish. 

d.  Normal and routine maintenance of agricultural ponds, livestock watering ponds and 
fish ponds; provided, that such activities shall not involve the conversion of any wetland 
or stream not used for such purposes prior to and since January 13, 1990. 

e.  Normal and routine maintenance of entirely artificial structures or wetlands 
intentionally constructed by humans from upland areas for purposes of stormwater 
drainage or water quality control, or ornamental landscape ponds, which are not part of 
a mitigation plan required by this chapter. 

f.  The following water, sewer, storm drainage, electric, natural gas, cable 
communications, and telephone utility-related activities, and maintenance of public 
streets and public park facilities when the activity does not expand the footprint of the 
facility or encroach further into the critical area, does not impact a fish or wildlife 
habitat conservation area, and when undertaken pursuant to best management 
practices to minimize impacts to critical areas and their buffers: 

(1)  Normal, routine, and emergency maintenance or repair of existing, legally 
established public or private utility structures or rights-of-way, including 
vegetation management; 
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(2)  Installation, construction, or modification in improved street rights-of-way 
and replacement, operation or alteration of the following facilities: 

(A)  Natural gas, cable communications, telephone facilities, water and 
sewer lines, pipes, mains, equipment or appurtenances; 

(B)  Electric facilities, lines, equipment or appurtenances, not including 
substations, with an associated voltage of fifty-five thousand volts or 
less; 

(C)  Drilling for utilities/utility corridors under a wetland, with 
entrance/exit portals located completely outside of the wetland buffer, 
provided that the drilling does not alter the ground water connection to 
the wetland or percolation of surface water down through the soil 
column. Specific studies by a hydrologist are necessary to determine 
whether the ground water connection to the wetland or percolation of 
surface water down through the soil column will be altered. Trenching is 
not allowed by this provision. 

(3)  Normal and routine maintenance or repair of public streets, state highways, 
and public park facilities, including vegetation management. Maintenance and 
repair does not include any modification that changes the character, scope, or 
size of the original structure, facility, or improved area, nor does it include 
construction of a maintenance road or the dumping of maintenance debris. 

g.  Forest practices on city-owned watershed property located in remote areas not 
contiguous to the Everett corporate boundaries, undertaken in accordance with the 
requirements of the State Department of Natural Resources. 

h.  Minimal soil disturbance for site investigative work necessary for land use 
application submittals such as surveys, soil logs, percolation tests and other related 
activities including educational research activities that do not result in altering the 
structure or functions of the critical area. Disturbed areas shall be immediately restored. 

i.  Conservation measures intended to preserve soil, water, vegetation, fish and other 
wildlife and their associated habitat that do not involve adversely impacting the 
structure or functions of the critical area. 

j.  Routine maintenance of existing, legally-established landscaping and fencing 
including removal of invasive vegetation, that does not involve grading, excavation or 
filling. 

k.  Modification to existing structures. Legally constructed structures and improvements 
in existence on January 13, 1990, that do not meet the buffer requirements of this 
chapter may be remodeled, reconstructed, or replaced; provided, that the new 
construction or related activity does not further alter or increase the impact to the 
critical area or buffer as a result of the proposed modification. For structures that are 
damaged or destroyed as a result of flood, fire or act of nature, restoration work shall be 
initiated by the applicant within one year of the date of damage or destruction, as 
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evidenced by issuance of a valid building permit. The work authorized by such permit 
must be completed within the term of the permits issued by the city, which includes any 
written extensions.  

B.  Exceptions. All exceptions must be approved by the city through the review process listed in EMC 
Title 15 prior to the exception applying. The following  activities include exceptions to  certain 
requirements of this chapter; however, unless otherwise noted the exceptions listed in this section still 
require compliance with the other requirements of this chapter, except as allowed by the exception. The 
exception may not be exempted from other state or federal regulations or permit requirements. Any 
damage to, or alteration of, a critical area or an associated buffer shall be restored, rehabilitated, or  
mitigated at the expense of the property owner. 

1.  New accessory structures up to two hundred square feet. Where structures, lawns and 
associated improvements have been legally established within a buffer area, new structures and 
additions to existing structures up to two hundred square feet may be permitted within the 
improved portion of the buffer as follows: 

a.  The two-hundred-square-foot limit shall include all associated improvements such as 
walkways or other impervious areas; 

b.  The new structure or addition shall be placed within the outer fifty percent of a 
legally altered critical area buffer; 

c.  The new structure or addition maintains a minimum setback of ten feet from the 
critical area; 

d.  A minimum of one square foot of legally altered buffer area is restored for every one 
square foot of new structures, lawns and associated improvements; 

e.  A critical area covenant is recorded; 

f.  A habitat assessment is completed  as required by this chapter; 

g.  A fence and critical area signage are provided to identify and protect the newly 
established buffer area;  

h.  Only one such exception per site or property is allowed; and 

i.     A critical area report may be required. 

2.   Expansion. For a legally established structure, the expansion or replacement, including any 
expansion of a legally established accessory structure allowed does not increase the footprint of 
the structure and all other structures by more than one thousand square feet, provided the 
following: 

a.   The location of the expansion has the least adverse impact on the critical area; 
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b.   To the maximum extent practical, the expansion or replacement is not located 
closer to the critical area and is located on the side of the structure opposite the critical 
area; 

c.   Mitigation for project impacts is provided; and 

d.   The structure was not established as the result of variance, buffer averaging, buffer 
reduction, or reasonable use exception; Expansions and additions shall not further 
encroach into a critical area or the portion of the required buffer between the critical 
area and existing improvements. Expansions within the critical area or buffer shall be 
limited to a maximum of one thousand square feet of impervious surface. To the extent 
feasible based on site-specific conditions, expansions shall result in no additional 
hydrologic impacts from stormwater runoff by using techniques such as low impact 
development. Remodeling, reconstruction, and expansions shall be subject to all other 
requirements of the zoning code. 

3.  Wetland Exception. Wetlands that meet the following criteria are not subject to the 
avoidance and minimization requirements of the mitigation sequence of EMC 19.37.100 in 
accordance with the following provisions, and they may be filled if the impacts are fully 
mitigated based on the remaining actions in the mitigation sequence. Impacts should be 
mitigated through the purchase of credits from a mitigation bank or in-lieu fee program, if 
available, consistent with the terms and conditions of the bank or program. In order to verify 
whether the following criteria are met, it is essential that a critical area report for wetlands 
meeting the requirements of this chapter be submitted. It is the applicant’s responsibility to 
provide a determination by a qualified professional whether the wetland is a non-federally 
regulated wetland. 

a.  All category IV, non-federally regulated wetlands less than four thousand square feet 
that meet all of the following criteria: 

(1)  Are not associated with riparian areas or their buffers; 

(2)  Are not associated with shorelines of the state or their associated buffers; 

(3)  Are not part of a wetland mosaic; 

(4)  Do not score six or more points for habitat function based on the 
Washington State Wetland Rating System for Western Washington: 2014 
Update, Version 2.0 (Ecology Publication No. 23-06-009, or as revised and 
approved by Ecology); and 

(5)  Do not contain a priority habitat or a priority area for a priority species 
identified by the Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife, and do not 
contain federally listed species or their critical habitat. 

b.  Category IV, non-federally regulated wetlands less than one thousand square feet 
that meet all of the above criteria and do not contain federally listed species or their 
critical habitat are exempt from the buffer provisions contained in this chapter. 
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4.  The following actions may be required to provide a habitat assessment or biological 
assessment under EMC 19.37.520, FWHCAS – Critical Area Report Additional Requirements. If 
the application of this chapter would prohibit or unreasonably restrict the ability to provide 
necessary utilities or infrastructure improvements, a development proposal by a public agency 
or a utility to construct utility facilities for the conveyance of water, sewage, storm drainage, 
electricity, natural gas, cable or telecommunications, or the construction of streets and 
highways, the agency or utility may request an exception. Such a request shall be reviewed using 
the review process described in EMC Title 15, Local Project Review Procedures. The city may 
approve, or approve with modifications, such a request only when the following findings are 
made: 

a.  The application of this chapter would prohibit or unreasonably restrict the ability to 
provide necessary utilities or infrastructure improvements or maintenance; 

b.  There is no other reasonable alternative to the proposed development with less 
impact on the critical area; 

c.  The proposal mitigates impacts on the critical areas; 

d.  The proposal does not pose an unreasonable threat to the public health, safety, or 
welfare on or off the development proposal site; and 

e.  The proposal is consistent with other applicable regulations and standards. 

5.  Docks. This section does not apply to areas under jurisdiction of the shoreline master 
program. 

a.  Repair and maintenance of an existing legally established dock are permitted; 
provided, that all of the following criteria are met: 

(1)  There is no expansion in overwater coverage; 

(2)  There is no increase in the size and number of pilings; 

(3)  There is no use of toxic materials, such as creosote, CCA and other treated 
wood products; 

(4)  There is no new spanning of water between three and thirteen feet deep; 
and 

(5)  There is no new increase in the use of materials creating shade. 

b.  New docks are permitted subject to compliance with any WDFW HPA or U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers permit conditions. Piers and docks shall be located, designed and 
constructed so as to cause minimum interference with public use of the water surface 
and shoreline; to mitigate the impacts to ecological function and critical areas; to avoid 
or minimize impacts to views; and to cause no undue harm to adjacent properties. 
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c.  New docks shall be a maximum of four feet in width and a maximum walkway width 
of four feet. Overwater surfaces shall be constructed of unobstructed grating which 
provides at least fifty percent of open surface area. Piles, floats or other parts of the 
structure that come in direct contact with the water shall be approved by applicable 
federal and state agencies for use in water and shall not be treated or coated with 
biocides such as paint or pentachlorophenol. Use of arsenate compounds or creosote 
treated members is prohibited. 

d.  Only one dock shall be permitted for all lots in any short subdivision or subdivision 
that occurs after September 1, 2000. Such dock shall be shared between all lots in the 
short subdivision or subdivision. 

e.  Covered overwater moorage, either fixed or floating, shall be prohibited. 

f.  No dock may be located within fifteen feet of an interior lot line, unless shared with 
the owner of the adjacent lot, in which case no setback is required. 

g.  No residential lot shall have more than one dock. 

h.  No dock shall exceed four feet in width, twenty-five feet in length or five feet in 
height above the ordinary high water mark on the landward side. 

6.  Reasonable Use Exception. This section does not apply to areas within jurisdiction of the 
shoreline master program. 

a.  Nothing in this chapter is intended to preclude reasonable economic use of property 
as set forth in this title. If the requirements of this chapter as applied to a specific lot 
would deny all reasonable economic use of the lot, development will be permitted if the 
applicant demonstrates all of the following to the satisfaction of the planning director: 

(1)  There is no other reasonable use or feasible alternative to the proposed 
development with less impact on the critical area; and  

(2)  The proposed development does not pose a threat to the public health, 
safety and welfare on or off of the subject lot; and 

(3)  Any alterations permitted subject to the requirements of this chapter shall 
be the minimum necessary to allow for reasonable use of the property; and 

(4)  The inability of the applicant to derive reasonable economic use of the 
property is not the result of actions by the applicant in subdividing the property 
or adjusting a boundary line, thereby creating the undevelopable condition after 
January 13, 1990; and 

(5)  The proposal mitigates the impacts on the critical areas and buffers to the 
maximum extent possible. 

b.  Reasonable Use Decision Process. Whenever an applicant for a development 
proposal submits a reasonable use proposal to the planning director, the submittal shall 
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include the following information which will be used to evaluate the criteria for 
reasonable use exception: 

(1)  The location, size, and description of the areas of the lot which are either 
critical areas, required buffers, or setbacks required by this chapter; 

(2)  A description of the location and area of the lot which is within setbacks 
required by other standards of the zoning code; 

(3)  An analysis of the minimum development necessary to achieve “reasonable 
economic use” of the lot, including a narrative which includes a factual basis for 
this determination; 

(4)  An analysis of the impact that the development described in this section 
would have on the critical areas and buffer functions, including an analysis of 
impacts on fish and wildlife resources; 

(5)  An analysis of whether any other reasonable use with less impact on the 
critical areas and buffers is possible. This must also include an analysis of 
whether there is any practicable on-site alternative to the proposed 
development with less impact, including reduction in density, phasing of project 
implementation, change in timing of activities, revision of lot layout, and/or 
related site planning considerations that would allow a reasonable economic 
use with less adverse impacts to the critical areas and buffers. The phasing 
analysis shall address whether pre-project mitigation of impacts to buffers is 
feasible to reduce impacts on critical areas. The analysis shall also address 
stormwater impacts and mitigation required by the city’s stormwater 
management regulations; 

(6)  A design of the proposal so that the amount of development proposed as 
“reasonable economic use” will have the least impact practicable on the critical 
areas; 

(7)  An analysis of the modifications needed to the standards of this chapter to 
accommodate the proposed development; 

(8)  A description of any modifications needed for the required front, side and 
rear setbacks, building height, and landscape widths to provide for a reasonable 
use while providing protection to the critical areas; 

(9)  A description of the proposed enhancement/restoration of the critical area 
and buffer necessary to result in no net loss of function to the maximum extent 
feasible; 

(10)  Such other information as the planning director determines is reasonably 
necessary to evaluate the issue of reasonable economic use as it relates to the 
proposed development. 
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c.  Reasonable Use Administrative Modification. If, in order to provide reasonable 
economic use, the standards of this title need to be modified, the planning director is 
authorized to grant an administrative modification to the standards of this title in 
accordance with the following: 

(1)  If a reasonable economic use of a lot cannot exist without modification of 
the required front, side and/or rear setbacks, building height, and/or landscape 
widths, the planning director is authorized to administratively modify such 
standards only to the extent necessary to provide for a reasonable economic 
use of the lot while providing greater protection to the critical areas than if the 
standard were met; 

(2)  If a reasonable economic use of a lot cannot exist without a reduction of 
the buffers of the critical areas, the planning director is authorized to 
administratively permit a reduction in the buffers only to the extent necessary 
to provide for a reasonable use of the lot. Where buffer reduction is permitted, 
enhancement/restoration of the buffer and/or critical area must be provided so 
that mitigation results in no net loss of critical area and buffer functions to the 
maximum extent feasible; or 

(3)  If a reasonable economic use of a lot cannot exist by means of either 
subsection (B)(6)(c)(1) or (2) of this section, then the planning director is 
authorized, using the review process described in EMC Title 15, Local Project 
Review Procedures, to administratively grant a transfer of development rights in 
addition to subsection (B)(6)(c)(1) or (2) of this section, or in lieu of them. For 
purposes of this section, “transfer of development rights (TDR)” means that the 
city severs the development rights from the fee interest and permits the owner 
of the restricted property to either transfer an authorized portion of the 
development rights in that property to another lot owned by the restricted 
party in accordance with the following provisions, or permits the owner of the 
restricted property to sell an authorized portion of the rights to owners of land 
who can use the authorized development rights in accordance with the 
following: 

(A)  Neighborhood Residential Zones. The number of dwelling units 
allowed under a reasonable use determination for any residential 
development may be transferred to a neighborhood residential or 
neighborhood residential-constrained zone; provided, that the number 
of dwelling units allowed to be transferred to the receiving site shall not 
exceed the lesser of: 

(i)  The number of dwelling units which the planning director 
determines to be the minimum necessary to allow for 
reasonable economic use of the restricted property; or 

(ii)  The number of dwelling units that would be allowed on the 
receiving site with an assumed twenty percent increase in lot 
size. In approving a transfer of development rights to the 
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receiving site in a Neighborhood Residential zone, the planning 
director shall have the authority to allow for a reduction of the 
minimum lot area allowed by the zone in which the receiving 
site is located by not more than twenty percent. The director 
shall have the authority to reduce the required lot width and 
depth by not more than twenty percent. All dwelling units on 
such lots shall be one-unit dwellings. 

(B)  Urban Residential Zones. The amount of development transferred 
to the receiving lot shall be limited only by all other requirements of this 
title applicable to the use zone in which the receiving lot is located 
(building height, off-street parking, setbacks, multiple-family 
development standards, etc.), excluding maximum permitted density. 

(C)  Mixed-Use and Industrial Zones. The amount of development 
transferred to the receiving lot shall not exceed that which can be 
accommodated by allowing an increase of permitted height on the 
receiving lot of not more than fifteen feet. All other requirements of the 
use zone in which the receiving lot is located shall be applicable to the 
transferred development. 

d.  All other requirements of this chapter shall apply to the subject property, including but 
not limited to submittal of mitigation plans, monitoring reports, and assurance devices, 
installation of fencing and signs, and recording of protective covenants. 

19.37.060 PERMITTED AND ALLOWED USES AND ACTIVITIES 

A.  Uses permitted on lots containing or adjoining critical areas shall be the same as those permitted in 
the use zone in which the lot is located. Each use shall be evaluated in accordance with the review 
process required for the proposed use in the use zone in conjunction with the requirements of this 
chapter and other city, state, and federal regulations. The permitted and allowed uses listed in this 
section may not be exempted from other state or federal regulations or permit requirements and may 
not degrade a critical area or ignore risk from natural hazards. Any damage to, or alteration of, a critical 
area or an associated buffer of the activity shall be restored, rehabilitated, or mitigated at the expense 
of the property owner. Soil stabilization and erosion control shall be completed immediately after 
vegetation removal. Unless otherwise specified below, other restoration or rehabilitation shall be 
completed within 60 days of the damage or alteration, unless otherwise approved by the planning 
director. 

B.  The following uses/activities are permitted in critical areas and their buffers subject to the review 
process listed in EMC Title 15: 

1.  Minor utility construction projects. The placement of a utility pole, street sign, anchor, vault, 
or other small component of a utility facility that disturbs less than one hundred square feet of 
critical area and buffer, provided such projects are constructed using best management 
practices to avoid and minimize impacts to critical areas and buffers, subject to the following 
conditions: 
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a.  The activity does not impact a Type F stream or a category I wetland and complies 
with other provisions of this chapter; and 

b.  The activity is designed and implemented in accordance with mitigation sequencing 
per EMC 19.37.100 to achieve no net loss of critical area functions and values. 

2.  Buffer management, as defined in this title, when approved by the planning director and all 
agencies with jurisdiction. 

3.  Select vegetation removal activities. The following vegetation removal activities are 
permitted: 

a.  Pruning. Pruning is limited to trimming, limbing, thinning, windowing, and skirting in 
a manner consistent with this subsection. 

(1)  A permit is required to prune trees in critical areas. Prior to pruning, 
trimming, limbing, thinning, windowing, and/or skirting: 

(A)  The applicant shall submit a pruning report by a certified arborist 
and have all work be performed under the direction of a certified 
arborist. 

(B)  The applicant, in lieu of the above and an application fee as 
determined by the planning director, shall: 

(i)  Submit a plan showing the location of the proposed work, 
using aerial photos or a site plan that accurately depicts the 
location of trees to be pruned; 

(ii)  Submit photos of the trees to be pruned, a description of 
the portions of the tree to be removed by pruning, and 
documentation that the trees are located on property owned by 
the applicant; 

(iii)  Sign a declaration stating that they have read and 
understand, and will comply with, the applicable city 
regulations; 

(iv)  Submit photos of the trees that were pruned after the 
work is completed. 

(C)  The city shall review and issue the tree pruning permit upon 
submittal of a complete application that demonstrates the proposal 
complies with all applicable requirements. 

(D)  The city shall conduct a site inspection upon completion of the 
work or any time thereafter if the work was done without a certified 
arborist to determine that the work has been conducted in accordance 
with city regulations. 
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(2)  Pruning must adhere to the ANSI A300 Tree Care Standards 

(3)  Pruning shall not result in the removal of more than thirty-three percent of 
the tree’s crown. 

(4)  Pruning shall not include topping of trees unless underneath power lines. 

(5)  Pruning activity shall not result in any soils disturbance on the site. 

(6)  A tree that is an active nest site for a species of local or state importance or 
provides critical habitat such as an eagle perch, or other listed threatened or 
endangered species, shall not be pruned. 

(7)  Topping trees or pruning trees in excess of thirty-three percent is 
considered a nonhazardous tree removal activity and therefore must comply 
with subsection B.3.c of this section. 

(8)  Once a tree is permitted to be pruned, it may be continued to be pruned 
but may not be pruned beyond thirty-three percent of the tree’s original crown. 

b.  Hazard tree removal with replanting. The removal of hazard trees from critical areas 
and required buffers subject to the replanting of native trees to maintain critical area 
and buffer functions. Hazard trees are those trees that pose a threat to public safety, or 
pose an imminent risk of damage to private property. 

(1)  The director may determine that a tree or trees pose an apparent hazard or 
threat to public safety and approve their removal. The director may require, at 
the owner’s cost, a tree risk assessment and recommendation from a certified 
arborist, registered landscape architect or professional forester that: 

i. Identifies the trees proposed to be removed 
ii. Concludes the tree condition constitutes a hazard to life or property 
iii. Assesses the feasibility of snag retention 
iv. Evaluates if trees to be removed provides priority habitat 
v. Provides location and species of replacement trees 

(2)  Where hazards can be eliminated without complete removal of the tree, 
the director may require that a wildlife snag remain in the critical area or 
required buffer. 

(3)  Where tree removal is necessary, the landowner shall provide replacement 
trees as recommended by the assessment or at a ratio of two native trees for 
every tree removed. Trees shall be placed at a location approved by the director 
to avoid future tree hazards and in accordance with an approved restoration 
plan within one year of removal. 

(4)  If a tree to be removed provides priority habitat, including eagle nests, a 
qualified professional shall be consulted to determine timing and methods of 
removal that will minimize impacts. The qualified professional’s report shall be 
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circulated to agencies with expertise for review and comment prior to approval 
by the director. 

(5)  If a tree to be removed is located within a geologically hazardous area, the 
planning director may require submittal of a geotechnical report documenting 
the impact on the property, including recommendations for replanting and 
other measures to avoid adverse impacts to slope stability. 

(6)  Unless otherwise provided, or as a necessary part of an approved 
alteration, mitigation, or buffer management plan, removal of any vegetation or 
woody debris from a wildlife habitat conservation area or wetland, or required 
stream or wetland buffer, shall be prohibited. 

(7)  The city may require that a hazard tree assessment or tree risk assessment 
be completed, and that hazard trees be removed from buffers, and trees 
replanted in accordance with the requirements of this chapter prior to final 
approvals for a development proposal. 

c.  Nonhazardous tree removal with replanting. Except as allowed under subsection B.2 
of this section, the planning director, using the review process described in EMC Title 15, 
Local Project Review Procedures, may allow up to a maximum of ten percent of all 
nonhazardous trees within the outer half of a critical area buffer to be removed. 
Removal of nonhazardous trees must comply with the following requirements: 

(1)  Proposals to remove nonhazardous trees shall include a planting plan 
prepared by a qualified professional biologist, arborist, or forester unless waived 
by the planning director. The plan must show the number, size, and type of 
plants to be planted and where the plants will be located. The plants should be 
placed in an area within the buffer that will be most beneficial to the stream or 
wetland and an area where future cutting will not be necessary. A minimum of 
three, three- to five-gallon native trees of different varieties must be planted for 
every tree to be removed unless it would create an overcrowded situation in 
which case the planning director can reduce this ratio or allow shrubs to be 
planted as an alternative. On geologically hazardous slopes, the tree size shall 
be a minimum of two gallons or if bareroot an equivalent size. The planning 
director shall have discretion to reduce the number of trees to be cut if the 
proposed plan fails to replace over the long term the loss of functions and 
values of the buffer that may result from the cutting of trees. A tree inventory is 
required with the tree type and size shown on a site plan unless waived by the 
planning director. Only trees greater than a six-inch diameter at breast height 
within the outer half of the critical area buffer can be counted unless the trees 
to be removed are less than six-inch diameter at breast height. 

(2)  Tree removal is limited to once every five years. 

(3)  A tree that is an active nest site for a species of local importance including 
bald eagles, or provides critical habitat, shall not be cut. 
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(4)  If the buffer’s edge has not been delineated and cannot be determined by 
the city, a wetland or stream buffer delineation will be required. 

(5)  If the trees to be removed are on a geologically hazardous slope, a 
geological assessment letter or geotechnical report is required unless waived by 
the planning director. A geologically hazardous covenant must be recorded prior 
to tree cutting. 

(6)  Tree stumps must not be removed and all wood debris must be left within 
the buffer unless otherwise recommended by a biologist or geologist. A 
minimum of twenty-five percent of cut trees shall be left as snags approximately 
twenty feet tall unless within striking distance of structures, yards, or trails. 

(7)  Where the stump of a big-leaf maple or other tree with a similar growth 
habit that has been approved for removal remains in the buffer, branches that 
sprout from the stump may be removed annually. 

(8)  Prior to cutting, all trees to be cut must be marked, all required 
replacement plants must be on the property ready to be planted, and a critical 
areas covenant must be recorded. The replacement plants must be planted 
prior or immediately after the trees have been cut and placed in an area within 
the buffer that will be most beneficial to the stream or wetland. 

(9)  A survey may be required if trees are to be removed near any lot line. 

(10)  Forest Practices. Where applicable, applications for tree removal shall also 
include a city of Everett timber harvest application and include an estimate of 
the number of board feet to be cut. 

(11)  Planting of additional trees beyond what is required in this section or 
buffer enhancement may be required if trees have been cut without planning 
director approval. 

d.  Weed Removal. The removal of Class A, B, and C noxious weeds on the Washington 
State Noxious Weed List in conjunction with a mitigation plan or buffer management 
plan approved by the director. Unless otherwise specified in an approved mitigation or 
buffer management plan, weed removal is limited to hand weeding with light 
equipment that will not compact soil. Plants that are on the Washington State Noxious 
Weed Control Board list of noxious weeds should be handled and disposed of according 
to a noxious weed control plan appropriate to that species. Re-vegetation with 
appropriate native species to achieve natural densities is required in conjunction with 
removal of invasive plants. 

4.  Public and private pedestrian paths and trails. Public and private pedestrian trails, including 
interpretive signage, overlooks, and benches, may be permitted subject to the following criteria and  
designed in accordance with an approved critical area report: 

a.  The trail or path shall not be permitted when critical area functions will be substantially 
degraded, shall be designed to minimize impacts to the critical area and its buffer. 
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b. The trail or path shall be located on the outer twenty-five percent of the buffer, except for 
areas which provide for public viewpoints of the critical area or educational opportunities, and 
which are designed to minimize the footprint of the trail/path within the critical area or its 
buffer.  

c. Stream crossings shall avoid adverse impacts to water quality or flow.  

d. The width of trails shall be the minimum necessary. Critical area and buffer widths shall be 
increased, where possible, equal to the width of the trail corridor including disturbed areas. 

e. The proposal must comply with the report requirements of this chapter. 

f.  The trail surface shall meet all other requirements including all applicable water quality 
standards. The trails should be one hundred percent porous to the maximum extent feasible. 
Raised boardwalks with non-treated pilings are allowed.  

g.  Trails proposed to be located in landslide or erosion hazard areas shall be constructed in a 
manner that does not increase the risk of landslide or erosion and in accordance with an 
approved geotechnical report. 

h.  Public and quasi-public trails shall include interpretive signs identifying the critical area and 
buffer specific to the site. 

5.  Stormwater facilities. Stormwater facilities and conveyance systems may be allowed in stream and 
wetland buffers, provided no other location is feasible, the location of such facilities will not degrade the 
functions or values of the critical area, and subject to the following criteria: 

a. Stormwater ponds and vaults are not permitted in wetland or stream buffers. 

b. Stormwater low-impact development and vegetative flow paths from level spreaders may be 
allowed in the outer 25 percent of the stream and wetland buffers only if the applicant 
demonstrates that no feasible alternative on-site location exists and the project would not 
adversely affect the stream flow or the function or values of the wetland, stream, and 
associated buffer. The following may be required: 

i. Vegetated stormwater Low Impact Development Best Management Practices such as 
dispersion, infiltration, or constructed wetlands planted with appropriate native 
vegetation and trees are allowed without buffer averaging requirements; 

ii. All requirements of the City’s currently adopted Stormwater Management Manual are 
met; 

iii. The facilities are not located in a fish and wildlife habitat conservation area, wetland, 
or associated buffer used by species listed as endangered or threatened by the State or 
Federal government or containing critical or outstanding actual habitat of those species, 
and considers alternative construction timing to minimize impacts in areas with heron 
rookeries or raptor nesting trees; and 
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iv. Stormwater Low Impact Development Best Management Practices construction and 
maintenance protects the stream and stream buffer and is aligned to avoid cutting trees 
greater than 12 inches in diameter at breast height, when practical 

c.  For Type Np and Ns streams and category III, and IV wetlands, the planning director may 
grant an exception to the outer twenty-five percent limitation when the applicant demonstrates 
that the project would significantly increase wetland or stream function and would not 
substantially alter stream or wetland hydrology. Additional analysis demonstrating a proposed 
significant increase in wetland and/or stream function as measured by the Western Washington 
Wetland Rating System is required to be prepared by a qualified professional and submitted for 
review prior to authorization.  

19.37.070 GENERAL PROVISIONS FOR NONCONFORMING STRUCTURES AND IMPROVEMENTS 
IN CRITICAL AREAS AND BUFFERS 

The following establishes provisions for nonconforming structures and improvements located within 
critical areas or their buffers within Everett’s jurisdiction. In a critical areas context, nonconforming 
structures and improvements are those legally established structures and improvements which met all 
local, state, and federal regulations in effect at the time of construction but would otherwise require 
additional critical area review and approval under current requirements. 

A. General Provisions 

1. Nonconforming structures and improvements may remain, be maintained, repaired, and 
replaced in accordance with this chapter. 

2. Nonconforming structures and improvements may be expanded only as permitted by EMC 
19.37.050. 

3. Lawns and nonnative vegetation may be maintained, but not expanded, within buffers or 
critical areas. 

4. All activities or developments using the provisions of this section shall demonstrate how the 
proposal follows mitigation sequencing in EMC 19.37.100, and shall describe the proposed use 
of any applicable best management practices. 

5. Except for upper floor expansions not increasing a development footprint, the provisions of 
subsections (C) and (D) of this section may each be used one time for the subject property and 
may be used in combination. Any development application utilizing these provisions shall clearly 
document how the proposal meets these provisions. 

B. Maintenance and Repair of Nonconforming Structures 

1. A nonconforming structure may be maintained, repaired, or internally modified provided that 
the work does not increase the structure footprint or impervious area. 

C. Reconstruction of Existing Nonconforming Structures 
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1. An existing nonconforming structure may be reconstructed as repair, reconstruction, or due 
to destruction or damage to any extent by fire or other casualty not intentionally caused by the 
owner; provided, that: there is no expansion of the existing footprint or increase of impervious 
area, including decks, patios or other improvements; there is no expansion of exterior walls; 
there is no increase in the nonconformity; and reconstruction is built on the existing foundation. 

2. For a nonconforming structure destroyed or damaged to any extent by fire or other casualty 
not intentionally caused by the owner, a structure may be reconstructed on the existing 
foundation, or a new foundation may be built in the same location or further from the critical 
area. 

3. In case of casualty damage or destruction, the following is required: 

a. A complete building permit application shall be properly filed within one (1) year of 
such fire or other casualty or the nonconformance shall be considered to be terminated 
and shall not be replaced in its prior nonconforming location; and  

b. Rebuilding of the nonconforming structure shall be substantially complete within four 
(4) years of the date of the damage or the nonconformance shall be considered to be 
terminated and shall not be replaced in its prior nonconforming location; and  

c. Documentation showing the date of the damage, the location, and dimensions of the 
damaged structure, and cause of the damage shall be submitted to the planning 
department for review and confirmation. 

d. If a nonconforming structure which has no permanent foundation is destroyed and 
the foundation’s location cannot be verified by the planning department, then any new 
construction shall comply with the requirements of this chapter, excluding this section. 

D. Expansion of Nonconforming Structures 

1. An expansion of a nonconforming structure that increases the footprint, impervious area, or 
size of the structure, including new upper floors, is permitted if the expansion or any other 
change to the structure is outside of the critical area, critical area buffer, and any associated 
setbacks.  

2. Additional upper floors may be added to a nonconforming structure above the ground floor if 
they do not encroach into the critical area, its buffer, or any associated setback any further than 
the exterior walls of the existing nonconforming structure. 

3. Nonconforming structures and improvements may be expanded within critical areas or 
buffers only as permitted by EMC 19.37.050. 
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ARTICLE I. CRITICAL AREA REVIEW PROCEDURES 
19.37.100 MITIGATION SEQUENCING 

A.  To realize critical area preservation goals, the city will require applicants demonstrate application of 
mitigation sequencing in accordance with WAC 197-11-768: 

1.  Avoid impact altogether by not taking a certain action or parts of an action; 

2.  Minimize impact by limiting the degree or magnitude of the action and its implementation 
by using appropriate technology or by taking affirmative steps to avoid or reduce impact; 

3.  Rectify the impact by repairing, rehabilitating or restoring the affected critical areas; 

4.  Reduce or eliminate the impact over time by preservation and maintenance operations 
during the life of the actions; 

5.  Compensate for the impact by replacing, enhancing, or providing substitute wetland areas 
and environments; 

6.  Monitor the impact and take appropriate corrective measures. 

19.37.110 CRITICAL AREA REPORTS—GENERAL 

A.  Supporting Information. All land uses and developments proposed on or adjacent to critical areas 
and their buffers shall include studies which describe the environmental conditions of the site. No 
activity, including clearing, filling or grading, shall be permitted until the information required by this 
section is reviewed and approved by the city. Such studies shall be prepared by  a qualified professional, 
who shall prepare the studies in accordance with the requirements of this chapter to the satisfaction of 
the planning department. The city may retain consultants at the applicant’s expense to assist the review 
of studies and/or conduct site evaluations which are outside the range of staff expertise. The planning 
director is authorized to develop and maintain a detailed list of required study contents. 

B.  When a Critical Area Report Is Required. A critical area report is required when a proposed 
development is located within three hundred feet of a documented or suspected critical area (or two 
hundred feet from  a potential geologically hazardous area). The city may waive the requirement for a 
critical area report in the following circumstances on a case-by-case basis: 

1.  The critical area was previously documented by a study and the city has determined the 
proposed development  would not impact the critical area(s) or associated buffers; or 

2.  There is existing legally established development located between the critical area and the 
proposed development site and any required buffers on the site would be ineffective. 

Table 37.1: Critical Area Reports—Summary 
Document/Report Type When Required Notes: 
Geological Assessment Letter Potential geologically hazardous area 

exists on or within 200 feet of the 
proposed project area 

Reconnaissance study; see 
EMC 19.37.220 
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Document/Report Type When Required Notes: 
Geological Report An active geologically hazardous area 

exists on or within 200 feet of the 
proposed project area 

Detailed study; see EMC 
19.37.220 

Critical Area Delineation 
Report 

Wetland, stream or lake on site or within 
300 feet 

Identifies and maps critical 
areas and buffers 

Wetland or Stream Mitigation 
Plan 

Alteration or fill of wetlands, streams or 
buffers 

Includes monitoring and 
contingency elements 

Biological Assessment for 
Threatened or Endangered 
Species 

Development within “protected area” or 
“special flood hazard area” 

Per biological opinion by 
NMFS for development 
within 100-year floodplain. 
See EMC 19.37.520 

Habitat Assessment Potential impacts on regulated 
threatened/endangered species 

Can apply to either 
terrestrial or aquatic habitat. 
See EMC 19.37.520. 

Habitat Management Plan Provided with a habitat assessment when 
a development is proposed on or adjacent 
to a “habitat of primary association” for 
fish and wildlife habitat conservation area 

See EMC 19.37.520 

Monitoring Report After completion of enhancement or 
mitigation work within critical areas and/or 
buffers 

Provided post-development 

19.37.120 CRITICAL AREA REPORTS—PROFESSIONAL QUALIFICATIONS AND GENERAL REPORT 
CONTENT 

A.  General Requirements for All Critical Area Reports.  

1.  Preparation by a Qualified Professional. A critical area report shall be prepared by a qualified 
professional . The qualifications of the qualified professional who prepared the report shall be 
included in the report. The accuracy of the report shall be certified by the professional who is 
the principal author of the report. The director shall have the authority to hire an outside 
consultant at the applicant’s expense to review plans when the city has concerns about the 
accuracy or completeness of the report or plan. 

2.  Report Content. The written report (and the accompanying plan sheets and map figures) 
shall contain all of the following information, at a minimum: 

a.  The name and contact information of the applicant; the name, qualifications, and 
contact information for the primary author(s) of the critical area report;  

b.  A description of the proposal and proposal location including tax parcel numbers of 
the subject property; 

c.  Documentation of any fieldwork performed on the site, including delineation 
worksheets, figures, function assessments, soil logs, baseline hydrologic data, date and 
time of site evaluation, etc.; 
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d.  Identification, characterization, and if applicable wetland rating of all critical areas, 
water bodies, shorelines, and buffers on or within 300 feet of the proposed project area, 
including a description of all methodology with references; 

e.   A statement specifying the accuracy of the report and all assumptions made and 
relied upon; 

f.  A description of the proposed actions including an estimation of acreages of impacts 
to critical areas and buffers based on the field delineation; 

g.  An assessment of the probable direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts to the critical 
areas and buffers resulting from the proposed development, including short-term and 
long-term impacts to critical area functions and values within and adjacent to the site; 

h.  A narrative and supporting information describing how the applicable steps of the 
mitigation sequence of EMC 19.37.100 are proposed to be applied; 

i.  A description of measures taken to protect and enhance existing habitat connections 
with other natural areas; 

j.   Scaled drawings of all critical areas and buffers within 300 feet of the proposal, areas 
of impact to critical areas and buffers, grading and clearing limits, and other project and 
site-specific information as determined necessary by the planning director; 

k.  Dimensions of all buffers and distances between critical areas and existing and 
proposed structures and lot lines. 

19.37.130 CRITICAL AREA REPORTS—ALTERNATIVE BEST AVAILABLE SCIENCE ANALYSIS 

The planning director may, using the review process described in EMC Title 15, Local Project Review 
Procedures, authorize a modification to the standards in this chapter as follows: 

A.  An applicant must submit a critical area study by a qualified professional that documents that the 
proposed development design/standards will result in a net improvement of the functions of the critical 
area over that which would be obtained by applying the standard prescriptive measures contained in 
this chapter. The study must address best available science as it relates to the critical area functions. 

B.  The study must be circulated to appropriate state and federal resource agencies for review and 
comment opportunity prior to planning director authorization. 

C.  The development design/standards may include, but are not necessarily limited to, measures 
prescribed in an approved watershed conservation plan or other similar conservation plan that 
addresses critical areas protection consistent with this section. 

D.  The proposed design/standards must not be materially detrimental to the public welfare or injurious 
to property or improvements in the vicinity and zone in which the subject property is located. 
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19.37.140 SETBACKS, FENCING, SIGNS, AND OTHER PROTECTIVE MEASURES 

A.  General Requirements. Storage of building materials, junk and other items is not permitted within 
critical areas or buffers. All construction staging areas must be shown on approved plans and be located 
outside of critical areas and buffers. 

B.  Setbacks from Buffers. To maintain the integrity of the buffer, principal buildings shall be set back a 
minimum of ten feet from the edges of all critical area buffer boundaries. All other structures and 
improvements shall maintain a setback of five feet from the edge of the buffer. 

C.  Fencing and Other Protection Mechanisms. Except for utility and road projects, the city shall require 
that any development proposed on a lot which contains or adjoins a critical area provide a fence or 
other structural protection along the outer edge of a buffer to minimize encroachment and disturbance. 
Fencing shall be split-rail or an alternative approved by the planning director. Fencing must be installed 
in a manner that allows continuous wildlife movement. 

D.  Signs. The city may require the applicant to provide informational signs in conspicuous locations 
approximately 50 feet apart on  a fence  marking the  buffer to identify the importance of maintaining  
the critical area and buffer in a clean and undisturbed condition. Such signs shall meet the requirements 
for incidental signs as specified in Chapter 19.36. 

E.  Protection of Significant Trees within Buffers (Evergreens at Least Eight-Inch Diameter at Breast 
Height).  If Heritage Trees and evergreen trees at least eight-inch diameter at breast height are 
identified on the outer edge of the buffer such that their drip line extends beyond the buffer edge, the 
following tree protection requirements must be followed: 

1.  A tree protection area shall be designed to protect each tree or tree stand during site 
development and construction. Tree protection areas may vary widely in shape, but must 
extend a minimum of five feet beyond the existing tree canopy area along the outer edge of the 
drip line of the tree(s), unless otherwise approved by the department. 

2.  Tree protection areas shall be added and clearly labeled on all applicable site development 
and construction drawings submitted to the department. 

3.  Temporary construction fencing at least thirty inches tall shall be erected around the 
perimeter of the tree protection areas prior to the initiation of any clearing or grading. The 
fencing shall be posted with signage clearly identifying the tree protection area. The fencing 
shall remain in place through site development and construction. 

4.  No clearing, grading, filling or other development activities shall occur within the tree 
protection area, except where approved in advance by the department and shown on the 
approved plans for the proposal. 

5.  No vehicles, construction materials, fuel, or other materials shall be placed in tree protection 
areas. Movement of any vehicles within tree protection areas shall be prohibited. 

6.  No nails, rope, cable, signs, or fencing shall be attached to any tree proposed for retention. 
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7.  The department may approve the use of alternate tree protection techniques if an equal or 
greater level of protection will be provided. 

19.37.150 CONSTRUCTION PLAN REVIEW 

A. Construction Plans. Construction plans necessary to implement requirements of the detailed 
mitigation plan shall be provided prior to issuance of construction permits. Plans shall include the 
proposed construction sequencing and timing; surface and subsurface hydrologic conditions, including 
proposed hydrologic regimes for compensatory mitigation areas; grading and excavation details, erosion 
and sediment control measures; a planting plan specifying plant species, quantities, location, size, 
spacing, density, proper placement, fertilization standards, and provisions for temporary irrigation 
systems. 

B. The planning director may require construction monitoring by a qualified professional during 
alteration activities within or adjacent to critical areas or buffers to ensure approved design 
recommendations are implemented. When such services are deemed necessary by the planning 
director, they shall be at the applicant’s expense. 

19.37.160 ASSURANCE DEVICES 

The city shall require performance or maintenance assurance devices in accordance with Chapter 19.40 
to ensure compliance with this chapter and adequate protection and maintenance of critical areas and 
buffers. 

19.37.170 TITLE NOTIFICATION 

A notice on real property title is required as a condition of permit issuance or project approval when a 
permit or development application is submitted for development on any property containing critical 
areas or buffers. The purpose is to inform subsequent purchasers of real property of their existence. 

A. Critical Area Covenants. Except as provided for below, the city shall require that all features classified 
as critical areas by this chapter and their buffers, including fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas 
and geologically hazardous areas, be placed in critical area protective covenants. Covenants shall not be 
required for: 

1.  Utility and road projects in public rights-of-way. 

2.  Utility and road projects on private easements where the proponent does not own the land. 

3.  Any development within the special flood hazard area will require a notice on title that the 
property contains land within the riparian habitat zone and/or special flood hazard area. 

B.  Critical Area Tracts. The city may require that any area classified as a critical area and its buffer be 
placed in a permanent separate tract, rather than included in the protective covenant. A tract shall be 
required when the proposal includes a short subdivision or binding site plan. Such a tract shall remain in 
the same ownership as the parcel it was segregated from; placed into undivided common ownership of 
all lots within a proposed subdivision, short subdivision, or binding site plan; or dedicated to a public 
agency which is willing to accept the tract for long-term management of the protected resource. 
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C.  Notice on Title. The owner of any property on which a development proposal is submitted shall file 
with the Snohomish County auditor a notice approved by the planning department, which shall provide 
notice in the public record of the presence of the critical area covenant or tract, the application of this 
chapter to the property, and that limitations on actions in or affecting such areas may exist. The 
applicant shall submit proof that the notice has been filed for record before the city may approve any 
development proposal on the site. The notice shall run with the land, and failure to provide such notice 
to any purchaser prior to transferring any interest in the property is a violation of this chapter. 

19.37.180 UNAUTHORIZED CRITICAL AREA ALTERATIONS 

 A. Unauthorized Alterations.  

1.  Critical areas and associated buffers regulated by this chapter which have been illegally 
altered may be developed in accordance with the requirements of this title; provided, that all 
critical areas and buffers which were illegally altered shall be considered critical areas and 
buffers and shall be regulated in accordance with the requirements of this chapter. Any 
proposal to develop on a lot which contains a critical area or buffer that has been illegally 
altered shall be reviewed by the planning director using the review process described in EMC 
Title 15, Local Project Review Procedures. 

2. . Any illegal alteration of a critical area or buffer which is not proposed for development as 
allowed by this chapter shall be restored to a condition which is equivalent or superior to its 
prior natural condition to the extent that such condition can be determined. 

3. Legal alterations are those alterations to critical areas and buffers that were in conducted in 
accordance with all local, state, and federal regulations in effect at the time of the alteration. 

19.37.190 ENFORCEMENT—RESTORATION PLANS 

A.  Any person, firm, corporation, or association or any agent thereof who violates any provision of this 
chapter shall be subject to the enforcement provisions of Chapter 1.20 EMC and this title. 

B.  Restoration of Impacts Required. Any unauthorized impacts on a critical area feature or buffer will 
require restoration of the affected area to an equivalent or improved condition prior to the violation 
occurring. A restoration plan must be consistent with the requirements of this chapter and a public 
works permit may be required by the city. If an equivalent or improved condition cannot be provided, 
the violator shall be subject to a fine in an amount equal to the value of the damage to the portion of 
the critical area that cannot be restored, determined using best available methods of calculating the 
value of vegetation, land and water resources, including but not limited to the evaluation methods of 
the International Society of Arboriculture. In addition to the authority of the city’s code enforcement 
officer to impose penalties pursuant to Chapter 1.20 EMC, the code enforcement officer may impose the 
fine described in this section as applicable. 

C.  Restoration plans shall include, but not be limited to, the replacement of all improperly removed 
vegetation with approved species such that the biological and habitat values will be replaced to an 
equivalent or improved condition, improper fill removed and slope stabilized. Studies by a qualified  
professional shall be submitted to determine the conditions which were likely to exist on the lot prior to 
the illegal alteration. 
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D.  Restoration shall also include installation and maintenance of interim and emergency erosion 
control measures until such time as the restored ground cover and vegetation reach sufficient 
maturation to function in compliance with the performance standards adopted by the city. 

E.  The city shall stop work on any existing permits and halt the issuance of any or all future permits or 
approvals for any activity which violates the provisions of this chapter until the property is fully restored 
in compliance with this chapter and all penalties are paid. 

F.  Notwithstanding the other provisions provided in this chapter, anything done contrary to the 
provisions of this chapter or the failure to comply with the provisions of this chapter is declared to be a 
public nuisance. 

ARTICLE II. GEOLOGICALLY HAZARDOUS AREAS 
19.37.200 GEOLOGICALLY HAZARDOUS AREAS – DESCRIPTION AND PURPOSE 

A. In accordance with WAC 365-190-120, geologically hazardous areas include areas susceptible to 
erosion, sliding, earthquake, tsunami, or other geological events. They pose a threat to the health and 
safety of citizens when incompatible commercial, residential, or industrial development is sited in areas 
of significant hazard. 

B. The purposes of geologic hazard area regulations is to avoid and minimize potential impacts to life 
and property from geologic hazards, conserve soil resources, avoid and minimize impacts of erosion and 
landslide hazards on wetlands and important wildlife habitats and species not caused by natural 
geologic processes, and minimize damage to property and structures due to landslides, seismic hazards, 
or other naturally occurring events. This purpose shall be accomplished through appropriate levels of 
study and analysis, application of sound engineering principles, and regulation or limitation of land uses, 
including maintenance of existing vegetation, regulation of clearing and grading activities, and control of 
stormwater. Elimination of all risk from geologically hazardous areas is not feasible to achieve, but the 
purpose of this article is to reduce this risk to acceptable levels. 

19.37.210 GEOLOGICALLY HAZARDOUS AREAS – DESIGNATION AND MAPPING 

A.  Designation. The following geologically hazardous areas shall not be altered except as otherwise 
provided by this chapter: 

1.  Landslide hazard areas: 

a.  Those areas defined as high and very high/severe risk of landslide hazard in the 
Dames and Moore Methodology for the Inventory, Classification and Designation of 
Geologically Hazardous Areas, City of Everett, Washington: July 1, 1991, or as revised 
through best available science: 

(1)  Very high/severe: slopes greater than fifteen percent in the Qtb, Qw, and 
Qls geologic units; and slopes greater than fifteen percent with uncontrolled fill. 

(2)  High: slopes greater than forty percent in all other geologic units (not Qtb, 
Qw, and Qls or uncontrolled fill). 
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b.  Those areas defined as medium risk of landslide hazard in the Dames and Moore 
Methodology for Inventory, Classification and Designation of Geologically Hazardous 
Areas, City of Everett, Washington: July 1, 1991, or as revised through best available 
science, when combined with springs or seeps, immature vegetation, and/or no 
vegetation: 

(1)  Slopes less than fifteen percent for Qtb, Qw, and Qls geologic units and 
uncontrolled fill. 

(2)  Slopes of twenty-five percent to forty percent in all other geologic units. 

c. Those areas mapped by the Washington Geological Survey as identified in “ Landslide 
inventory of portions of Snohomish County, Washington: Washington Geological Survey 
Report of Investigations” (Mickelson, et al., 2022) and per landslide maps maintained by 
Washington Department of Natural Resources. 

d.  Any area with all three of the following characteristics: 

(1)  Slopes greater than fifteen percent; and 

(2)  Hillsides intersecting geologic contacts with a relatively permeable 
sediment overlying a relatively impermeable sediment or bedrock; and 

(3)  Springs, ground water seepage, or saturated soils. 

e.  Any area which has shown movement during the Holocene epoch (from ten 
thousand years ago to the present) or which is underlain or covered by mass wastage 
debris of that epoch. 

f.  Any area potentially unstable as a result of rapid stream incision, stream bank 
erosion or undercutting by wave action. 

g.  Areas of historic failures, including areas of unstable, old and recent landslides or 
landslide debris within a head scarp, and areas exhibiting geomorphological features 
indicative of past slope failure, such as hummocky ground, slumps, earthflows, 
mudflows, etc. 

h.  Any area with a slope of forty percent or steeper and with a vertical relief of fifteen 
or more feet, except those manmade slopes created under the design and inspection of 
a geotechnical professional, or slopes composed of consolidated rock. 

i.  Areas that are at risk of landslide due to high seismic hazard. 

j.  Areas that are at risk of landslides or mass movement due to severe erosion hazards. 

2.  Seismic/liquefaction hazard areas: 

a.  Those areas mapped as seismic/liquefaction hazards per the Dames and Moore 
Methodology for the Inventory, Classification and Designation of Geologically Hazardous 
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Areas, City of Everett, Washington: July 1, 1991, or as revised through best available 
science. 

b.  Those areas mapped as high and moderate to high liquefaction susceptibility on the 
Liquefaction Susceptibility Map of Snohomish County, Washington, Washington State 
Department of Natural Resources, Palmer, Stephen, et al., September, 2004. 

3.  Erosion hazard areas: 

a.  Those areas defined as high and very high/severe risk of erosion in the Dames and 
Moore Methodology for the Inventory, Classification and Designation of Geologically 
Hazardous Areas, City of Everett, Washington: July 1, 1991, or as revised through best 
available science: 

(1)  High erosion hazard areas include slopes of twenty-five to forty percent in 
Qva and Qal geologic units; and slopes of greater than forty percent in other 
(not Qva or Qal) geologic units. 

(2)  Very high/severe erosion hazard areas include slopes of greater than forty 
percent in Qva and Qal geologic units. 

b.  Those areas defined as medium risk of erosion in the Dames and Moore 
Methodology for the Inventory, Classification and Designation of Geologically Hazardous 
Areas, City of Everett, Washington: July 1, 1991, or as revised through best available 
science, when they contain debris and mud flows, gullying or rifling, immature 
vegetation, or no vegetation: 

(1)  Slopes of twenty-five to forty percent in other (not Qva or Qal) geologic 
units. 

4.  Tsunami hazard areas: 

a. Tsunami hazard areas include coastal areas and shoreline areas susceptible 
to flooding, inundation, debris impact, and/or mass wasting as the result of coastal 
wave action generated by seismic events or other geologic events. Suspected 
tsunami hazard areas are indicated on the Tsunami Hazard Areas maps maintained 
by the Washington Department of Natural Resources. 

5. Other areas which the city has reason to believe are geologically hazardous. 

B. Mapping. The approximate location and extent of potential geologically hazardous areas are shown 
on maps maintained by the City of Everett and the Washington State Department of Natural Resources, 
as referenced in the designation descriptions, above. These maps are meant to serve as a guide for 
applicants, owners, and plan reviewers. However, they do not provide a conclusive of or definitive 
indication of geologically hazardous area presence or extent. This article does not imply that land 
outside mapped geologically hazardous areas or uses permitted within such areas will be without risk. 
This chapter shall not create liability on the part of the City of Everett or any officer or employee thereof 
for any damages that result from reliance on this chapter or any administrative decision lawfully made 
hereunder. 



Exhibit B 

ORDINANCE  Exhibit A - Page 29 of 66 

19.37.220 GEOLOGICALLY HAZARDOUS AREAS – CRITICAL AREA REPORT ADDITIONAL 
REQUIREMENTS 

A.  Minimum Standards for Geological Assessments. A geological assessment is a site investigation 
process to evaluate the on-site geology affecting a subject property and contiguous properties and the 
extent to which geological factors may be impacted by the proposed development activity. In addition 
to the general critical area report requirements in EMC 19.37.100 and EMC 19.37.120, the following 
additional report requirements apply when assessing geologically hazardous areas. 

1.  A field investigation and geological assessment shall be  prepared, stamped, and signed by a 
qualified professional to evaluate whether or not an active geological hazard area exists within 
two hundred feet of the site. 

a.  The geological assessment shall be submitted in the form of a Geological Assessment 
Letter when the  qualified professional finds that no active geological hazard area exists 
on or within two hundred feet of the site. The Geological Assessment Letter shall meet 
the minimum required content listed in this chapter but may be abbreviated in form. 

b.  The geological assessment shall be submitted in the form of a Geotechnical Report 
when the qualified professional finds that an active geologically hazardous area exists 
on or within two hundred feet of the proposed project area. The geotechnical report 
shall meet the minimum requirements pursuant to this chapter. 

2.  A geological assessment shall include a field investigation and may include the use of 
historical air photo analysis, review of public records and documentation, and interviews with 
adjacent property owners or others knowledgeable about the area, etc. 

3.  A geological assessment shall include the following minimum information and analysis: 

a.  An evaluation of any areas on the site or within two hundred feet of the site that are 
geologically hazardous as set forth in EMC  19.37.210. 

b.  An analysis of the potential impacts of the proposed development activity on any 
geologically hazardous area. The analysis shall include information regarding any 
potential geological hazard that could result from the proposed development either on 
site or off site. For landslide hazard areas, the analysis shall consider the run-out hazard 
of landslide debris to the proposed development that starts upslope, whether the slope 
is part of the subject property or starts off site. 

c.  Identification of any mitigation measures required to eliminate potentially significant 
geological hazards both on the proposed development site and any potentially impacted 
off-site properties. When hazard mitigation is required, the mitigation plan shall 
specifically address how the proposed activity maintains or reduces the preexisting level 
of risk to the site and adjacent properties on a long-term basis. The mitigation plan shall 
include recommendations regarding any long-term maintenance activities that may be 
required to mitigate potential hazards. 

d.  The geological assessment shall document the field investigations, published data 
and references, data and conclusions from past geological assessments or geotechnical 
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investigations of the site, site-specific measurements, tests, investigations, or studies, as 
well as the methods of data analysis and calculations that support the results, 
conclusions, and recommendations. 

e A statement that the proposed project will not decrease slope stability or pose an 
unreasonable threat to persons or property either on or off site and provide a rationale 
for such conclusions based on geologic conditions and interpretations specific to the 
project. 

f. If a landslide or erosion hazard is identified, provide minimum setback 
recommendations for avoiding the landslide or erosion hazard, recommendations on 
stormwater management and vegetation management and plantings, other 
recommendations for site development so that the frequency or magnitude of 
landsliding or erosion on or off the site is not increased, and recommendations are 
consistent with this article; For projects in seismic hazard areas, the report shall also 
include a detailed engineering evaluation of expected ground displacements, amplified 
seismic shaking, or other liquefaction and/or dynamic settlement effects and proposed 
mitigation measures to ensure an acceptable level of risk for the proposed structure 
type or other development facilities such as access roads and utilities; 

g. The geological assessment shall contain a summary of any other information the 
geologist identifies as relevant to the assessment and mitigation of geological hazards. 

B. Geological Assessment Review 

1.  Geological assessments shall be submitted to the department for review and 
approval as part of the integrated permit review process described in EMC Title 15, 
Local Project Review Procedures. The department shall review the geological 
assessment and either: 

a.  Accept the geological assessment; or 

b.  Reject the geological assessment and require revisions or additional 
information. 

2.  When the geological assessment has been accepted, the department shall issue a 
decision on the land use permit application as provided for in EMC Title 15, Local Project 
Review Procedures. 

3.  A geological assessment for a specific site may be valid for a period of up to five 
years when the proposed land use activity and site conditions affecting the site are 
unchanged. However, if any surface and subsurface conditions associated with the site 
change during that five-year period or if there is new information about a geological 
hazard, the applicant may be required to submit an amendment to the geological 
assessment. 

19.37.230 GEOLOGICALLY HAZARDOUS AREAS – DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS 

A. Geologically Hazardous Slope Setbacks and Slope Protection.  
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1.  Geotechnical Assessment Requirements. Development proposals on or within two hundred 
feet of any area designated as or which, based on site-specific field investigation, the city has 
reason to believe are geologically hazardous areas shall submit a geological assessment as 
required by  this  chapter. 

2.  The setback buffer requirement shall be based upon information contained in a geological 
assessment, and shall be measured on a horizontal plane from a vertical line established at the 
edge of the geologically hazardous area limits (both from the top and toe of slope). In the event 
that a specific setback buffer is not included in the recommendation of the geological 
assessment, the setback buffer shall be based upon the standards contained in Chapter 18 of 
the International Building Code (IBC), or as the IBC is updated and amended. 

a.  If the geological assessment recommends setback buffers that are less than the 
standard buffers that would result from application of Chapter 18 of the IBC, the specific 
rationale and basis for the reduced buffers shall be clearly articulated in the geological 
assessment. 

b.  The city may require larger setback buffer widths under any of the following 
circumstances: 

(1)  The land is susceptible to severe erosion and erosion control measures will 
not effectively prevent adverse impacts. 

(2)  The area has a severe risk of slope failure or downslope stormwater 
drainage impacts. 

(3)  The increased buffer is necessary to protect public health, safety and 
welfare based upon findings and recommendations of the geological 
assessment. 

3.  Unless otherwise permitted as part of an approved alteration, the setback buffers required 
by this subsection shall be maintained in native vegetation to provide additional soil stability 
and erosion control. If the buffer area has been cleared, it shall be replanted with native 
vegetation in conjunction with any proposed development activity. 

4.  The city may impose seasonal restrictions on clearing and grading within two hundred feet 
of any geologically hazardous areas. 

B.  Permitted Alterations. Unless associated with another critical area, the planning director, using the 
review process described in EMC Title 15, Local Project Review Procedures, may allow alteration of an 
area identified as a geologically hazardous area or the setback buffers specified in the IBC if an approved 
geotechnical report demonstrates that: 

1.  The proposed development will not create a hazard to the subject property, surrounding 
properties or rights-of-way, or erosion or sedimentation to off-site properties or bodies of 
water; 

2.  The proposal addresses the existing geological constraints of the site, including an 
assessment of soils and hydrology; 
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3.  The proposed method of construction will reduce erosion potential, landslide and seismic 
hazard potential, and will improve or not adversely affect the stability of slopes; 

4.  The proposal uses construction techniques which minimize disruption of existing topography 
and natural vegetation, demonstrating the degree of the alteration is limited to the minimum 
needed to accomplish the project purpose; 

5.  The proposal is consistent with the purposes and provisions of this chapter and mitigates 
any permitted impacts to critical areas in the vicinity of the proposal; 

6.  The proposal mitigates all impacts identified in the geotechnical letter or geotechnical 
report; 

7.  All utilities and access roads or driveways to and within the site are located so as to require 
the minimum amount of modification to slopes, vegetation or geologically hazardous areas; and 

8.  The improvements are certified as safe as designed and under anticipated conditions by a 
geologist. 

C.  Additional Requirements. As part of any approval of development on or adjacent to geologically 
hazardous areas or within the setback buffers required by  this  chapter: 

1.  The city shall require: 

a.  Geologically hazardous areas not approved for alteration and their buffers shall be 
placed in a critical area protective covenant or tract as required by EMC 19.37. 170; 

b.  Any geologically hazardous area or required setback buffer that is allowed to be 
altered subject to the provisions of this chapter shall be subject to a covenant of 
notification and indemnification/hold harmless agreement in a form acceptable to the 
city attorney. Such document shall identify any limitations placed on the approved 
alterations. 

2.  The city may require: 

a.  The presence of a geologist on the site to supervise during clearing, grading, filling 
and construction activities which may affect geologically hazardous areas, and provide 
the city with certification that the construction is in compliance with his/her 
recommendations and has met with his/her approval, and other relevant information 
concerning the geologically hazardous conditions of the site; 

b.  Vegetation and other soil-stabilizing structures or materials be retained or provided; 

c.  Long-term maintenance of slopes and on-site drainage systems. 

D.  Prohibited Alterations. Modification of geologically hazardous areas shall be prohibited under the 
following circumstances: 
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1.  Where geologically hazardous slopes are located in a stream, wetland, and/or a fish and 
wildlife habitat conservation area or their required buffers, alteration of the slopes is not 
permitted, except as allowed under EMC 19.37.050. The required buffer for such slopes shall be 
determined through the site-specific geological assessment, but in no case shall be less than 
twenty-five feet from the top of slopes of twenty-five percent and greater. 

2.  Any proposed alteration that would result in the creation of or which would increase or 
exacerbate existing geological hazards, or which would result in substantial unmitigated 
geological hazards either on site or off site, shall be prohibited. 

ARTICLE III. WETLANDS 
19.37.300 WETLANDS - DESCRIPTION AND PURPOSE 

A. Wetlands are defined using the Washington State definition of wetlands established under RCW 
36.70A.030(48) and as defined in EMC 19.04.110.  

B. The purpose of this chapter’s wetland regulations are to: 

1. Recognize and protect the beneficial functions performed by wetlands, including those 
physical, biological, chemical, and geologic interactions within wetlands and the surrounding 
landscape, including buffers. These functions are often grouped into three main categories – 
water quality improvement functions, hydrologic functions, and habitat functions and may 
include but are not limited to: 

a. The uptake, removal, transformation, and cycling of nutrients, sediment, and 
toxicants; 

b. Floodflow alteration, surface water storage, reduction of peak flows, groundwater 
recharge, decreasing downstream erosion, and energy dissipation of flows; 

c. Supporting food webs and providing several habitat niches and features for wildlife 
breeding, nesting, and rearing, and providing thermal refugia. 

2. Regulate land use to avoid adverse effects on wetlands and maintain the functions and values 
and of wetlands throughout the city. 

3. Establish review procedures for development proposals in and adjacent to wetlands. 

a. Compliance with the provisions of this chapter does not necessarily constitute 
compliance with other federal, state, and local regulations and permit requirements. 
Applicants are responsible for complying with these requirements. 

19.37.310 WETLANDS – DELINEATION, MAPPING, AND RATING 

A.  Wetland Delineation. Identification of wetlands and delineation of their boundaries pursuant to this 
chapter shall be done in accordance with the approved federal wetland delineation manual and 
applicable regional supplements (Regional Supplement to the Corps of Engineers Wetland Delineation 
Manual: Western Mountains, Valleys, and Coast Region (Version 2.0). All areas within the city meeting 
the wetland designation criteria in that procedure are hereby designated critical areas and are subject to 
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the provisions of this chapter. A wetland delineation shall be performed by a qualified professional 
experienced in wetland science. Wetland delineations are valid for five years, after such date, the city 
shall determine whether a revision or additional assessment is necessary.  

B.  Wetland Mapping. A wetland delineation shall result in a wetland boundary clearly marked in the 
field and an accurate ground-verified map of the boundaries. This map should be created using either a 
professional survey or using an equivalent method such as Global Positioning System (GPS) with sub-
meter accuracy. The map shall also include an indication of where wetlands extend off site. The 
approximate location and extent of known or suspected wetlands are shown on the city’s critical area 
maps. These maps shall be used as a guide for the city, applicants and/or property owners, and may be 
updated as new wetlands are identified.  

C.  Wetland Rating. Wetlands shall be rated and regulated according to the categories defined by the 
Washington State Department of Ecology Washington State Wetland Rating System for Western 
Washington 2014 Update Version 2.0, or as revised (Ecology Publication No. 23-06-009).  Wetland 
ratings are valid for five years; after such date the city shall determine whether a revision or additional 
rating is necessary. 

D. Illegal Modifications of Wetlands. Wetland rating categories shall not change due to illegal 
modifications made to the wetland. 

19.37.320 WETLANDS - CRITICAL AREA REPORT ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS. 

A. Additional Critical Area Report Content for Wetlands. A critical area report for wetlands shall be 
prepared by a qualified professional who is a certified professional wetland scientist, a noncertified 
professional wetland scientist with a minimum of five years of experience in the field of wetland science, 
including experience preparing wetland and stream reports, or a professional who demonstrates 
expertise in wetland science, stream ecology, or fish and wildlife biology to the satisfaction of the 
planning director. 

1. Wetlands shall be rated according to the categories defined by the Washington State Department 
of Ecology Washington State Rating System for Western Washington 2014 Update, Version 2.0 or as 
revised (Ecology Publication No. 23-06-029). 

2. Hydrogeomorphic classification; wetland acreage, and Cowardin classification of vegetation 
communities; and, to the extent possible, hydrologic information such as location and condition of 
inlet/outlets. Provide acreage estimates, classifications, and ratings based on entire wetland 
complexes, not only the portion present on the proposed project site. 

B. Wetland and buffer impact mitigation plans shall be prepared consistent with the guidance in 
Wetland Mitigation in Washington State: Part 2 - Developing Mitigation Plans (Ecology Publication #06-
06-011b, or as revised). The report shall include a written plan and plan sheets that contain, at a 
minimum, the elements listed below. 

1. The name and contact information of the applicant; the name, qualifications, and contact 
information of the primary author(s) of the compensatory mitigation plan; a description of the 
development proposal; a description of how the development project has been designed in 
accordance with mitigation sequencing provisions. 
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2.  A baseline study that describes and quantifies the existing wetland and buffer functions, 
functions that will be lost, and the functions after mitigation. Include acreage or square footage of 
the existing wetland and buffer areas to be altered, landscape position, and surrounding land uses. 
Include a description of existing versus proposed water regimes, vegetation, soils, and functions. 
Also describe impacts in terms of acreage by Cowardin classification, hydrogeomorphic 
classification, and wetland rating. This assessment could involve assessing functions using 
Calculating Credits and Debits for Compensatory Mitigation in Wetlands of Western Washington: 
Final Report, March 2012, Washington State Department of Ecology Publication No. 10-06-011, or as 
amended; 

3. A description of the compensatory mitigation site, including location and rationale for selection. 
Include an assessment of existing conditions, including acreage or square footage of wetlands and 
uplands, water regime, sources of water, vegetation, soils, functions, landscape position, and 
surrounding land uses. Estimate future conditions in this location if the compensatory mitigation 
actions are not undertaken. 

4. Describe the future vegetation community types for monitoring years, including dominant 
vegetation expected. Plants shall be native species, commercially available or available from local 
sources, high in food and cover value for fish and wildlife, and mostly perennial; 

5. Specify when mitigation will occur relative to project construction and to the requirements of 
permits issued by other agencies. Specify proposed mitigation actions, if applicable, and include 
written specifications and descriptions of the mitigation proposed, such as: 

a. The proposed construction sequence, timing, and duration; 

b. Grading and excavation details; 

c. Erosion and sediment control features; 

d. A planting plan specifying plant species, quantities, locations, size, spacing, and density; and 

e. Measures to protect and maintain plants until established. 

These written specifications shall be accompanied by detailed site diagrams, scaled cross sectional 
drawings, topographic maps showing slope percentage and final grade elevations, and any other 
drawings appropriate to show construction techniques or anticipated final outcome.; 6. Include 
measurable criteria for evaluating whether the performance goals of the mitigation proposal have 
been met, and include provisions for maintenance and monitoring the mitigated area on a long-term 
basis to determine whether the plan was successful; 

7. Include a contingency plan specifying what corrective actions will be taken to achieve 
performance goals should the mitigation not be successful; 

8. Include provisions for an assurance device as provided by Chapter 19.40 to ensure that work is 
completed in accordance with the mitigation plan, that maintenance and monitoring occur on a 
regular basis, and that restoration or rehabilitation is performed in accordance with the contingency 
plan if mitigation failure results within five years of implementation. The construction performance 
guarantees shall not be released until the applicant’s qualified professional and the planning 
director sign off to indicate that construction has been completed as planned. A separate 
performance assurance device shall be required for maintenance, monitoring, and contingency. This 
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guarantee shall not be released until the applicant’s qualified professional and the planning director 
sign off that maintenance and monitoring have been completed per the plan, and the mitigation 
meets performance goals. 

9. Include provisions for the protection of the mitigation site. The wetland mitigation area and any 
associated buffer shall be protected by a legal mechanism such as a critical area tract or critical area 
covenant. The planning director may approve another legal and administrative mechanism if it is 
determined to be adequate to protect the site.10. Scaled plan sheets shall contain, at a minimum: 

a. Mapped, ground-verified edges of the existing wetlands and buffers, proposed areas of 
wetland and/or buffer impacts, and location of proposed wetland and/or buffer compensation 
areas.  

b. Existing topography, ground-verified, at two-foot contour intervals in the zone of the 
proposed compensation actions if any grading activity is proposed in the compensation area(s). 
Also include existing cross-sections (estimated one-foot intervals) of wetland areas on the 
development site that are proposed to be altered and of the proposed areas of wetland and 
buffer compensation.  

19.37.330  WETLANDS - BUFFER WIDTH REQUIREMENTS 

A.   Wetland Buffer Widths.  

1.  The following buffer widths listed in Tabes 37.2 and 37.3 apply to all wetlands within the city 
of Everett. Buffer widths have been established in accordance with the best available science. 
Buffers are based on the category of wetland and the habitat score as determined under EMC 
19.37.310. Wetland buffers shall be measured perpendicular from the wetland boundary as 
delineated and marked in the field. 

2. Wetland buffers shall exclude functionally disconnected areas legally altered as described in 
EMC 19.37.330(F). 

2. To maintain the integrity of the buffer, all principal buildings, as well as other structures and 
improvements shall maintain a setback from the buffer as specified in EMC 19.37.140. 

3 The buffer widths required by this chapter presume the existence of a relatively intact native 
vegetated community including native tree cover, shrub understory and ground cover. If the 
existing buffer is unvegetated, sparsely vegetated, or vegetated with invasive species, the buffer 
and habitat corridor vegetation  may require enhancement or restoration per the following: 

a. Applicability of Vegetative Buffer Standard. If the on-site buffer does not contain 
include a relatively intact native vegetated vegetative community, the buffer shall be 
enhanced or restored to contain a native vegetation community when either: 

i. The total new net impervious area on the entire subject property exceeds 
2,000 square feet; or 

ii. The value of the new construction or alteration occurring within a two-year 
period is equal to or greater than fifty percent of the assessed value of the 
existing improvements; or 
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iii. More than 25% of the buffer on the subject site is covered with non-native 
and/or invasive vegetation. 

b. Vegetative Buffer Standard. The following vegetative buffer standards shall be met 
when the proposal meets the applicability requirements: 

i. An average 80 percent aerial cover of native vegetation, composed of trees, 
shrubs, and ground cover with at least 20 percent tree cover and 20 percent 
shrub cover, with no more than  10 percent cover of invasive species 

c. Vegetative Buffer Alternative. Applicants can choose not to comply with the 
vegetative buffer standards by complying with the following requirements:  

i. Increase wetland buffer widths by 33% within entire buffer; and 

ii. Remove all unpermitted structures and improvements within the buffer. 

User instructions: Use the following two tables to determine wetland buffers. Table 37.2 
includes the standard wetland buffers without  providing  impact minimization measures and 
habitat corridors as described below. The reduced buffers in Table 37.3 apply to projects when 
the applicant elects to incorporate  impact minimization measures in Table 37.4 and a habitat 
corridor.  

Table 37.2: Standard Wetland Buffer Width Requirements for Applicants not Providing a Habitat 
Corridor or Implementing   Impact Minimization Measures 

 

WETLAND 
CATEGORY WETLAND TYPE 

HABITAT FUNCTION SCORES 
3-5 6-7 8-9 

BUFFER WIDTHS (in feet) 

I 

All including 
forested except 
those listed 
below 

100 150 300 

Bogs 250 300 
Estuarine 200 

II 
All except 
estuarine 100 150 300 

Estuarine 150 
III 80 150 300 
IV 50 
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Table 37.3: Reduced Wetland Buffers When Impact Minimization Measures are Implemented and a  
Habitat Corridor is Provided 

WETLAND 
CATEGORY WETLAND TYPE 

HABITAT FUNCTION SCORES 

3-5 
(Habitat 

Corridor Not 
Required) 

6-7 8-9 

BUFFER WIDTHS (in feet) 
I All including forested except 

those listed below 
75 110 225 

I Bogs 190 225 

I Estuarine 150 

II All except estuarine 75 110 225 

II Estuarine 110 

III 60 110 225 

IV 40 

4. Habitat Corridors. When feasible, wetlands that score six points or more for habitat function 
can use the buffers in Table 37.3 provided all of the below criteria are met. Presence or absence 
of a nearby habitat corridor must be confirmed by a qualified professional. For wetlands that are 
unable to provide habitat corridors or that score five or fewer habitat points, only the measures 
in Table 37.4 are required. 

a. A relatively undisturbed vegetation corridor at least 100 feet wide is protected 
between the wetland and:  

i. A legally protected, relatively undisturbed and vegetated area (e.g. 
Priority Habitats, compensatory mitigation sites, wildlife areas/refuges, 
county and state parks where they have management plans with 
identified areas designated as Natural, Natural Forest, or Natural Area 
Preserve), or  

ii. An area that is the site of a Watershed Project, identified within, and 
fully consistent with, a Watershed Plan as defined by RCW 89-08-460, or  

iii. An area where development is prohibited according to the provisions of 
the City’s Shoreline Master Program, or  

iv. An area with equivalent habitat quality that has conservation status in 
perpetuity, in consultation with WDFW. 

b. The corridor is permanently protected for the entire distance between the 
wetland and the shoreline or legally protected area by a conservation 
easement, deed restriction, or other legal site protection mechanisms.  

c. Presence or absence of the shoreline or Priority Habitat must be confirmed by 
a qualified professional and the planning director.  
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d. The measures in Table 37.4 are implemented, as applicable, to minimize 
impacts of the adjacent land uses. 

B.  Increased  Wetland Buffer Width.  Buffer widths stated in subsection A of this section shall be 
increased: 

1.  When the minimum buffer for a wetland extends into an area with a slope of greater than 
twenty-five percent, the buffer shall be the greater of: 

a.  The minimum buffer for that particular wetland; or 

b.  Twenty-five feet beyond the point where the slope becomes twenty-five percent or 
less for at least a horizontal distance of ten feet; 

2.  When the wetland is used by  a state or federally listed plant or animal species under WAC 
220-610-010, 50 CFR 17-11, 50 CFR 17-12, or other state or federal regulations; or has critical or 
outstanding potential habitat for those species or has unusual nesting or resting sites such as 
heron  nesting colonies or raptor nesting trees, and the increased buffer is necessary to protect 
such habitat; 

3.  When a habitat assessment or habitat management plan is required by EMC 19.37. 110 and 
an increased buffer is necessary to protect critical habitat or affected species, the buffer shall be 
the buffer in the approved habitat assessment or habitat management plan; 

4.  When the adjacent land is classified as a geologically hazardous area, the buffer shall be the 
greater of the standard wetland buffer or the setback buffer required by EMC 19.37. 230; 

5.  When the  wetland buffer has minimal or degraded vegetative cover that cannot be 
improved through enhancement; or 

6.  When the city finds, based upon a site-specific critical area analysis, that impacts to a 
wetland or other critical area from a proposed development can only be mitigated by a greater 
buffer width. 

C.  Impact Minimization Measures.  
Developments that produce the listed disturbances and are requesting reduced wetland buffers per 
Table 37.3 are required to address the disturbance through the use of applicable minimization 
measures. This is not a complete list of measures, nor is every example measure required. Though not 
every measure is required, all effort should be made to implement as many measures as possible. 
Regulatory staff should determine, in coordination with the applicant, which measures are applicable 
and practicable. The critical areas report shall address how each impact minimization measure is being 
provided. 

Table 37.4 – Impact Minimization Measures 
Example of 
Disturbance 

Activities and Uses that Cause 
Disturbances 

Examples of Impact Minimization Measures 

Light • Parking lots 
• Commercial/Industrial uses 
• Residential uses 

• Direct lights away from wetlands and 
buffers 



Exhibit B 

ORDINANCE  Exhibit A - Page 40 of 66 

D. Where wetland functions have been improved due to voluntary implementation of an approved 
stewardship, restoration and/or enhancement plan that is not associated with required mitigation or 
enforcement, the wetland buffer width shall be determined based on the previously established 
wetland category and habitat score as documented in the approved stewardship and enhancement 

• Recreation (e.g. athletic 
fields) 

• Agricultural buildings 

• Only use lighting when and where 
necessary for public safety 

• Motion-activated lighting 
• Use of full-cut off shields 
• Dim light to lowest acceptable intensity 
• Warmer lighting temperatures (<3000K) 

Noise • Commercial/Industrial uses 
• Residential uses 
• Recreation (e.g. athletic 

fields) 
• Agriculture 

• Locate noise-generating activity away 
from wetlands and buffers 

• Construct fencing and/or install dense 
landscape screening between noise 
sources and critical area 

Toxic Runoff • Parking lots 
• Roads 
• Commercial/Industrial uses 
• Residential uses 
• Application of pesticides 
• Landscaping 
• Agriculture  

• Route all new, untreated runoff away 
from wetlands and buffers while 
ensuring wetland is not dewatered 

• Establish covenants limiting use of 
pesticides within 150 feet of wetlands 

• Apply integrated pest management 
(These examples are not necessarily 
adequate for minimizing toxic runoff if 
threatened or endangered species are 
present at the site.) 

Stormwater 
Runoff 

• Parking lots 
• Roads 
• Commercial/Industrial uses 
• Residential uses 
• Recreation 
• Landscaping/lawns 
• Other impermeable surfaces, 

compacted soils, etc. 

• Retrofit stormwater detention and 
treatment for roads and existing 
adjacent developments 

• Prevent channelized or sheet flow from 
lawns that directly enter buffers 

• Infiltrate or treat, detain, and disperse 
new runoff from impervious surfaces 
and lawns 

• Retain native vegetation elsewhere in 
the property 

Pets and Human 
Disturbance 

• Residential uses 
• Recreation 

• Install privacy fencing 
• Plant dense native vegetation to 

delineate buffer edge and to discourage 
disturbance 

• Place wetlands and buffers in a separate 
tract 

• Install signage along wetland buffer 
edge 

Dust • Tilled Fields 
• Roads 

• Use Best Management Practices to 
control dust 
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E. Functionally Disconnected Buffer Areas. Buffers may exclude areas that are functionally and 
effectively disconnected from a wetland by an existing public or private road or legally established 
development, as determined by the planning director. Functionally and effectively disconnected means 
that the road or other significant development blocks the protective measures provided by a buffer. 
Significant developments shall include built public infrastructure such as roads and railroads, and private 
developments such as homes or commercial structures. Examples of minor developments that do not 
fully block buffer functions include trails, minor accessory structures, paths, and driveways serving a 
single residence. The planning director shall evaluate whether the interruption will affect the entirety of 
the buffer. Individual structures may not fully interrupt buffer function. In such cases, the allowable 
buffer exclusion should be limited in scope to just the portion of the buffer that is affected. Where 
questions exist regarding whether a development functionally disconnects the buffer, or the extent of 
that impact, the planning director may require a critical area report to analyze and document the buffer 
functionality. 

19.37. 340 WETLANDS - BUFFER WIDTH AVERAGING  

The city may allow wetland buffer width averaging when all of the following are met:  

A. No feasible alternatives to the site design could be accomplished without buffer averaging. 

B. The total area on the lot contained within the buffer after averaging is not less than the area required 
within the buffer without averaging 

C. Averaging will not reduce the functions and values of the critical area or buffer as demonstrated by a 
critical area report from a qualified professional.  

D. The adjusted minimum buffer width shall not be less than seventy-five percent of the required buffer 
width at any point or 75 feet for Category I and II, 50 feet for Category III, and 25 feet for Category IV, 
whichever is greater. 

19.37. 350 WETLANDS -  COMPENSATORY MITIGATION 

A.   Mitigation Sequencing. Before being authorized to impact any wetland or its buffer, an applicant 
must demonstrate that they have implemented mitigation sequencing in the order presented in EMC 
19.37.100. 

B.   Requirements for Compensatory Mitigation. Allowed wetland and wetland buffer compensation 
shall be subject to the following requirements: 

1. Compensatory mitigation for alterations to wetlands shall be used only for impacts that 
cannot be avoided or minimized and shall achieve equivalent or greater functions. 
Compensatory mitigation plans shall be consistent with Wetland Mitigation in Washington 
State–Part 2: Developing Mitigation Plans—Version 1 (Ecology Publication #06-06-011b, or as 
revised), and Selecting Wetland Mitigation Sites Using a Watershed Approach [Western 
Washington (Ecology Publication #09-06-32). 

2. Mitigation ratios for wetland impacts shall be consistent with the Standard Wetland 
Compensatory Mitigation Ratios presented in this section.  

3. Buffer Mitigation Ratios. Impacts to buffers shall be mitigated at a minimum 1:1 ratio. 
Compensatory buffer mitigation shall replace those buffer functions lost from development. 
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4. Mitigation requirements may be determined using the Credit-Debit Method described in 
Calculating Credits and Debits for Compensatory Mitigation in Wetlands of [Western 
Washington (Ecology Publication #10-06-011) 

5. Plantings used in mitigation actions shall be native species appropriate to the ecoregion. 

6. The following areas within a proposed compensation site shall not contribute to satisfying the 
requirements for compensatory mitigation: 

a. Easements for utility corridors, stormwater facilities, rights-of-way, and streams 
conveyed underground  

b. Driveways  

c. Roads  

d. Any paved or graveled areas intended to convey vehicle or foot traffic. 

7. Buffers on Wetland Mitigation Sites. All wetland mitigation sites shall have buffers consistent 
with the buffer requirements of this Chapter. All required buffers for the wetland mitigation site 
shall be located on the subject site, except where wetland mitigation banking is used to 
purchase buffer credits. Buffers shall be based on the expected or target category of the 
proposed wetland mitigation site and the expected level of impact from the adjacent land use. 
Buffers need to be fully vegetated in order to be included in buffer area calculations. Lawns, 
walkways, driveways, paved areas, and mowed or developed areas will not be considered 
buffers or included in buffer area calculations when assessing whether adequate compensatory 
mitigation buffers have been provided. Properties adjacent to or abutting wetland mitigation 
sites shall not be responsible for providing any additional buffer requirements. 

 8. Construction techniques and field marking of areas to be disturbed shall be approved by the 
city prior to site disturbance to ensure minimal encroachment. 

 9. The city may require the applicant to rehabilitate a wetland or its buffer by removing debris, 
sediment, nonnative vegetation, or other material detrimental to the area by replanting 
disturbed vegetation, or by other means deemed appropriate by the city. Rehabilitation or 
restoration may be required at any time that a condition detrimental to water quality or habitat 
exists. 

C. Compensating for Lost or Impacted Wetland Functions. Compensatory mitigation shall address the 
functions affected by the proposed project, with an intention to achieve functional equivalency or 
improvement of functions. The goal shall be for the compensatory mitigation to provide similar wetland 
functions as those lost, except when either:  

1. The lost wetland provides minimal functions, and the proposed compensatory mitigation 
action(s) will provide equal or greater functions or will provide functions shown to be limited 
within a watershed through an existing watershed plan or a local or regional study that 
characterizes watershed processes; or   
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2. Out-of-kind replacement of wetland type or functions will best meet watershed goals formally 
identified by a watershed plan, such as replacement of historically diminished wetland types.   

D. Preference of Mitigation Actions. Mitigation for wetland and buffer impacts shall rely on a method 
listed below in order of preference. A lower-preference form of mitigation shall be used only if the 
applicant’s qualified professional demonstrates to the planning director’s satisfaction that all higher-
ranked types of mitigation are not viable, consistent with the criteria in this Section. 

1. Restoration: The manipulation of the physical, chemical, or biological characteristics of a site 
with the goal of returning natural/historic functions and environmental processes to a former or 
degraded wetland. Restoration is divided into two categories: 

a. Re-establishment: The manipulation of the physical, chemical, or biological 
characteristics of a site with the goal of returning natural/historic functions and 
environmental processes to a former wetland. Re-establishment results in rebuilding a 
former wetland and results in a gain in wetland area and functions. Example activities 
could include removing fill, plugging ditches, or breaking drain tiles to restore a wetland 
hydroperiod, which in turn will lead to restoring wetland biotic communities and 
environmental processes. 

b. Rehabilitation: The manipulation of the physical, chemical, or biological 
characteristics of a site with the goal of repairing natural/historic functions and 
environmental processes to a degraded wetland. Rehabilitation results in a gain in 
wetland function but does not result in a gain in wetland area. The area already meets 
wetland criteria, but hydrological processes have been altered. Rehabilitation involves 
restoring historic hydrologic processes. Example activities could involve breaching a dike 
to reconnect wetlands to a floodplain or return tidal influence to a wetland. 

2. Establishment (Creation): The manipulation of the physical, chemical, or biological 
characteristics of a site to develop a wetland on an upland where a wetland did not previously 
exist at an upland site. Establishment results in a gain in wetland area and functions. An example 
activity could involve excavation of upland soils to elevations that will produce a wetland 
hydroperiod and hydric soils by intercepting groundwater, and in turn supports the growth of 
hydrophytic plant species.  

a. If a site is not available for wetland restoration to compensate for expected wetland 
and/or buffer impacts, the planning director may authorize establishment of a wetland 
and buffer upon demonstration by the applicant’s qualified professional that:  

i. The hydrology and soil conditions at the proposed mitigation site are 
conducive for sustaining the proposed wetland and that establishment of a 
wetland at the site will not likely cause hydrologic problems elsewhere; 

ii. Adjacent land uses and site conditions do not jeopardize the viability of the 
proposed wetland and buffer (e.g., due to the presence of invasive plants or 
noxious weeds, stormwater runoff, noise, light, or other impacts); and  

iii. The proposed wetland and buffer will eventually be self-sustaining with little 
or no long-term maintenance.  
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iv. The proposed wetland would not be established at the cost of another high-
functioning habitat (i.e., ecologically important uplands). 

3. Preservation (Protection/Maintenance). The removal of a threat to, or preventing the decline 
of, wetlands by an action in or near those wetlands. This term includes activities commonly 
associated with the protection and maintenance of wetlands through the implementation of 
appropriate legal and physical mechanisms such as recording conservation easements and 
providing structural protection like fences and signs. Preservation does not result in a gain of 
aquatic resource area or functions but may result in a gain in functions over the long term. 
Preservation of a wetland and associated buffer can be used only if: 

a. The planning director determines that the proposed preservation is the best 
mitigation option;  

b. The proposed preservation site is under threat of undesirable ecological change due 
to permitted, planned, or likely actions that will not be adequately mitigated under 
existing regulations;  

c. The area proposed for preservation is of high quality or critical for the health and 
ecological sustainability of the watershed or sub-basin. Some of the following features 
may be indicative of high-quality sites:  

i. Category I or II wetland rating 

ii. Rare or irreplaceable wetland type [e.g, peatlands, mature forested wetland, 
estuaries, vernal pools, alkali wetlands] or aquatic habitat that is rare or a 
limited resource in the area.  

Iii. The presence of habitat for threatened or endangered species (state,federal, 
or both).   

iv. Provides biological and/or hydrological connectivity to other habitats.  

v. Priority sites identified in an adopted watershed plan.  

d. Permanent preservation of the wetland and buffer shall be provided through a legal 
mechanism such as a conservation easement or tract held by an appropriate natural 
land resource manager/land trust.   

e. The planning director may approve another legal and administrative mechanism in 
lieu of a conservation easement if it is determined to be adequate to protect the site. 

4. Enhancement. The manipulation of the physical, chemical, or biological characteristics of a 
wetland to heighten, intensify, or improve specific wetland function(s). Enhancement is 
undertaken for specified purposes such as water quality improvement, flood water retention, or 
wildlife habitat. Enhancement results in the gain of selected wetland function(s) but may also 
lead to a decline in other wetland function(s). Enhancement does not result in a gain in wetland 
area. Enhancement activities could include planting vegetation, controlling non-native or 
invasive species, and modifying site elevations to alter hydroperiods in existing wetlands.  
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Applicants proposing to enhance wetlands and/or associated buffers shall demonstrate how the 
proposed enhancement will increase the wetland and/or buffer functions, how this increase in 
function will adequately compensate for the impacts, and how existing wetland functions at the 
mitigation site will be protected. 

5. Alternative Types of Mitigation/Resource Tradeoffs. The planning director may approve 
alternative mitigation proposals that are based on best available science, such as priority 
restoration plans that achieve restoration goals identified in the SMP. Alternative mitigation 
proposals shall provide an equivalent or better level of ecological functions and values than 
would be provided by standard mitigation approaches. Alternative mitigation approaches shall 
comply with all reporting, monitoring, and performance measures of this Section including 
adherence to mitigation sequencing. The city may consult with agencies with expertise and 
jurisdiction over the critical areas during the review to assist with analysis and identification of 
appropriate performance measures that adequately safeguard critical areas. The planning 
director will consider the following for approval of an alternative mitigation proposal:   

a. Clear identification of how an alternative approach will achieve equal or better 
ecological benefit. 

b. The proposal uses a watershed approach consistent with Selecting Wetland 
Mitigation Sites Using a Watershed Approach in Western Washington  (Ecology 
Publication #09-06-32), or as revised].  

c. All impacts are identified, evaluated, and mitigated.  

d. Methods to demonstrate ecological success are clear and measurable. 

E. Location of Compensatory Mitigation. Permittee-responsible compensatory mitigation actions shall be 
conducted using a watershed approach and shall generally occur within the same sub-drainage basin. 
However, when the applicant can demonstrate that a mitigation site in a different sub-drainage basin is 
ecologically preferable, it should may be used. Compensatory mitigation areas shall be located to 
preserve or achieve contiguous wildlife habitat corridors to minimize the isolation and fragmenting 
effects of development on habitat areas. The following criteria will be evaluated when determining 
whether on-site or off-site compensatory mitigation is ecologically preferable. When considering the 
location of mitigation, preference should may be given to using programmatic approaches, such as a 
mitigation bank or an in-lieu fee program after evaluating the following criteria. 

1. No reasonable opportunities exist on site or within the sub-drainage basin or opportunities on 
site or within the sub-drainage basin do not have a high likelihood of success based on a 
determination of the capability of the site to compensate for the impacts. Considerations should 
include anticipated replacement ratios for wetland mitigation, buffer conditions and required 
widths, available water to maintain anticipated hydrogeomorphic class(es) of wetlands when 
restored, proposed flood storage capacity, and potential to mitigate riparian fish and wildlife 
impacts (such as connectivity);  

2. On-site mitigation would require elimination of high-quality upland habitat;  

3. Off-site mitigation has a greater likelihood of providing equal or improved wetland functions 
compared to the altered wetland. 
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4. Off-site locations shall be in the same sub-drainage basin unless:  

a. Watershed goals for water quality, flood storage or conveyance, habitat, or other 
wetland functions have been established by the city and strongly justify locating 
mitigation at another site;   

b. Credits from a state-certified wetland mitigation bank are used as compensation, and 
the use of credits is consistent with the terms of the certified bank instrument;  

c. Fees are paid to an approved ILF program to compensate for the impacts.  

5. The design for the compensatory mitigation project needs to be appropriate for its position in 
the landscape. Therefore, compensatory mitigation should not result in the creation, 
restoration, or enhancement of an atypical wetland. 

F. Timing of Compensatory Mitigation. Compensatory mitigation projects should be completed prior to 
activities that will impact wetlands. For category I wetlands, the city shall require the relocated wetland 
area to be completed and functioning prior to allowing the existing wetland to be altered. Otherwise, 
compensatory mitigation shall be completed immediately following wetland impacts and prior to use or 
occupancy of the action or development. Construction of mitigation projects shall be timed to reduce 
impacts to existing fisheries, wildlife, and flora.  

1. The planning director may authorize a one-time temporary delay in completing construction 
or installation of the compensatory mitigation when the applicant provides a written 
explanation from a qualified wetland professional as to the rationale for the delay. An 
appropriate rationale would include identification of the environmental conditions that could 
produce a high probability of failure or significant construction difficulties. For example, a 
project delay that creates conflicts with other regulatory requirements (fisheries, wildlife, 
stormwater, etc.) or installing plants should be delayed until the dormant season to ensure 
greater survival of installed materials. The delay shall not create or perpetuate hazardous 
conditions or environmental damage or degradation, and the delay shall not be injurious to the 
health, safety, or general welfare of the public. The request for the delay shall include a written 
justification that documents the environmental constraints that preclude timely implementation 
of the compensatory mitigation plan. The justification will be verified by the city who will issue a 
formal decision.   

G.  Wetland Compensatory mitigation Ratios. In approving alteration of a wetland, the city shall require 
that an area larger than the altered portion of the wetland be provided as compensatory mitigation for 
destruction of the functions of the altered wetland and to ensure that such functions are replaced. The 
ratios in this section are based on wetland category, function, special characteristics, risk, and temporal 
loss. When mitigating allowed impacts to wetlands, the standard ratios in Table 37.4 shall be used, 
except as otherwise provided below in this subsection. 



Exhibit B 

ORDINANCE  Exhibit A - Page 47 of 66 

Table 37. 5: Standard Wetland Compensatory Mitigation Ratios 

Category and 
Type of 
Wetland 
Impacts 

Reestablish
ment or 
Creation 

Rehabilita
tion Only1 

Reestablishme
nt or Creation 
(R/C)  plus 
Rehabilitation 
(RH)1 

Reestablishme
nt or Creation 
(R/C)  plus 
Enhancement 
(E)1 

Reestablishme
nt or Creation 
(R/C) plus 
Preservation 
(P)1 

Enhancement 
Only1 

All category IV 1.5:1 3:1 1:1 R/C  plus 
1:1 RH 

1:1 R/C  plus 
2:1 E 

1:1 R/C plus 2:1 
P 

6:1 

All category III 2:1 4:1 1:1 R/C  plus 
2:1 RH 

1:1 R/C  plus 
4:1 E 

1:1 R/C plus 4:1 
P 

8:1 

Category II 
Estuarine 

Case-by-case 4:1 
Rehabilitat
ion of an 
estuarine 
wetland 

Case-by-case Case-by-case Case-by-case Case-by-case 

All other 
category II 

3:1 6:1 1:1 R/C  plus 
4:1 RH 

1:1 R/C plus 8:1 
E 

1:1 R/C plus 8:1 
P 

12:1 

Category I 
Forested 

6:1 12:1 1:1 R/C  plus 
10:1 RH 

1:1 R/C plus 
20:1 E 

1:1 R/C plus 
20:1 P 

24:1 

Category I 
Based on score 
for functions 

4:1 8:1 1:1 R/C  plus 
6:1 RH 

1:1 R/C plus 
12:1 E 

1:1 R/C plus 
12:1 P 

16:1 

Category I 
Bog 

Not 
considered 
possible2 

6:1 
Rehabilitat
ion of a 
bog 

R/C Not 
considered 
possible2 

R/C Not 
considered 
possible2 

R/C Not 
considered 
possible2 

Case-by-case 

Category I 
Estuarine 

Case-by-case 6:1 
Rehabilitat
ion of an 
estuarine 
wetland 

Case-by-case Case-by-case Case-by-case Case-by-case 

1 These ratios are based on the assumption that the rehabilitation or enhancement actions implemented 
represent the average degree of improvement possible for the site. Proposals to implement more 
effective rehabilitation or enhancement actions may result in a lower ratio, while less effective actions 
may result in a higher ratio. The distinction between rehabilitation and enhancement is not clear-cut. 
Instead, rehabilitation and enhancement actions span a continuum. Proposals that fall within the gray 
area between rehabilitation and enhancement will result in a ratio that lies between the ratios for 
rehabilitation and the ratios for enhancement. 

2 Bogs are considered irreplaceable wetlands because they perform some special functions that cannot 
be replaced through compensatory mitigation. Impacts to such wetlands would therefore result in a net 
loss of some functions no matter what kind of compensatory mitigation is proposed. 

 a.   As an alternative to the mitigation ratios described above, the planning director may 
allow mitigation  based one of the following ways: 
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 i. Using the Credit-Debit Method developed by the Department of Ecology in 
Calculating Credits and Debits for Compensatory Mitigation in Wetlands of 
[Western Washington (Ecology Publication # 10-06-011), or as amended.  

 ii. For properties designated “urban mixed-use industrial” in the city’s shoreline 
master program, the applicant shall use the Snohomish Estuary Wetland 
Integration Plan (SEWIP, 1997) and Salmon Overlay (2001) for projects that 
include wetland compensatory mitigation. Per Table 37.4, mitigation ratios for 
estuarine wetlands shall be determined on a case-by-case basis. 

 b. In no case shall the mitigation acreage be less than that which is altered. 

19.37.360 WETLANDS - APPROACHES TO COMPENSATORY MITIGATION 

A.  Wetland mitigation banks. For any wetland mitigation bank certified under Chapter 173-700 WAC, 
credits from a wetland mitigation bank may be  used to compensate for impacts located within the 
service area specified in the mitigation bank instrument when all of the following are met: 

1. The director determines that the wetland mitigation bank provides appropriate compensatory 
mitigation for the authorized impacts. 

2. The proposed use of credits is consistent with the terms and conditions of the mitigation bank 
instrument. 

3. Mitigation ratios are consistent with the mitigation bank instrument. 

B. In-Lieu Fee Mitigation.  Credits from an approved in-lieu fee program may be used when all the 
following apply: 

1. The planning director determines that it would provide appropriate compensation for the 
proposed impacts.  

2. The proposed use of credits is consistent with the terms and conditions of the approved ILF 
program instrument.  

3. Projects using ILF credits shall have debits associated with the proposed impacts calculated by 
the applicant’s qualified wetland professional using the credit assessment method specified in 
the approved instrument for the ILF program. 

4. The impacts are located within the service area specified in the approved in-lieu fee 
instrument. 

C. Permittee-responsible, advance mitigation. Advance mitigation is a form of permittee-responsible 
mitigation implemented before a permitted impact takes place. It is designed to compensate for impacts 
expected to occur in the future. The applicant proposing the advance mitigation is the only one who can 
use the credits generated. Credits cannot be sold or transferred to another applicant. Advance 
mitigation proposals should be developed in accordance with state and federal rules and guidance on 
advance mitigation (Interagency Regulatory Guide: Advance Permittee-Responsible Mitigation, Ecology 
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Publication #12-06-015, and Chapter 4.2 of Wetland Mitigation in Washington State–Part 1: Policies and 
Guidance—Version 2, Ecology Publication #21-06-003,or as revised).  

D. Permittee-responsible, concurrent mitigation. Concurrent mitigation is a form of permittee-
responsible mitigation implemented at the same time permitted impacts are occurring. The permittee is 
responsible for implementation and success of the compensation. Concurrent mitigation may occur at 
the site of the permitted impacts or at an off-site location, usually within the same watershed. 
Permittee-responsible, concurrent mitigation shall be used only if the applicant’s qualified professional 
demonstrates to the planning director’s satisfaction that the proposed approach is ecologically 
preferable to use of a bank or in-lieu fee program, consistent with the criteria in this Section. 

ARTICLE IV. FREQUENTLY FLOODED AREAS 
19.37.400 AREAS OF SPECIAL FLOOD HAZARD 

Areas of special flood hazard shall be governed by the provisions of Chapter 19.30. 

ARTICLE V. FISH AND WILDLIFE HABITAT CONSERVATION AREAS 
19.37.500 FISH AND WILDLIFE HABITAT CONSERVATION AREAS - DESCRIPTION AND PURPOSE 

A.  All areas meeting the definition of fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas are subject to the 
regulations in this chapter. The intent of the management of these areas is to ensure sufficient habitat 
quality, quantity, and connectivity for species within their natural geographic distribution in order to 
support viable populations over the long term and to prevent isolated subpopulations.  

Fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas are ecosystems composed of unique interacting systems of 
soils, geology, topography, and plant and animal communities. They consist of land-based areas and 
aquatic areas. Wildlife habitat provides opportunities for food, cover, nesting, breeding, and movement 
for fish and wildlife within the City; maintains and promotes diversity of species and habitat within the 
City; helps to maintain air and water quality; controls erosion; serves as areas for recreation, education 
and scientific study, and aesthetic appreciation; and provides neighborhood separation and visual 
diversity within urban areas.  

Riparian corridors are essential for wild fish populations. Healthy riparian zones are dynamic ecosystems 
that perform various functions that form salmonid habitat. Some of the major functions include 
producing and delivering large and small woody debris to shorelines and stream channels; shoreline 
protection and habitat formation; removing sediments and dissolved chemicals from water; moderating 
water temperature; providing thermal refugia; providing habitat for terrestrial animals; and providing 
proper nutrient sources for aquatic life. Additionally, aquatic areas and their associated buffers store 
and convey stormwater and floodwater; recharge groundwater; and serve as areas for recreation, 
education and scientific study and aesthetic appreciation.  B. The following actions are exempt from 
other requirements of this chapter, but may require preparation of a habitat assessment or biological 
assessment when conducted within a fish and wildlife habitat conservation area, and must result in no 
net loss of ecological functions and values: 

1. EMC 19.37.060(B)(1), Minor utility construction projects. 

2. EMC 19.37.060(B)(4), Public and private pedestrian paths and trails 
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3. Any development application that involves ESA Section 7 consultation with federal agencies is 
required to follow that process to determine impacts to endangered species and mitigation 
requirements rather than the procedure described herein. However, the application must 
demonstrate compliance with all applicable city regulations, and must submit a copy of the 
biological assessment provided to federal agencies as part of the city’s permit process. 

4. Maintenance of critical public infrastructure. 

19.37.510 FISH AND WILDLIFE HABITAT CONSERVATION AREAS - DESIGNATION AND 
MAPPING 

A. Fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas that must be considered for classification and designation 
include: 

1. Areas where endangered, threatened, and sensitive species have a primary association; 

a. Federally designated endangered and threatened species are those fish and wildlife 
species identified by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the National Marine Fisheries 
Service that are in danger of extinction or threatened to become endangered. The U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service and the National Marine Fisheries Service should be consulted 
for current listing status. 

b. State designated endangered, threatened, and sensitive species are those fish and 
wildlife species native to the state of Washington identified by the Washington State 
Department of Fish and Wildlife that are in danger of extinction, threatened to become 
endangered, vulnerable, or declining and are likely to become endangered or 
threatened in a significant portion of their range within the state without cooperative 
management or removal of threats. State designated endangered, threatened, and 
sensitive species are periodically recorded in WAC 232-12-014 (state endangered 
species) and WAC 232-12- 011 (state threatened and sensitive species). The State 
Department of Fish and Wildlife maintains the most current listing and should be 
consulted for current listing status 

2. Habitats and species of local importance, as determined locally; 

a. Priority habitats and species are considered to be priorities for conservation and 
management. Priority species require protective measures for their perpetuation due to 
their population status, sensitivity to habitat alteration, and/or recreational, 
commercial, or tribal importance. Priority habitats are those habitat types or elements 
with unique or significant value to a diverse assemblage of species. A priority habitat 
may consist of a unique vegetation type or dominant plant species, a described 
successional stage, or a specific structural element. Priority habitats and species are 
identified by the State Department of Fish and Wildlife and included on its current 
Priority Habitats and Species List, as amended. 

3. Commercial and recreational shellfish areas; 

4. Kelp and eelgrass beds; herring, smelt, and other forage fish spawning areas; 
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5. Naturally occurring ponds under 20 acres and their submerged aquatic beds that provide fish 
or wildlife habitat; 

a. Naturally occurring ponds do not include ponds deliberately designed and created 
from dry sites, such as canals, detention facilities, wastewater treatment facilities, farm 
ponds, temporary construction ponds (of less than three years duration) and landscape 
amenities. However, naturally occurring ponds may include artificial ponds intentionally 
created from dry areas in order to mitigate conversion of ponds, if permitted by a 
regulatory authority. 

6. Waters of the state; 

a. Waters of the state include lakes, rivers, ponds, streams, inland waters, underground 
waters, and all other surface waters and watercourses within the jurisdiction of the 
state of Washington, as classified in WAC 222-16-030. 

7. Lakes, ponds, streams, and rivers planted with game fish by a governmental or tribal entity; 

8. State natural area preserves, natural resource conservation areas, and state wildlife areas. 
Natural area preserves and natural resource conservation areas are defined, established, and 
managed by the Washington State Department of Natural Resources. 

9. Significant biological areas listed by the city. 

B. Fish and Wildlife Habitat Conservation Areas Mapping. The approximate location and extent of fish 
and wildlife habitat conservation areas within the city of Everett’s planning area are shown on maps 
compiled and maintained by the city planning  department. These maps shall be used as a general guide 
only for the assistance of property owners, project applicants, and other interested parties; boundaries 
are generalized. The actual type, extent and boundaries of fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas 
shall be determined by a qualified  professional according to the  definitions and criteria established by 
this chapter. In the event of any conflict between the habitat location or type shown on the city’s fish 
and wildlife habitat conservation areas maps and the criteria or standards of this chapter, the criteria 
and standards resulting from the field investigation shall control. 

C. Other mapping sources include the Washington State Department of Fish and Wildlife priority habitat 
and species maps. 

D. Streams and waters shall be classified based upon an amended version of the water classification 
system established under WAC 222-16-030 as follows: 

1. Type S Water. Those streams and waters, within their bankfull width, as inventoried as 
“shorelines of the state” under Chapter 90.58 RCW and the rules promulgated pursuant to 
chapter 90.58 RCW, including periodically inundated areas of associated wetlands. 

2. Type F Water. Those segments of natural waters including periodically inundated areas of 
their associated wetlands, not classified as Type S Waters, which have a fish, wildlife, or human 
use; which in any case contain fish habitat or are described by one of the following seven 
categories: 
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a.  Waters within lakes, ponds, or impoundments having a surface of 0.5 acre or greater 
at seasonal low water; 

b.  Stream segments having a defined channel 20 feet or greater within the bankfull 
width and having a gradient of less than four percent; 

c.  Waters which are off-channel habitat. These are areas important for rearing and 
survival of fish and include riverine ponds, wall-based channels, and stream associated 
wetlands. The area must be connected to Type F or Type S Water and accessible to fish 
during some portion of the year. 

i.   For channelized streams, the edge of off-channel habitat is determined based 
on the outer edge of inundation of the stream at the bankfull elevation flow. 

ii.  For nonchannelized streams, including stream associated wetlands, off-
channel habitat is the outer edge of the area periodically inundated at the 
ordinary high water line. 

d.  Waters used by fish. Where fish use has not been determined: 

i.  Waters having any of the following characteristics are presumed to have fish 
use: 

A.  Stream segments having a defined channel of two feet or greater 
within the bankfull width and having a gradient of 16 percent or less; 

B.  Stream segments having a defined channel of two feet or greater 
within the bankfull width and having a gradient greater than 16 percent 
and less than or equal to 20 percent, and having greater than 50 acres in 
contributing basin size, based on hydrographic boundaries; 

C.  Ponds or impoundments having a surface area of less than one acre 
at seasonal low water and having an outlet to a fish stream; 

D.  Ponds or impoundments having a surface area of 0.5 acre or greater 
at seasonal low water; 

E.  Waters within the anadromous fish floor, see WAC 222-16-0301. 

ii.  The planning director may waive or modify the characteristics in (d)(i) of this 
subsection based on a report prepared by a qualified professional where: 

A.  Waters have confirmed, long term, naturally occurring water quality 
parameters incapable of supporting fish; 

B.  Snowmelt streams with short flow cycles that do not support 
successful life history phases of fish. These streams typically have no 
flow in the winter months and discontinue flow by June 1st; or 



Exhibit B 

ORDINANCE  Exhibit A - Page 53 of 66 

C.  Sufficient information about a geomorphic region is available to 
support a departure from the characteristics in (d)(i) of this subsection, 
as determined in consultation with the department of fish and wildlife, 
department of ecology, affected tribes, and interested parties. 

e.  Waters diverted for domestic use by more than 10 residential or camping units or by 
a public accommodation facility licensed to serve more than 10 persons, where the 
department determines the diversion is a valid appropriation of water. These waters 
shall be considered Type F Water upstream from the point of diversion for 1,500 feet or 
until the drainage area is reduced by 50 percent, whichever is less; 

f.  Waters diverted for use by a federal, state, tribal or private fish hatchery. These 
waters shall be considered Type F Water upstream from the point of diversion for 1,500 
feet, including tributaries if highly significant for protection of downstream water 
quality. The department may allow additional harvest beyond the requirements of Type 
F Water classification if the department determines after a landowner-requested 
interdisciplinary team assessment that: 

i.  The management practices proposed by the landowner will adequately 
protect water quality for the fish hatchery; and 

ii.  The additional harvest within the riparian management zone meets the 
requirements of the water type classification that would apply in the absence of 
the hatchery; 

g.  Waters within a federal, state, local governmental entity, or private campground 
having more than 10 camping units. These are waters that enter a campground at the 
boundary of the park lands available for public use and come within 100 feet of a 
camping unit, trail or other park improvement; 

3.  Type Np Water.  Those segments of natural waters within the bankfull width of perennial 
nonfish habitat streams. Perennial streams are flowing waters that do not go dry any time of a 
year of normal rainfall and include the intermittent dry portions of the perennial channel below 
the uppermost point of perennial flow. If the uppermost point of perennial flow cannot be 
identified with simple, nontechnical observations (see Washington Forest Practices Board 
Manual, Section 23), then said point shall be determined by a qualified professional selected or 
approved by the city. 

4.  Type Ns Water.  Those segments of natural waters within the bankfull width of the defined 
channels that are not Type S, F, or Np Waters. These are seasonal, nonfish habitat streams in 
which surface flow is not present for at least some portion of a year of normal rainfall and are 
not located downstream from a Type Np Water. Type Ns Waters must be physically connected 
by an above-ground channel system to Type S, F, or Np Waters. 
 
5. For purposes of this section: 

a. "Residential unit" means a home, apartment, condominium unit or mobile home, 
serving as the principal place of residence. 
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b. "Camping unit" means an area intended and used for: 

i. Overnight camping or picnicking by the public containing at least a fireplace, 
picnic table and access to water and sanitary facilities; or 

ii. A permanent home or condominium unit or mobile home not qualifying as a 
"residential unit" because of part time occupancy. 

c. "Public accommodation facility" means a business establishment licensed to serve the 
public, such as a restaurant, tavern, motel or hotel. 

d. "Natural waters" only excludes water conveyance systems which are artificially 
constructed and actively maintained for irrigation. 

e. "Seasonal low water" means the conditions of the seven-day, two-year low water 
situation, as measured or estimated by accepted hydrologic techniques. 

f. "Bankfull width" for defined channels means a measurement over a representative 
section of at least 500 linear feet with at least 10 evenly spaced measurement points 
along the normal stream channel but excluding unusually wide areas of negligible 
gradient such as marshy or swampy areas, beaver ponds and impoundments. See the 
Washington Department of Natural Resources board manual section 23. 

g. "Intermittent" means those segments of streams that normally go dry. 

E. Lakes. Silver Lake shall be protected as required by the shoreline master program. All other lakes shall 
be subject to the regulations in this chapter. 

19.37.520 FISH AND WILDLIFE HABITAT CONSERVATION AREAS - CRITICAL AREA REPORT 
ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS 

In addition to the general critical area report requirements in EMC 19.37.110 and EMC 19.37.120, the 
following additional report requirements apply when a proposal is within or near a fish and wildlife 
habitat conservation area: 

A. Goals and Additional Requirements. If a development or redevelopment is proposed on or within a 
distance which could impact habitats of primary association, significant biological areas, and/or 
vegetative corridors linking watersheds, as described in this title, the applicant shall provide a habitat 
assessment. In areas within the riparian habitat zone or special flood hazard area, a biological 
assessment is required. The biological assessment shall be prepared in accordance with Regional 
Guidance for Floodplain Habitat Assessment and Mitigation produced by FEMA Region 10, April 2011, or 
as amended. The biological assessment must demonstrate that any proposed development in the 
riparian habitat zone or the floodway, coupled with appropriate habitat conservation measures, does 
not adversely affect water quality, water quantity, flood volumes, flood velocities, spawning substrate, 
and/or floodplain refugia for listed salmonids. 

If the habitat assessment/biological assessment determines that the proposed development could 
potentially adversely impact a fish and wildlife habitat conservation area, the applicant shall provide a 
habitat management plan (HMP) as described in  this article, prepared by a wildlife biologist for 
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evaluation by the city, state and federal agencies. The HMP must address activities that can be taken to 
preserve, protect, or enhance the affected fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas. The HMP shall be 
based upon sound habitat management practices and be designed to achieve specific habitat objectives. 
If the habitat assessment finds that the proposed development could result in substantial elimination of 
or significant reduction in riparian corridors, existing connections between critical areas, or continuous 
vegetated corridors linking watersheds, the HMP must analyze alternatives and measures to maximize 
the maintenance of existing corridors. The city shall ask the appropriate resource agencies to review and 
comment on the development impacts and the provisions of the HMP. 

1.  Distance for Habitats of Primary Association.  

a.  Salmonids and Steelhead. When development is proposed within the distances 
specified below, a habitat assessment shall be required. 

(1)  Within two hundred fifty feet of the Snohomish River or its estuary; 

(2)  Within two hundred feet of a Type S or Type F stream or water including 
but not limited to North Creek or Swamp Creek together with tributaries with 
direct confluence to those streams and the associated wetlands, and marine 
shorelines; 

(3)  Within one hundred fifty feet of Lake Chaplain; 

(4)  Within two hundred twenty-five feet of a Type Np or Ns stream with 
unstable slopes within the special flood hazard area; 

(5)  Within one hundred fifty feet of a Type Np or Ns stream without unstable 
slopes within the special flood hazard area; or 

(6)  Within the special flood hazard area. 

b.  Other Species. If habitats of primary association are identified for other species, the 
director, after consulting with the Department of Fish and Wildlife, shall determine the 
appropriate distance from a designated fish and wildlife habitat conservation area which 
will require a habitat assessment or HMP. 

c.  Continuous Vegetative Corridors Linking Watersheds and Significant Biological Areas. 
If a development is proposed within an area that provides a continuous vegetative 
corridor linking watersheds or a significant biological area, a habitat assessment is 
required. 

 B. Habitat Assessment.  

1.  A habitat assessment may be integrated into another critical area study or provided as a 
separate report, provided the requirements of this subsection are met. 

2.  The habitat assessment shall be completed by a qualified professional with expertise and 
experience in preparing fish and wildlife critical area reports or biological assessments. 
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3.  The purpose of the assessment is to determine whether or not a fish or wildlife habitat 
conservation area identified in  this title and any associated buffer are located on or adjacent to 
a proposed development, and whether the proposed development could potentially adversely 
impact the regulated fish or wildlife habitat area and affected species. 

4.  If an approved habitat assessment determines that no fish or wildlife habitat conservation 
areas identified in  this title or associated buffers are present on or adjacent to the site, or that 
the proposal will not adversely impact those areas and/or affected species, then the fish and 
wildlife habitat area review will be considered complete. 

5.  If the habitat assessment determines that a fish or wildlife habitat conservation area 
identified in  this title or associated buffers are present on or adjacent to the proposed 
development and that the proposal will potentially adversely impact those areas and/or 
affected species, an habitat management plan shall be prepared. The habitat management plan 
must identify all actions that could be taken and which are necessary to avoid reducing the 
likelihood that the species will maintain and reproduce over the long term and/or actions to 
maintain or enhance the significant features present. 

6.  The director may consult with the Department of Fish and Wildlife before accepting the 
habitat assessment as final, and if recommended by the Department of Fish and Wildlife may 
require preparation of an HMP. 

7.  The city may require that the applicant request a separate evaluation of the site by WDFW 
staff to confirm the findings of the habitat assessment. 

8.  The department shall review the habitat assessment and either: 

a.  Accept the habitat assessment as complete and include any recommended 
mitigation measures necessary to reduce impacts to the critical fish and wildlife habitat 
conservation areas or affected species as project requirements; or 

b.  Require preparation of an habitat management plan if the habitat assessment 
indicates potential unmitigated adverse impacts to the critical fish and wildlife habitat 
conservation areas or affected species. 

C.  Habitat Management Plan.  

1.   Habitat Management Plan Submittal and Review Process. The habitat management plan 
shall be prepared by a qualified professional who understands the habitat requirements for the 
affected species. The consultant must demonstrate such expertise to the satisfaction of the 
director, who may require resumes, work examples or other information demonstrating 
professional expertise on relevant habitat and/or fisheries issues. The city will meet with the 
consultant and direct preparation of the habitat management plan. The city must review and 
accept the habitat management plan as complete before issuing any approvals for the proposed 
development. In the event of a dispute regarding appropriate content in the habitat 
management plan, the city may require additional studies or additional supporting information 
as provided for by this chapter. 
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2.  A biological assessment which meets the requirements of federal and state agencies may be 
accepted as meeting these requirements. 

3.  The  habitat management plan shall be evaluated by city, state and federal agencies with 
permit jurisdiction or expertise, as required by this section, and the director shall consider all 
comments submitted by state and federal agencies, and require necessary revisions to the HMP, 
if any, prior to accepting the HMP as final. 

4.  The director shall condition approvals of activities allowed within or adjacent to a habitat 
conservation area or its buffers, as necessary to minimize or mitigate any potential adverse 
impacts to the habitat conservation area and affected species. Mitigation measures shall be 
based upon the analysis, conclusions, and recommendations contained in the  habitat 
management plan. At a minimum, all requirements and mitigation measures necessary to avoid 
reducing the likelihood that the species will maintain and reproduce over the long term shall be 
required as permit conditions for the development proposal. 

 D.  Compensatory mitigation for Impacts within the One-Hundred-Year Floodplain.  

1.   Compensatory mitigation must be provided for any effects to floodwater storage and fish 
habitat function within the one-hundred-year floodplain. Indirect adverse effects of 
development in the floodplain (effects to stormwater, riparian vegetation, bank stability, 
channel migration, hyporheic zones, wetlands, etc.) must be mitigated such that equivalent or 
better salmon habitat protection is provided. 

2.  The mitigation plan shall stipulate avoidance and conservation measures, as are needed to 
ensure that there is no net adverse effect during any phase of the project. Outside the floodway 
or riparian habitat zone, the mitigation plan shall include such avoidance, minimization, 
restoration, conservation or  compensatory mitigation measures to mitigate all impacts. 

3.  Calculation of impacts and mitigation shall be performed in accordance with Planning 
Director Interpretation No. 2011-1, or as amended. 

4.  The following priorities for mitigation of impacts to fish habitat within the one-hundred-year 
floodplain shall be considered in the habitat assessment and mitigation plan, with the long-term 
goal of improving functions and values of fish habitat in the estuary over existing conditions: 

a.  Assignment (purchase) of equivalent mitigation credits from an established 
mitigation bank within the estuary; 

b.  Creation or restoration of the functions and values of fish habitat in an area that is 
available to fish more frequently than the habitat being impacted; 

c.  Creation or restoration of off-channel refuge habitat; 

d.  Restoration of fish habitat where it has been previously eliminated or degraded; 

e.  Enhancement of existing habitat to improve functions and values; 

f.  Buffer enhancement in riparian habitat areas; 
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g.  Replacement of the habitat functions and values that are impacted by development. 

5.  Also in accordance with RPA-3.A.3.b, where conditions permit, the city shall require 
development within the one-hundred-year floodplain to use low impact development (LID) 
methods consistent with the city’s stormwater management regulations, to minimize or avoid 
stormwater effects. 

6.  All development proposals shall  follow the mitigation sequence of EMC 19.37.100 to 
achieve no net loss of ecological functions and values. 

7.  When development occurs in floodplain areas, the portion of the site not elevated above the 
one-hundred-year flood elevation shall be designed to create floodplain refugia and prevent 
stranding of aquatic species during flood events to the maximum extent practicable. 

8.  Restoration of fish habitat either on site or off site is allowed in order to mitigate for habitat 
impacts caused by development within the floodplain. Restoration and mitigation for impacts 
may occur in areas which flood more frequently than the area proposed for development (e.g., 
tidal restoration project that provides greater habitat benefits to juvenile salmonids). 

9.  The city shall have the authority to require changes in the design of a development if 
necessary to avoid, minimize or mitigate impacts to endangered species or habitat for such 
species. 

D. Additional Critical Area Report Content for Biological Assessments (BA). Biological Assessments must 
conform with 2010 FEMA Region X Regional Guidance - Floodplain Habitat Assessment and Mitigation. 
Refer to the requirements for habitat assessments in  this subsection. 

E. Additional Critical Area Report Content for Habitat Assessment and Habitat Management Plans 
(HMP).  

1. Habitat Assessment. All habitat assessments required by this chapter shall include the 
following elements in addition to the general requirements for all critical area reports listed in 
this section: 

a. A detailed description of the vegetation on and adjacent to the site. 

b. Identification and a detailed description of any critical fish or wildlife species or 
habitats, including listed threatened or endangered species, as set forth in this chapter, 
on or adjacent to the site and the distance of such habitats or species in relation to the 
site. Describe efforts to determine the status of any critical species in the project area, 
including information on survey methods, timing, and results of surveys for species or 
suitable habitat identification. 

c. Include any information received from biologists with special expertise on the species 
or habitat type, such as WDFW, Tribal, USFS, or other local, regional, federal, and 
university fish, wildlife and habitat biologists and plant ecologists. Include any such 
conversations in the habitat assessment and cite as personal communication. 
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d. An assessment of the project’s direct and indirect potential impacts and cumulative 
impacts on the subject habitat, including water quality impacts. 

e. A discussion of potential mitigation measures that would avoid or minimize 
temporary and permanent impacts, proposed mitigation measures, contingency 
measures, and monitoring plans. 

f. The city may require that the applicant request a separate evaluation of the site by 
WDFW staff to confirm the findings of the habitat assessment. 

g. Developments in the floodplain must show the one-hundred-year flood elevation 
contour, the floodway boundary, and the protected area boundary on the site plan. 

2. Habitat Management Plan. The director may require that all or a portion of the following be 
included in a habitat management plan: 

a. A map drawn to scale or survey showing the following information: 

 i. All lakes, ponds, streams, wetlands and tidal waters on or adjacent to the 
subject property, including the name (if named), and ordinary high water mark 
of each, and the stream or wetland category consistent with the requirements 
of this chapter; 

 ii. The location and description of the fish and wildlife habitat conservation area 
on the subject property, as well as any potential fish and wildlife habitat 
conservation area within a distance of the subject property that may impact an 
affected species or habitat; and 

 iii. The location of any observed evidence of use by a species regulated by the 
provisions of the fish and wildlife habitat sections of this chapter. 

b. An analysis of how the proposed development activities will affect the fish and 
wildlife habitat conservation area and any affected species including the potential 
direct, indirect, and cumulative effects of the proposed action on the regulated species 
and its habitat within the project area. 

c. Provisions to reduce or eliminate the impacts of the proposed development activities 
on any fish and wildlife habitat conservation area and affected species. The  habitat 
management plan should describe components of the project that may benefit or 
promote the recovery of listed species and are included as an integral part of the 
proposed project. These conservation (or mitigation) measures serve to minimize or 
compensate for project effects on the species under review. The following items should 
be addressed: 

(1)  Provide specific recommendations, as appropriate, to reduce or eliminate 
the adverse effects of the proposed activity. Potential measures include: timing 
restrictions for all or some of the activities; clearing limitations; avoidance of 
specific areas; special construction techniques;  habitat management plan 
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conditions; replanting with native vegetation; potential of habitat enhancement 
(i.e., fish passage barrier removal); best management practices, etc.; 

(2)  Include a description of proposed monitoring of the species, its habitat, and 
mitigation effectiveness, for a minimum of five years. 

d.  The  habitat management plan shall identify the specific habitat objectives the  
habitat management plan is designed to achieve and include recommendations 
regarding all actions taken which are necessary to avoid reducing the likelihood that the 
species will maintain and reproduce over the long term, and/or actions to maintain or 
enhance the significant features present 

 F. Stream, Lake, and Buffer Mitigation Plans. Stream, lake and buffer  mitigation plans shall: 

a. Include a baseline study that quantifies the existing functions of the system, functions that 
will be lost, and the stream and buffer functions after mitigation; 

b. Specify how functions will be replaced; 

c. Specify when mitigation will occur relative to project construction and to the requirements of 
permits issued by other agencies; 

d. Where buffer enhancement is proposed, include an analysis of the ability of the buffer to 
protect water quality, as outlined in the Update on Wetland Buffers: The State of the Science, 
Final Report, October 2013, Washington State Department of Ecology Publication No. 13-06-11, 
or as amended; 

e. Include provisions for maintaining and monitoring the mitigated area on a long-term basis to 
determine whether the plan was successful; 

f. Include a contingency plan specifying what corrective actions will be taken should the 
mitigation not be successful; and 

g. Include provisions for an assurance device as provided by Chapter 19.40 EMC to ensure that 
work is completed in accordance with the mitigation plan and that restoration or rehabilitation 
is performed in accordance with the contingency plan if mitigation failure results within five 
years of implementation. 

19.37.530 FISH AND WILDLIFE HABITAT CONSERVATION AREAS – STREAM AND LAKE BUFFER 
REQUIREMENTS 

A.  Stream Buffer Width. It is the goal of this chapter to preserve streams and their buffers in a natural 
condition to the maximum extent possible. 

1. Buffers shall be measured from the ordinary high water mark as surveyed in the field. In 
braided channels and alluvial fans, the  ordinary high water mark shall be determined so as to 
include the entire stream feature. 

2. Stream buffers shall exclude functionally disconnected areas legally altered as described in 
EMC 19.37.530(H). 
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3. To maintain the integrity of the buffer, all principal buildings, as well as other structures and 
improvements shall maintain a setback from the buffer as specified in EMC 19.37.140. 

4. The buffer widths required by this chapter presume the existence of a relatively intact native 
vegetated community including native tree cover, shrub understory and ground cover. If the 
existing stream buffer is unvegetated, sparsely vegetated, or vegetated with invasive species, 
the standard buffer width shall be restored or increased as required by this section unless 
otherwise provided. 

 5. Except as otherwise provided by EMC 19.37.050, the following  buffers of native vegetation 
shall apply to streams based upon stream classification: 

Table 37.5: Stream Buffers 

Stream Classification 
(Type) 

Standard Buffer Increased Buffer 

 Intact Native Vegetation  Unvegetated; Sparsely Vegetated; or 
Vegetated with Invasive Species 

Type S 100 feet 150 feet 

Type F 100 feet 150 feet 

Type Np 100 feet 125 feet 

Type Ns 100 feet 125 feet 

B.   Stream Buffer Width Increase. The city shall require increased buffer widths as necessary to protect 
streams when the stream is particularly sensitive to disturbance, or the development poses unusual 
impacts and the increased buffer width is necessary to protect the critical areas described in this 
subsection. Circumstances which may require buffers beyond minimum requirements include, but are 
not limited to, the following: 

1.  When the minimum buffer for a stream extends into an area with a slope of greater than 
twenty-five percent, the buffer shall be the greater of: 

a.  The minimum buffer for that particular stream; or 

b.  Twenty-five feet beyond the point where the slope becomes twenty-five percent or 
less; 

2.  The stream reach affected by the development proposal serves as critical habitat for listed 
species as determined by the city using information from resource agencies including, but not 
limited to, the Washington State Department of Fish and Wildlife, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 
and recognized tribal nations; 

3.  The stream or adjacent riparian corridor is used by species listed by the federal government 
or the state as endangered, threatened, rare, sensitive, or monitored, or provides critical or 
outstanding actual or potential habitat for those species, or has unusual nesting or resting sites 
such as heron nesting colonies or raptor nesting or lookout trees; 

4.  The land adjacent to the stream and its associated buffer is classified as a geologically 
hazardous or unstable area; 
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5.  Increased buffer width is necessary to effectively include the riparian corridor of the stream. 

C.  Standard Stream Buffer Width  Application with Enhancement. The planning director may, using the 
review process as described in EMC Title 15, Local Project Review Procedures,  apply the standard 
stream buffer width  when  the existing buffer  is unvegetated, sparsely vegetated, or vegetated with 
nonnative invasive species and when buffer enhancement is provided per the following criteria.  

1.  The planning director shall only allow  standard buffer width  application to streams when 
the proposal includes a critical area and buffer enhancement plan that improves the functions of 
the buffer and the critical area in accordance with this chapter. 

2.   Vegetative Buffer Standard. The following vegetative buffer standards shall be met when 
applying the standard buffer to streams with vegetative enhancement: 

a. An average 80 percent aerial cover of native vegetation, composed of trees, shrubs, 
and ground cover with at least 20 percent tree cover and 20 percent shrub cover; and 

b. No more than 10 percent cover of invasive species. 

D.  Riparian Wetland. Any stream adjoined by a riparian wetland shall have the buffer which applies to 
the wetland, unless the stream buffer requirement is more protective, in which case the stream buffer 
requirement shall apply. 

E.  Lake Buffers. Lakes have the following buffers: 

a.  Lakes used by salmonids: one hundred feet; 

b.  Lakes with no salmonid use:  one hundred feet. 

c. Lake buffers shall exclude functionally disconnected areas legally altered as described 
in EMC 19.37.530(H). 

If a wetland or stream occurs along the fringe of a lake, the buffer shall be the greater of that required 
for the lake or for the wetland or stream. 

F.  Buffers for Restored Stream Channels. When a culverted portion of a stream is proposed to be 
restored to an open channel, the buffer width shall be determined by the director following review of a 
critical area study. The study must include an analysis of the buffer width necessary to protect water 
quality and habitat functions of the stream. 

G.  Riparian Corridors. When a development is proposed on a lot with a disturbed riparian corridor, the 
city shall require that the habitat be enhanced by creating more diversity and eliminating any source of 
degradation, including, but not limited to: 

1.  Vegetative plantings of native or preferred wildlife food species; 

2.  Construction of nesting islands or installation of nesting boxes; 

3.  Removal of pollutant sources, hard armoring, or fish movement blockages; or 
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4.  Other actions necessary to enhance the viability of the riparian corridor for the benefit of 
wildlife habitat. 

H. Functionally Disconnected Buffer Areas. Buffers may exclude areas that are functionally and 
effectively disconnected from a stream or lake by an existing public or private road or legally established 
development, as determined by the planning director. Functionally and effectively disconnected means 
that the road or other significant development blocks the protective measures provided by a buffer. 
Significant developments shall include built public infrastructure such as roads and railroads, and private 
developments such as homes or commercial structures. Examples of minor developments that do not 
fully block buffer functions include trails, minor accessory structures, paths, and driveways serving a 
single residence. The planning director shall evaluate whether the interruption will affect the entirety of 
the buffer. Individual structures may not fully interrupt buffer function. In such cases, the allowable 
buffer exclusion should be limited in scope to just the portion of the buffer that is affected. Where 
questions exist regarding whether a development functionally disconnects the buffer, or the extent of 
that impact, the planning director may require a critical area report to analyze and document the buffer 
functionality. 

19.37.540 FISH AND WILDLIFE HABITAT CONSERVATION AREAS –  BUFFER WIDTH AVERAGING 
FOR LAKES AND STREAMS 

The city may allow buffer width averaging for lakes and streams when all of the following are met:  

A. No feasible alternatives to the site design could be accomplished without buffer averaging; 

B. The total area on the lot contained within the buffer after averaging is not less than the area required 
within the buffer without averaging; 

C. Averaging will not reduce the functions and values of the critical area or buffer as demonstrated by a 
critical area report from a qualified professional; and 

D. The adjusted minimum buffer width shall not be less than seventy-five percent of the required buffer 
width at any point. 

19.37.550 FISH AND WILDLIFE HABITAT CONSERVATION AREAS – STREAM ALTERATION 
THRESHOLDS AND COMPENSATORY MITIGATION 

A.  Stream Preservation/Alteration Thresholds.  

1.  Type S Streams. All Type S streams shall be regulated by the city of Everett shoreline master 
program. 

2.  Type F Streams. All Type F streams shall be preserved. The city may only allow alteration of 
Type F streams under the following circumstances: 

a.  Where alteration is allowed pursuant to EMC 19.37.050; 

b.  Stream Crossings. Stream crossings are regulated by the Washington State 
Department of Fish and Wildlife (WDFW). Stream crossings shall only be permitted as 
provided by EMC 19.37.050 or to provide access to a lot or a substantial portion of a lot 
when no other feasible means of access exists. Use of common access points shall be 
required for abutting lots which have no other feasible means of access. Alteration for 
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the purpose of providing access shall be limited to the minimum number of stream 
crossings required to permit reasonable access. Bridging may be required when 
necessary to protect significant stream functions. If a culvert is allowed, the design and 
installation must be approved by WDFW; 

c.  When the proposal results in significant restoration of functions to the stream 
segment and the alteration is approved by the Washington State Department of Fish 
and Wildlife. 

3.  Type Np and Type Ns Streams.  

a.  Except as provided in this subsection, no alteration of a Type Np or Ns stream shall 
be allowed except as otherwise provided by EMC 19.37.050; or 

b.  The planning director may, using the review process described in EMC Title 15, Local 
Project Review Procedures, allow alteration or relocation of Type Np and Ns streams 
under the following conditions: 

(1)  Stream and buffer functions in the relocated/altered stream section must 
be equal to or greater than the functions provided by the stream and buffer 
prior to relocation/alteration; 

(2)  The equivalent base flood storage volume shall be maintained; 

(3)  There shall be no impact to local ground water; 

(4)  There shall be no increase in water velocity; 

(5)  There is no interbasin transfer of water; 

(6)  The relocation shall occur on site and shall not result in additional 
encumbrances on neighboring properties unless necessary easements and 
waivers are obtained from affected property owners; 

(7)  The relocation maintains or enhances existing connections to other critical 
areas and priority habitats. 

c.  Stream Crossings. Stream crossings are regulated by the Washington State 
Department of Fish and Wildlife (WDFW). Stream crossings shall only be permitted as 
provided by EMC 19.37.050 or to provide access to a lot or a substantial portion of a lot 
when no other feasible means of access exists. Use of common access points shall be 
required for abutting lots which have no other feasible means of access. Alteration for 
the purpose of providing access shall be limited to the minimum number of stream 
crossings required to permit reasonable access. Bridging may be required when 
necessary to protect significant stream functions. If a culvert is allowed, the design and 
installation must be approved by WDFW. 

4.  Watershed Management Plans. The city shall not allow relocation or alteration of any Type F 
stream located within an area where an adopted watershed management plan does not allow 
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for stream alteration or relocation, except when allowed by EMC 19.37.050, or to allow access 
to a lot or substantial portion of a lot when no other feasible means of access exists. 

B.  Compensating for Stream Impacts. Stream system and buffer alteration, when allowed by this 
chapter, shall be subject to the following requirements: 

1.  Each activity/use shall be designed so as to minimize overall stream system or buffer 
alteration to the greatest extent possible. 

2.  Construction techniques and field marking of areas to be disturbed shall be approved by the 
city prior to site disturbance to ensure minimal encroachment. 

3.  A mitigation plan shall be prepared in accordance with this section. 

4.  The city may require the applicant to rehabilitate a stream system and its buffer area by 
removing harmful debris, sediment, nonnative vegetation, or other material detrimental to the 
area, by replanting disturbed vegetation, by removing tightlined or culverted portions of a 
stream from pipes/culverts, or by other means deemed appropriate by the city. Rehabilitation 
or restoration may be required at any time that a condition detrimental to stream functions 
exists. 

5.  In approving alteration or relocation of a stream system or its buffer, the city may require 
that an area larger than the altered portion of the stream and its buffer be provided as 
compensatory mitigation for destruction of the functions of the altered stream system and to 
ensure that such functions are replaced. 

6.  When stream system relocation or compensatory mitigation is allowed, the city shall require 
that the stream relocation be completed prior to allowing the existing stream to be filled or 
altered. 

7.  The city may limit certain development activities near a stream to specific months in order to 
minimize impacts on water quality and wildlife habitat. 

8.  The city may apply additional conditions or restrictions, or require specific construction 
techniques, in order to minimize impacts to stream systems and their buffers. 

9.  Stream compensatory mitigation shall not occur in areas having high-quality terrestrial 
habitat. 

C.  Voluntary Daylighting of Streams in Pipes and Culverts.  

1.  To encourage daylighting of streams in pipes and culverts, the planning director may modify 
development standards as set out in subsection C.2 of this section when the applicant submits a 
plan for daylighting that meets the following criteria: 

a.  The plan is prepared by a qualified professional; 

b.  The ecological functions of the daylighted waters and adjacent area are improved so 
the new riparian corridor is compatible with and protects the ecological functions of the 
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existing riparian corridor upstream and downstream and does not contribute to 
flooding; ecological functions include preventing erosion, protecting water quality, and 
providing diverse habitat; and 

c.  If the plan proposes daylighting the pipe or culvert in a different location on the 
parcel from its current location or off the parcel, the ecological functions required in 
subsection C.1.b of this section are provided as effectively as they would be without the 
relocation. 

2.  If the planning director finds the conditions in subsection C.1 of this section are met, the 
director may modify the following development standards. The modification shall be the 
minimum to provide sufficient area to meet the standards in subsection C.1 of this section and 
shall be in the following order of priority: 

a .  Yard and/or setback requirements on the property may be reduced, unless reducing 
them is injurious to safety. 

b.  The stream and adjacent buffer area may count toward required landscaping. 

c.  The stream and adjacent buffer area may count toward open space requirements of 
EMC 19.09.050. 

d.  Building heights may be increased. 

e.   Buffers widths and other development standards of this chapter may be reduced or 
modified as necessary to encourage enhancement of fish and wildlife conservation area 
functions and values. 
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STAFF MEMORANDUM 
 
 
TO: Everett City Council 
FROM: Yorik Stevens-Wajda, Planning Director 
DATE: March 20, 2026 
SUBJECT: Critical Areas Regulations Periodic Update 
 
 
The city is updating its critical area regulations, primarily contained in Chapter 19.37 EMC, consistent 
with state law requirements (RCW 36.70A). The planning commission recommends approval of the code 
amendments included in the proposed ordinance attached to this memo. 

BACKGROUND 
The Growth Management Act (GMA) of Washington State (RCW 36.70A) requires local jurisdictions to 
designate and protect critical areas and to periodically review and update those regulations. See the 
Department of Commerce Critical Areas Protection Program for handbooks and other guidance 
documents. 

Critical areas present in Everett that are subject to regulation include: wetlands; streams and other fish 
and wildlife habitat conservation areas; frequently flooded areas; and geologically hazardous areas 
(RCW 36.70A.030(12)). The city maintains critical area maps and the Map Everett online map viewer to 
share information on where known critical areas exist in the city. 

The City of Everett regulates critical areas under Everett Municipal Code (EMC) Chapters 19.30 (flood 
damage prevention) and 19.37 (critical areas) and provides definitions of these areas and key concepts 
in EMC 19.04. The city’s first critical area regulations were adopted in 1991 (Ord. 1838-91), with major 
updates in 2006 (2909-06) and 2019 (Ord. 3676-19). 

The Growth Management Act requires "special consideration" to conservation or protection measures 
necessary to preserve or enhance anadromous fisheries. Per WAC 365-195-925(3), these include: 

…measures that protect habitat important for all life stages of anadromous fish, including, but 
not limited to, spawning and incubation, juvenile rearing and adult residence, juvenile migration 
downstream to the sea, and adult migration upstream to spawning areas. Special consideration 
should be given to habitat protection measures based on the best available science relevant to 
stream flows, water quality and temperature, spawning substrates, instream structural diversity, 
migratory access, estuary and nearshore marine habitat quality, and the maintenance of salmon 
prey species. 

A Best Available Science (BAS) summary report was completed in 2025 and provides a review of current 
best available science documents as prepared by qualified scientific experts and defined in WAC 365-
195. The report documents scientific sources that will be used as the basis for revising the city’s 

https://www.everettwa.gov/DocumentCenter/View/43656/1937_CRITICAL-AREAS?bidId=
https://www.commerce.wa.gov/growth-management/ecosystem-planning/critical-areas/
https://app.leg.wa.gov/rcw/default.aspx?cite=36.70a
https://app.leg.wa.gov/rcw/default.aspx?cite=36.70a
https://www.commerce.wa.gov/growth-management/ecosystem-planning/critical-areas/
https://app.leg.wa.gov/RCW/default.aspx?cite=36.70A.030
https://www.everettwa.gov/1556/Critical-Area-Maps
https://www.everettwa.gov/1431/Map-Everett-Online-Map-Viewer
https://www.everettwa.gov/DocumentCenter/View/43650
https://www.everettwa.gov/DocumentCenter/View/43656/1937_CRITICAL-AREAS?bidId=
https://www.everettwa.gov/DocumentCenter/View/43392
https://lfportal.everettwa.gov/WebLink/DocView.aspx?id=699037&searchid=5033d5cd-4b58-4a3c-a239-d9c7a9123591&dbid=0
https://lfportal.everettwa.gov/WebLink/DocView.aspx?id=6976&searchid=eef954a9-b494-406c-9d86-6338348644a0&dbid=0
https://lfportal.everettwa.gov/WebLink/DocView.aspx?id=969573&searchid=6a79367b-baab-45a6-91c1-dee3c8e62f77&dbid=0
https://app.leg.wa.gov/WAC/default.aspx?cite=365-195-925
https://www.everettwa.gov/DocumentCenter/View/44066/Best-Available-Science-Summary-Report-June-30-2025
https://app.leg.wa.gov/WAC/default.aspx?cite=365-195
https://app.leg.wa.gov/WAC/default.aspx?cite=365-195
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development regulations. These sources were also used for comprehensive plan elements relating to 
critical areas. 

SUMMARY OF PROPOSED UPDATES 
The primary goals of the critical area regulations update are to address items identified in the recently-
adopted comprehensive plan, the Best Available Science Summary Report, updated Department of 
Ecology guidance (Wetland Guidance for Critical Areas Ordinance Updates, October 2022), updated 
Department of Fish & Wildlife guidance regarding stream buffers (Volume 1: Science Synthesis and 
Management Implications (Quinn et al. 2020) and Volume 2: Management Recommendations (Rentz et 
al. 2020)), comments from agencies and stakeholders, and to address staff recommended edits for 
clarity and consistency with the above. 

Chapter 19.37 EMC Re-Organization 
This major update presented an important opportunity to clarify and simplify code and reorganize 
Chapter 19.37 EMC into separate articles containing regulations and requirements for each type of 
critical area. The reorganization is intended to help with common issues encountered in development 
review, including missing submittal requirements, and will more closely match other local jurisdictions’ 
critical area regulation structures. 

See Exhibit A to the November 4, 2025 Staff Memo to the Planning Commission for a detailed guide to 
the reorganization. Because of the reorganization, track changes for Chapter 19.37 EMC is not possible 
in the ordinance itself and the chapter is presented instead as a complete repeal and replacement using 
exhibits to the ordinance. To help the reader follow the changes in track changes format, see Exhibit B 
to this memo, which presents the same code amendments proposed in the ordinance in track changes 
format and also highlights reorganizations in two ways: 

• In the example below, a section on critical area reports is proposed for relocation in its entirety 
from 19.37.076 to 19.37.130. 

 
• In the example below, existing subsection EMC 19.37.075(C) regarding construction plans is 

proposed for relocation into a new section 19.37.150 as subsection (A). 

 
Critical Areas Definitions (EMC 19.04.110) 
This section of Chapter 19.04 EMC (definitions) defines specific terms to be applied and used in Chapter 
19.37 EMC (Critical Areas). Definitions were added, removed, and revised to align with standardized 
definitions found in agency guidance documents and to best reflect terms used in Chapter 19.37. 

Introduction (EMC 19.37.010-.060) 
• Clarify exemptions, including emergency actions and drilling for utilities underneath critical 

areas. 
• Exemptions and exceptions revised to clarify that no net loss of critical area functions and values 

may occur a result of the exemption or exception. 

https://www.everettwa.gov/DocumentCenter/View/44066/Best-Available-Science-Summary-Report-June-30-2025
https://apps.ecology.wa.gov/publications/documents/2206014.pdf
https://wdfw.wa.gov/publications/01987
https://wdfw.wa.gov/publications/01987
https://wdfw.wa.gov/sites/default/files/publications/01988/wdfw01988.pdf
https://wdfw.wa.gov/sites/default/files/publications/01988/wdfw01988.pdf
https://www.everettwa.gov/3354/2025-Critical-Area-Ordinance-Update
https://everett.municipal.codes/EMC/19.37
https://www.everettwa.gov/DocumentCenter/View/44321/Memo---Critical-Areas-Ordinance-Update-November-04-2025
https://everett.municipal.codes/EMC/19.04.110
https://everett.municipal.codes/EMC/19.04
https://everett.municipal.codes/EMC/19.37
https://everett.municipal.codes/EMC/19.37
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• Exemption for new accessory structures revised to one, up to 200 sq. ft., with one sq. ft. of 
legally altered buffer area restored for every one square foot of new structures, lawns and 
associated improvements. 

• Relocate “expansions and additions to existing structures…” to exceptions rather than 
exemptions. 

• Clarify exceptions including reporting requirements, “wetland exceptions” language, and 
reasonable use exception evaluation. 

• Hazard Tree Removal: provide more information regarding tree risk assessment reports. 
• Weed Removal: reference the Washington State Noxious Weed list. Add that removal is limited 

to hand tools and light equipment only unless otherwise approved. 
• Worked with Surface Water Management staff to update and refine language around 

stormwater facilities and projects 
• Remove 5’ and 8’ width limits for trails in critical areas and buffers, which conflicts with aspects 

of the city’s shoreline public access plan. These limits are to be reviewed when updating the 
critical area provisions of the city’s Shoreline Master Program. 

Article I. Critical Area Review Procedures (EMC 19.37.100-.190) 
• Refine and add clarifying language to several sections 
• Relocate several sections to this Article for visibility 
• Update critical area report requirements to require narrative and supporting information 

describing how the applicable steps of the mitigation sequence of EMC 19.37.100 are proposed 
to be applied 

• Update 19.37.180 to address only unauthorized critical area alterations. Prior legal 
authorizations are addressed elsewhere in the chapter, including subsections on functionally 
disconnected buffers and vegetative buffer standards. 

Article II. Geologically Hazardous Areas (EMC 19.37.200-.230) 
• Add description and purpose section 
• Add references to areas mapped by the Washington Geological Survey 
• Add tsunami hazard areas to list of geologically hazardous areas 
• Add more clarity to information to be included in geological assessments 
• Relocate several sections of existing code language 

Article III. Wetlands (EMC 19.37.300-.360) 
• Add description and purpose section 
• Update references to current federal wetland delineation manual, regional supplement, and 

wetland rating system  
• Add delineation qualifications and mapping methods 
• Remove definitions of wetland categories. Instead refer to the Washington State Wetland Rating 

System 
• Relocate several sections including report requirements, mitigation plan content, buffer 

averaging 
• Add text from Ecology guidance document for mitigation plan content and scaled map sheet 

content 
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• Modify and expand upon existing text in EMC 19.37.110(A)(2) to provide clarity when a 
vegetated buffer is required to be enhanced and how a native vegetated community is 
evaluated. 

• Limit invasive species in a vegetated buffer to 10% aerial coverage 
• Reformat and rename the wetland buffer width tables and minimization measures for 

consistency with the other tables in the section and to more closely align with Ecology’s 
preferred Buffer Option 1 and to correct an existing error (the row for estuarine wetlands is 
missing from the reduced buffer table) 

WETLAND 
CATEGORY WETLAND TYPE 

HABITAT FUNCTION SCORES 
3-5 6-7 8-9 

BUFFER WIDTHS (in feet) 

I 

All including 
forested except 
those listed below 

75-100 110-150 225-300 

Bogs 190-250 225-300 
Estuarine 75 150-200 110 150-200 225 150-200 

II 
All except 
estuarine 75-100 110-150 225-300 

Estuarine 110-150 
III 60-80 110-150 225-300 
IV 40-50 

• Add section for clarity on functionally disconnected buffer areas 
• Add sections regarding compensatory mitigation per Ecology draft language, interagency 

guidance, and Ecology comments 
• Add “timing of compensatory mitigation” to reduce temporal loss in functions and to reduce 

impacts to existing fisheries, wildlife, and flora 
• Revise wetland compensatory mitigation table content to match Ecology’s tables 
• Remove definitions of wetland mitigation banks and in-lieu fee programs. Refer to their state 

certification, instead 
• Add sections for permittee-responsible mitigation per Ecology draft language 

Article IV. Frequently Flooded Areas 
• This article refers to EMC 19.30. Staff will be reviewing this chapter for consistency with 

development regulations and best available science 

Article V. Fish and Wildlife Habitat Conservation Areas (Streams) 
• Add description and purpose section. 
• Add definition of fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas required for designation per WAC 
• Relocate several sections regarding mapping, goals and requirements, and report requirements 
• Increase type N stream buffers from 50’ to 100’ where intact vegetation will be maintained or 

planted and from 75’ to 115’ where native vegetation will remain limited. 

Stream Classification 
(Type) 

Standard Buffer Increased Buffer 

Intact Native Vegetation Unvegetated; Sparsely Vegetated; 
or Vegetated with Invasive Species 

Type S 100 feet 150 feet 

https://everett.municipal.codes/EMC/19.37.110(A)(2)
https://everett.municipal.codes/EMC/19.30
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Stream Classification 
(Type) 

Standard Buffer Increased Buffer 

Intact Native Vegetation Unvegetated; Sparsely Vegetated; 
or Vegetated with Invasive Species 

Type F 100 feet 150 feet 
Type Np 50 100 feet 75 115 feet 
Type Ns 50 100 feet 75 115 feet 

• Change and clarify stream buffer reduction with enhancement to the application of a standard 
stream buffer with enhancement, using same vegetative buffer standards as in the wetland 
section 

• Stream typing system updated 
o Drop categorical statement that certain streams are not Type F 
o Refer to WAC 222-16-03 for stream typing 

• Allowing for buffer widths resulting from daylighting a piped stream to be reduced as part of 
daylighting a stream 

REVIEW CRITERIA 
Criteria for amending the development regulations (unified development code) include: 

a. The proposed amendment is consistent with the applicable provisions of the Everett 
comprehensive plan; and 

b. The proposed amendment bears a substantial relation to public health, safety or welfare; and 
c. The proposed amendment promotes the best long-term interests of the Everett community. 

STATE ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT 
Staff have prepared an environmental checklist and have issued a Determination of Non-Significance 
(DNS) under the State Environmental Policy Act. 

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION 
The outreach and public participation strategy for this work included: 

• Maintaining a project website with regular status updates, a project library with planning 
commission documents, state agency guidance documents, and public comments received 

• Public hearings in front of the planning commission (February 17, 2026) and city council 
(anticipated April 15, 2026); notices of public hearings provided to the planning public notice 
mailing list, neighborhood leaders list, SEPA mailing list, a mailing list of key organizations and 
interested parties, and the Everett Daily Herald. 

• Formal state agency notice of intent to adopt in November 2025 (October 31, 2025 review draft) 
and March 2026 (March 20, 2026 proposed ordinance). 

EXHIBITS 
EXHIBIT A: Critical Areas-Related Comprehensive Plan Goals and Policies  
EXHIBIT B: Proposed Amendments in Strikethrough Format 

 

https://www.everettwa.gov/DocumentCenter/View/52343/SEPA-Environmental-Checklist---Everett-Critical-Area-Regulations-Update
https://www.everettwa.gov/DocumentCenter/View/52344/2026-03-24-SEPA-DNS-Critical-Area-Regulations-Update
https://ecology.wa.gov/Regulations-Permits/SEPA/Environmental-review
https://www.everettwa.gov/3354/2025-Critical-Area-Ordinance-Update
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EXHIBIT A: CRITICAL AREAS-RELATED COMPREHENSIVE PLAN POLICIES 
The Everett 2044 Comprehensive Plan is available at everettwa.gov/442/Comprehensive-Plan 

Urban Form Element 
UF-4 Implement compact urban form development, sustainable building development practices, 

green infrastructure, low impact development, and active transportation systems to reduce 
greenhouse gas emissions, reduce natural hazard risks and impacts, and improve resilience to 
the effects of climate change. 

UF-41 Protect and connect the area’s network of habitat areas and wildlife corridors, streams, parks, 
and tree canopy. 

UF-45 Collaborate with the Tulalip Tribes to protect significant shorelines and waters integral to tribal 
cultural practices and treaty resources. 

UF-46 Designate, classify, and regulate protection of the following types of critical areas, consistent 
with state law and state agency rules: fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas, wetlands, 
frequently flooded areas, and geologically hazardous areas. 

UF-47 Incorporate Everett’s environmental assets as important resources and components of the 
City’s infrastructure systems. Utilize the multiple benefits of the City’s ecosystem services, 
including economic impacts, pollutant reduction potential, carbon sequestration and the 
reduction of stormwater runoff. 

UF-48 Ensure that the city achieves no-net-loss of ecological functions over time and strive for net 
ecological gain. 

UF-49 Preserve, enhance, and connect a network of habitat areas and corridors, creeks, shorelines, 
parks, and tree canopies. Where possible, provide for public access in critical areas and their 
buffers when these activities provide valuable educational or recreational opportunity and can 
be designed in a manner that results in no net loss of functions and values. 

UF-50 Use the best available science for managing critical areas and natural resources and allow for 
updates to code as new information becomes available. 

UF-51 Evaluate a program to retrofit existing roads with water quality and quantity stormwater 
system improvements to minimize pollution from roadway runoff to natural drainage systems 
and the waters of Puget Sound. 

UF-52 Maintain, and regularly update when new information becomes available, critical area maps 
providing general information regarding the location and classification of critical areas in the 
city.  

UF-53 Development proposals that may impact critical areas or their buffers must include a critical 
area analysis, report, and impact mitigation plan, prepared by a qualified professional. 

UF-54 Adopt building codes, construction standards, zoning requirements, inspection, monitoring, 
and enforcement procedures to protect life, property and critical areas functions and values.  

UF-55 Maintain a policy and regulatory approach that encourages net ecological gain and mandates 
an overall no net loss in functions, values, or area for aquatic resource critical areas. 

UF-56 Prohibit alteration of Category I wetlands; discourage alteration of Category II wetlands; and 
where wetland impacts are unavoidable, require that impacted functions and values be 

https://www.everettwa.gov/442/Comprehensive-Plan
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replaced and compensated for, ideally within the same watershed or sub-drainage basin by 
using a watershed approach. 

UF-57 Remove non-native invasive plants and noxious weeds from critical areas and associated 
buffers on City owned and maintained property and encourage removal on private property; 
revegetate with native species. 

UF-58 Require preparation of biological assessments to assess potential impacts of development on 
species listed as endangered or threatened and require preparation and implementation of a 
habitat management plan when development proposals would result in adverse impacts to 
fish, and wildlife habitat conservation areas.  

UF-59 Strictly limit the crossing of streams with streets or utilities. 

UF-60 Prohibit creating new fish passage barriers and provide incentives to remove existing artificial 
barriers. Removal of barriers should consider multi-benefit redesigns, such as facilitating 
pedestrian and wildlife passage. 

UF-60 Encourage removal of fish barriers to fisheries habitat of watercourses when abutting 
properties are developed.  

UF-61 Consider correcting the highest priority fish passage barriers to improve the conservation of 
Endangered Species Act-listed and non-listed salmonid and residential fish populations. 

UF-62 Protect riparian areas and ecosystems to reduce water temperatures and contribute to salmon 
recovery goals by protecting riparian areas, increasing shading, improving soil stability, adding 
large wood and nutrients to increase food for fish. 

UF-63 Restore riparian areas that lack vegetation or are dominated by invasive species to increase the 
diversity and complexity of native vegetative cover (a mix of native evergreen and deciduous 
trees, understory shrubs, groundcover). 

UF-64 Require appropriate replacement and/or snag retention when trees in critical areas and buffers 
are permitted for removal. Keep wood debris in critical areas and buffers. 

UF-65 Maximize retention of healthy tree cover and native vegetation. Encourage restoration, 
replacement, and enhancement of unhealthy trees and disturbed vegetation. 

UF-66 Piped stream segments should be daylighted during redevelopment where scientific analysis 
demonstrates that substantial habitat function can be restored. 

UF-67 Use the most current FEMA flood hazard modeling and maps as a basis for the city’s flood 
control regulations and coordinate with the Tulalip Tribes as needed. 

UF-68 Require that development avoid and minimize adverse impacts to existing natural resources, 
critical areas, and shorelines by following codes and requirements prior to considering 
mitigation to compensate for project impacts. 

UF-69 Maintain effective construction management standards to be applied both during and after 
development that will prevent erosion, sedimentation, siltation, and damage to downhill and 
downstream properties.  

UF-70 Coordinate transportation and stormwater system planning in areas with unimproved or 
substandard rights of way to improve water quality, prevent localized flooding, enhance 
pedestrian safety and enhance neighborhood livability. 
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UF-71 Track and evaluate trends in watershed and environmental health using current and historical 
data and information to guide improvements in the effectiveness of City plans, regulations, and 
infrastructure investments. 

UF-72 Constrain development in areas with limited access to reduce risk from hazards. 

UF-73 Require geotechnical analysis for land use activities proposed within or adjacent to landslide, 
seismic and erosion hazards to determine the extent of hazard, potential impacts, and 
necessary mitigation measures to eliminate significant hazards. Prohibit or strictly limit 
development in areas where significant hazard cannot be avoided.  

UF-74 Develop hazard mitigation plans that reduce exposure of Everett’s citizens to future disasters 
or hazards (e.g., flooding, earthquakes, winds). 

Design and Development Element 
DD-66 Reduce the negative impacts of light pollution by encouraging lighting design and practices that 

reduce the negative impacts of light pollution, including sky glow, glare, energy waste, impacts 
to public safety, disruption of ecosystems, and hazards to wildlife.  

DD-67 Encourage development approaches that will enhance the ability of people, wildlife, natural 
systems, and property to withstand and recover from a natural disaster or other major 
disturbance 

Housing Element 
HO-48 Minimize all resident’s exposure to both natural and manmade environmental hazards and 

ensure that the city’s housing policies and regulations do not perpetuate historical patterns of 
environmental racism. 

Transportation Element 
TR-44 Promote street and trail alignments and designs that respond to topography and natural 

features, and protect streams, wildlife habitat, and native trees. 

Parks and Recreation Element 
PA-28: Manage parklands to protect the functions and values of ecosystems, protect wildlife corridor, 

and to be compatible with adjacent land uses. 

Climate Change Element 
CC-17 Promote the retention of significant trees during proposed development review with an 

emphasis on preserving trees in and near riparian areas. 

CC-24 Collaborate with the Tulalip tribe on the development and implementation of programs that 
protect, enhance, and restore ecosystems to support tribal sovereign and treaty rights and 
conserve culturally significant consumptive and non-consumptive resources including first 
foods, medicinal plants, and materials that could be adversely impacted by climate change. 

CC-25 When reviewing proposed developments, consider ecosystem services and climate mitigation 
functions provided by critical areas. 
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CHAPTER 19.04 DEFINITIONS 
19.04.110, Critical areas definitions 
This section defines specific terms to be applied where used in Chapter 19.37 EMC. 

“Agricultural activities, existing and ongoing” means those activities conducted on lands defined in RCW 
84-34-020(2), and those activities involved in the production of crops and livestock, including but not 
limited to operation, maintenance and conservation measures of farm and stock ponds or drainage 
ditches, irrigation systems, changes between agricultural activities, and normal operation, maintenance 
or repair of existing serviceable structures, facilities or improved areas. Activities that bring an area into 
agricultural use are not part of an ongoing activity. An operation ceases to be ongoing when the area in 
which it was conducted is proposed for conversion to a nonagricultural use or has lain idle for a period 
of longer than five years, unless the idle land is registered in a federal or state soils conservation 
program. 

“Alteration” means any human-induced action which impacts the existing condition of a critical area. 
Alterations include but are not limited to grading; filling; dredging; draining; channelizing; cutting, 
pruning, limbing or topping, clearing, relocating or removing vegetation; applying herbicides or 
pesticides or any hazardous or toxic substance; discharging pollutants; grazing domestic animals; paving, 
construction, application of gravel; modifying for surface water management purposes; compaction; 
excavation or any other human activity that impacts the existing vegetation, hydrology, wildlife or 
wildlife habitat of the critical area or its buffer. Alteration does not include walking, passive recreation, 
fishing or other similar activities. 

“Best available science” means current scientific information used in the process to designate, protect, 
or restore critical areas, that is derived from a valid scientific process as defined by WAC 365-195-900 
through 365-195-925. 

“Best Management Practices (BMPs)” are conservation practices or systems of practices and 
management measures that: 

a) Control soil loss and reduce water quality degradation caused by high concentrations of 
nutrients, animal waste, toxics, or sediment; 

b) Minimize adverse impacts to surface water and ground water flow and circulation patterns 
and to the chemical, physical, and biological characteristics of wetlands; 

c) Protect trees, vegetation, and soils designated to be retained during and following site 
construction and use native plant species appropriate to the site for re-vegetation of 
disturbed areas; and 

d) Provide standards for proper use of chemical herbicides within critical areas. 

“Biological assessment” is an evaluation of the potential effects of a proposed action on listed and 
proposed species and designated and proposed critical habitat and determination whether any such 
species or habitat is likely to be adversely affected by the action. 

“Biologist” means a person who has earned a degree in biological sciences from a college or university, 
with practical experience that includes at least two years’ expertise in matters involving wetlands 
biology or stream ecology in the Pacific Northwest. 

“Bog”  See Wetlands with special characteristics 
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“Buffer” or “Buffer area” means   those areas, typically vegetated, adjacent to wetlands or other aquatic 
resources that can reduce impacts from adjacent land uses through various physical, chemical, and/or 
biological processes. 

“Buffer management” means an activity proposed by a public agency, public utility, or private entity, 
and approved by the planning director, within a buffer required by this title, that is proposed to: 

A.  Reduce or eliminate a verified public safety hazard; 

B.  Maintain or enhance wildlife habitat diversity; or 

C.  Maintain or enhance the fishery or other functions of stream, wetland, or terrestrial 
ecosystems. 

“Carbon sequestration” means the process of capturing and storing atmospheric carbon dioxide through 
biologic, chemical, geologic, or physical processes. 

“Compensatory mitigation” means the restoration (re-establishment or rehabilitation), 
establishment(creation), enhancement and/or in certain circumstances preservation of wetlands, 
streams, or critical areas for the purposes of offsetting unavoidable adverse impacts that remain after all 
appropriate and practicable avoidance and minimization has been achieved. 

“Compensatory mitigation, in-kind” means the replacement of wetlands with substitute wetlands whose 
characteristics closely approximate those destroyed or degraded by a regulated activity. 

“Compensatory mitigation, off-site” means the replacement of wetlands away from thesite on which a 
critical area has been impacted. 

“Compensatory mitigation, on-site” means the replacement of wetlands on or adjacent to the site on 
which a critical area has been impacted by a regulated activity. 

“Compensatory mitigation, out-of-kind” means the replacement of wetlands with substitute wetlands 
whose characteristics do not closely approximate those destroyed or degraded by a regulated activity. 

“Cowardin classification” means the classification system for wetlands developed in 1979 by the U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service and updated in 2013 that classifies wetlands based on water flow, substrate 
types, vegetation types, and dominant plant species. 

“Creation” in the context of wetland mitigation means the manipulation of the physical, chemical, or 
biological characteristics present to develop a wetland that did not previously exist at an upland site. 
Creation results in a gain in wetland area and functions. A typical action is the excavation of upland soils 
to elevations that will produce a wetland hydroperiod and hydric soils, and support the growth of 
hydrophytic plant species. 

“Credit-Debit Method” means a tool to provide applicants and regulators a way to determine whether 
actions taken to mitigate an impact to wetlands will adequately replace the functions and values lost. It 
is based on the Washington State Wetland Rating System. 

“Critical area” means geologically hazardous areas, wetlands, lakes, ponds, streams, frequently flooded 
(flood hazard) areas, fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas, and critical aquifer recharge areas, as 
defined in Chapter 36.70A RCW and this  title. 

“Critical area protective covenant” means a covenant granted for the protection of a critical area and its 
buffer through the maintenance of the natural environment. The covenant prohibits alteration of the 
area unless approved by the city consistent with this Title and must be duly recorded on appropriate 
documents of title and filed with the Snohomish County auditor. 
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“Critical area tract” means a legally created, nonbuilding lot containing a critical area which is subject to 
a critical area protective covenant and which shall be duly recorded on the appropriate documents of 
title and filed with the Snohomish County auditor. 

“Critical aquifer recharge areas” means those areas with a critical recharging effect on aquifers used for 
potable water, including areas where an aquifer that is a source of drinking water is vulnerable to 
contamination that would affect the potability of the water, or is susceptible to reduced recharge. 

“Critical habitat” means the term defined and used in the Endangered Species Act. It is specific 
geographic areas that contain features essential to the conservation of an endangered or threatened 
species and may require special management and protection. Critical habitat may also include areas that 
are not currently occupied by the species but are needed for its recovery. 

“Culvert” means a  water crossing structure that spans through a water course. 

“Cumulative impacts” means the combined, incremental effects of human activity on critical area 
functions and values. Cumulative impacts result when the effects of an action are added to or interact 
with the effects of other actions in a particular place and within a particular time. It is the combination 
of these effects, and any resulting environmental degradation that should be the focus of cumulative 
impact analysis and changes to policies and permitting decisions. 

“Development” means a land use consisting of the construction or exterior alteration of structures; 
grading, dredging, drilling, or dumping; filling; removal of sand, gravel, or minerals; bulkheading; driving 
of pilings; or any project of a temporary or permanent nature that modifies structures, land, wetlands, 
buffers, or shorelines and that does not fall within the allowable exemptions or exceptions contained in 
the City of Everett Municipal Code.. 

"Ecosystem functions" are the products, physical and biological conditions, and environmental qualities 
of an ecosystem that result from interactions among ecosystem processes and ecosystem structures. 
Ecosystem functions include, but are not limited to, sequestered carbon, attenuated peak streamflows, 
aquifer water level, reduced pollutant concentrations in surface and ground waters, cool summer in-
stream water temperatures, and fish and wildlife habitats. 

"Ecosystem values" are the cultural, social, economic, and ecological benefits attributed to ecosystem 
functions. 

“Emergencies” mean those activities necessary to prevent an immediate threat to public health, safety, 
or welfare, or that pose an immediate risk of damage to private property and that require remedial or 
preventive action in a timeframe too short to allow for compliance with the requirements of the critical 
areas regulations. 

“Enhancement” means the manipulation of the physical, chemical, or biological characteristics of a 
wetland, stream, or buffer to heighten, intensify, or improve specific functions. Enhancement results in 
the gain of selected functions but may also lead to a decline in other functions. Enhancement does not 
result in a gain in wetland or buffer. 

“Erosion hazard areas” means those areas of the city with slopes of twenty-five percent and greater in 
Qva and Qal geologic units; exposed slopes of greater than twenty-five percent in other geologic units; 
and drainage areas which receive stormwater discharge. Erosion hazard areas include areas likely to 
become unstable, such as bluffs, steep slopes, and areas with unconsolidated soils. 

“Establishment” See Creation 
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"Fish habitat" or "habitat that supports fish life" means habitat, which is used by fish life at any life stage 
at any time of the year including potential habitat likely to be used by fish life, which could reasonably 
be recovered by restoration or management and includes off-channel habitat.  

“Fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas” means an area of habitat that is necessary and suitable for 
maintaining individual species, species diversity, or biological diversity. Fish and wildlife habitat 
conservation areas include: 

 

A. Areas where endangered, threatened, and sensitive species have a primary association; 

B. Habitats and species of local importance, as determined locally; 

C. Commercial and recreational shellfish areas; 

D. Kelp and eelgrass beds; herring, smelt, and other forage fish spawning areas; 

E. Naturally occurring ponds under 20 acres and their submerged aquatic beds that provide fish 
or wildlife habitat; 

F. Waters of the state, as defined in RCW 90.48.020; 

G. Lakes, ponds, streams, and rivers planted with game fish by a governmental or tribal entity; 
and 

H. State natural area preserves, natural resource conservation areas, and state wildlife areas 

I. Significant biological areas listed by the city 

Fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas do not include irrigation delivery systems, irrigation 
infrastructure, irrigation canals or drainage ditches within the boundaries or maintained by a port or 
irrigation district or company. 

“Frequently flooded areas” means those lands in the floodplain which have at least a one percent or 
greater chance of flooding in any given year, or are within areas that flood due to high groundwater. 
These areas can include: streams, rivers, lakes, coastal areas, wetlands, and areas where high 
groundwater forms ponds on the ground surface. “Functions and values”. See “Ecosystem Functions” 
and “Ecosystem Values” “Geologically hazardous areas” means areas susceptible to erosion, landslide, 
seismically induced soil failure, or other geological events as defined in Chapter 36.70A RCW and this 
chapter that are not suited to the siting of commercial, residential, or industrial development consistent 
with public health or safety concerns.  

“Geologist” means a person who is licensed in the state of Washington under the provisions of Chapter 
18.220 RCW and Chapter 308-15 WAC, and who has at least one year of practical experience in the 
Pacific Northwest. 

“Habitat assessment” means a written report based on a site investigation process to evaluate the 
potential presence or absence of a regulated fish or wildlife species or habitat potentially affected by a 
development proposal, and containing an assessment of the potential impacts of the proposal on any 
regulated species or habitat subject to these regulations. 

“Habitat management plan” means an activity proposed by a public agency or private entity, and 
approved by the planning director, within an area which may impact a fish and wildlife habitat 
conservation area to preserve, protect or enhance the fish and wildlife habitat conservation area. 

https://everett.municipal.codes/WA/RCW/36.70A
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“Habitats and species of local importance” means those significant biological areas identified by the City; 
and priority habitats and species identified by the Washington State Department of Fish and Wildlife; 
and high quality ecological communities and systems and rare plants listed by the Washington State 
Department of Natural Resources. 

“Hazard tree” means any tree that poses a threat to public safety, or poses an imminent risk of damage 
to private property. “Hazard tree” includes any tree that, under normal environmental conditions or in 
windstorms common to the Pacific Northwest, is likely to cause damage to a structure with frequent 
human use, including residential structures, a place of employment or public assembly, and other similar 
places, or damage to an approved public road or utility facility. 

“Hydric soil” means a soil that is saturated, flooded or ponded long enough during the growing season 
to develop anaerobic conditions in the upper part. The presence of hydric soil shall be determined 
following the methods described in the Federal Manual for Identifying and Delineating Jurisdictional 
Wetlands. 

“In-lieu fee (ILF) program” means an agreement between a regulatory agency (state, federal, or local) 
and a single sponsor, generally a public natural resource agency or non-profit organization. Under an in-
lieu-fee agreement, the sponsor collects funds from individuals and/or entities required to conduct 
compensatory mitigation under a wetland regulatory program. The sponsor uses the funds pooled from 
multiple permittees to create one or more mitigation sites under the authority of the agreement to 
satisfy the permittees’ required mitigation. 

“Lake” means a natural or artificially created permanent body of water with an average depth of six feet 
or greater and an area larger than twenty acres, as measured at the ordinary high water mark. 

“Landslide” means episodic downslope movement of a mass of soil or rock that includes but is not 
limited to rock falls, slumps, mudflows, earth flows, and avalanches. 

“Landslide hazard areas” means those areas of the city subject to a risk of landslide based on a 
combination of geologic, topographic, and hydrologic factors. They include any areas susceptible to 
landslide because of any combination of bedrock, soil, slope (gradient), slope aspect, structure, 
hydrology, or other factors. 

“Low impact development (LID)” means a  stormwater and land-use management strategy that tries to 
mimic natural hydrologic conditions by emphasizing the following techniques: conservation, use of on-
site natural features, site planning, and distributed stormwater best management practices (BMPs) 
integrated into a project design. 

“Mitigation sequence” means a prescribed order of steps taken to reduce the impacts of activities on 
wetlands, fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas, and buffers. As defined in WAC 197-11-768, 
mitigation means: 

A.  Avoiding the impact altogether by not taking a certain action or parts of an action; 

B.  Minimizing impacts by limiting the degree or magnitude of the action and its 
implementation, by using appropriate technology, or by taking affirmative steps to avoid or 
reduce impacts; 

C.  Rectifying the impact by repairing, rehabilitating or restoring the affected environment; 

D.  Reducing or eliminating the impact over time by preservation or maintenance operations 
during the life of the action; 
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E.  Compensating for the impact by replacing, enhancing, or providing substitute resources or 
environments; and/or; 

F.  Monitoring the impact and taking remedial action when necessary. 

“Monitoring” means the collection and analysis of data by various methods for the purposes of 
understanding and documenting changes in natural systems and features, and including gathering 
baseline data, evaluating the impacts of development proposals on the biological, hydrologic and 
geologic elements of such systems, and assessing the performance of required mitigation measures. 

“Native vegetation” means vegetation on a site or plant species which are indigenous to the area in 
question; or if the site has been cleared, species of a size and type that were on the site on the effective 
date of this title or reasonably could have been expected to have been found on the site at the time it 
was cleared. 

“Non-federally regulated wetland” means a wetland that is not jurisdictional under the federal Clean 
Water Act. Sometimes referred to as “isolated wetlands,” these wetlands remain regulated under state 
and local laws and rules, whether or not they are protected by federal law. 

“Normal rainfall” means that rainfall that is at or above the mean of the accumulated rainfall record, 
based upon the water year, for the city as recorded at the Seattle Tacoma International Airport, or other 
local rainfall recording station recognized by the city. 

“Ordinary high water mark” means the mark that will be found by examining the channel bed and banks 
of a stream, lake or pond and ascertaining where the presence and action of waters are so common and 
usual, and so long maintained in all years of normal rainfall, as to mark upon the soil a character distinct 
from that of the abutting upland in respect to vegetation. In any area where the ordinary high water 
mark cannot be found, the ordinary high water mark adjoining salt water shall be the line of mean 
higher high tide and the ordinary high water mark adjoining fresh water shall be the line of mean high 
water. In braided channels and alluvial fans, the ordinary high water mark or substitute shall be 
measured so as to include the entire stream feature. 

“Plant associations of infrequent occurrence” means one or more plant species on a landform type 
which, because of the rarity of the habitat or the species involved or both, or for other botanical or 
environmental reasons, do not occur frequently in Everett or Snohomish County. 

“Pond” means an area permanently inundated by water in excess of six feet deep and less than twenty 
acres and larger than two thousand five hundred square feet in area as measured at the ordinary high 
water mark. 

“Preservation” means the removal of a threat to, or preventing the decline of, wetland conditions by an 
action in or near a wetland. This term includes activities commonly associated with the protection and 
maintenance of wetlands through the implementation of appropriate legal and physical mechanisms 
(such as recording conservation easements and providing structural protection like fences and signs). 
Preservation does not result in a gain of wetland area and functions (but may result in a gain in functions 
over the long term). 

“Priority area” means known limiting habitats (e.g., breeding areas) or areas that support a relatively 
high number of individuals (e.g., regular concentrations) identified in WDFW’s Priority Habitats and 
Species List. 

“Priority habitats” mean, as defined by WDFW, habitat types or elements with unique or significant 
value to a diverse assemblage of species. A priority habitat may consist of a unique vegetation type (e.g., 
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shrub-steppe) or dominant plant species (e.g., juniper savannah), a described successional stage (e.g., 
old-growth forest), or a specific habitat feature (e.g., cliffs). 

“Priority species” mean, as defined by WDFW, State Endangered, Threatened, Sensitive, and Candidate 
species; animal aggregations (e.g., heron colonies, bat colonies) considered vulnerable; and species of 
recreational, commercial, or tribal importance that are vulnerable.   

“Project area” means all areas proposed to be disturbed, altered, or used by the proposed activity or the 
construction of any proposed structures. When the action binds the land, such as a subdivision, short 
subdivision, binding site plan, planned unit development, or rezone, the project area shall include the 
entire parcel, at a minimum. 

“Protected area” means those lands that lie within the outermost boundary of the total area comprised 
by the floodway, the riparian habitat zone (as defined by FEMA’s 2013 Model Ordinance for Puget 
Sound) and the channel migration zone. 

“Qualified professional” means a certified professional scientist, a noncertified professional scientist 
with a minimum of five years of experience, or a professional who demonstrates sufficient expertise to 
the satisfaction of the planning director. a person with experience and training in the applicable field 
who possesses a Bachelor of Science or Bachelor of Arts or equivalent degree in biology, engineering, 
fisheries, ecology, resource management, or related field, and who has at least two additional years of 
full-time, related work experience, A qualified professional for wetland delineations will also have 
completed additional wetland-specific training programs and/or have professional certificates or 
certifications. A qualified professional for geologic assessments or reports means an engineer or 
geologist licensed in the state of Washington, including: a licensed geologist, a licensed engineering 
geologist, or a licensed professional engineer with a certification in geotechnical engineering or at 
minimum of five years of experience evaluating geologically hazardous areas. 

“Re-establishment” means the manipulation of the physical, chemical, or biological characteristics of a 
site with the goal of returning natural/historic functions and environmental processes to a former 
wetland. Re-establishment results in rebuilding a former wetland and results in a gain in wetland area 
and functions. 

“Rehabilitation” means the manipulation of the physical, chemical, or biological characteristics of a site 
with the goal of repairing natural/historic functions and environmental processes to a degraded 
wetland. Rehabilitation results in a gain in wetland function, but does not result in a gain in wetland 
acres. 

“Reasonable use” or “reasonable economic use” means a legal concept that has been articulated by 
federal and state courts in regulatory takings cases. 

“Repair or maintenance” means an activity that restores the character, scope, size, and design of a 
serviceable area, structure, or land use to its previously authorized and undamaged condition. Activities 
that change the character, size, or scope of a project beyond the original design and drain, dredge, fill, 
flood, or otherwise alter critical areas are not included in this definition. 

“Restoration” means  measures taken to restore an altered or damaged natural feature, including: 

(a) Active steps taken to restore damaged wetlands, streams, protected habitat, or their buffers 
to the functioning condition that existed prior to an unauthorized alteration; and   

(b) Actions performed to re-establish structural and functional characteristics of a critical area 
that have been lost by alteration, past management activities, or catastrophic events. 
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“Riparian corridor” means a perennial, intermittent, ephemeral stream or swale including its channel 
bottom, lower and upper banks, and area beyond the top of the upper bank which influences the stream 
through shading and organic matter input, and is influenced by the presence of water, particularly in 
regard to plant composition. The riparian corridor is the transitional area between aquatic and upland 
ecosystems and does not necessarily include the entire floodplain of a stream. 

“Salmonid” means a member of the fish family Salmonidae. In the city these include Chinook, coho, 
chum, sockeye and pink salmon; cutthroat, brook, brown, rainbow and steelhead trout; and Dolly 
Varden, kokanee and char. 

“Seismic hazard areas” means those areas of the city subject to severe risk of damage as a result of 
earthquake induced ground shaking, slope failure, settlement or subsidence, soil liquefaction, surface 
faulting, debris flows, lahars, or tsunamis. Settlement and soil liquefaction conditions occur in areas 
underlain by cohesionless soils of low density, typically in association with a shallow groundwater table. 

“Service area” means The geographic area within which impacts can be mitigated at a specific mitigation 
bank or an in-lieu fee program, as designated in its instrument. 

“Significant biological areas” means the following areas of the city: 

 A.  Plant associations of infrequent occurrence; 

B.  Those areas listed in the 1981 SEPA Resource Inventory as significant biological areas, which are: 

 1.  Maulsby Swamp; 

 2.  Kasch Park (Bomarc) Bog; 

 3.  Simpson Lee site Category I wetlands; 

 4.  Narbeck Swamp; 

 5.  Jetty Island. 

“Species, listed” means any species listed under the federal Endangered Species Act or state 
endangered, threatened, and sensitive, or priority lists (see WAC 220-610-110 or current “Priority 
Habitat and Species List,” Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife). 

“Steep slopes” means any ground that rises ten feet or more for every twenty-five feet of horizontal 
distance, thus having a grade of forty percent or steeper. A slope is delineated by establishing its toe and 
top: 

1.  “Toe” of a steep slope is the lowermost limit of the area where the ground surface rises ten 
feet or more vertically within a horizontal distance of twenty-five feet. 

2.  “Top” of a steep slope is a distinct, sharp break in slope which separates slopes inclined at 
less than forty percent from slopes equal to or greater than forty percent. Where no distinct 
break in slope exists, the top of the steep slope shall be the uppermost limit of the area where 
the ground surface drops ten feet or more vertically within a horizontal distance of twenty-five 
feet. 

“Stream” means those areas where naturally occurring surface waters flow sufficiently to produce a 
defined channel or bed which demonstrates evidence of the passage of water including, but not limited 
to, bedrock channels, gravel beds, sand and silt beds and defined-channel swales. A “defined channel or 
bed” means a watercourse that is scoured by water or contains deposits of mineral alluvium. The 
channel or bed need not contain water during the entire year. Streams do not include watercourses 
which were created entirely by artificial means, such as irrigation ditches, canals, roadside ditches or 
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storm or surface water run-off features, unless the artificially created watercourse contains salmonids or 
conveys a stream that was naturally occurring prior to the construction of the artificially created 
watercourse. 

“Stream channel bottom” means the submerged portion of the stream cross-section which is totally an 
aquatic environment. The channel bottom may be seasonally dry. 

“Stream, Type F” means those streams defined in WAC 122-16-030, Water Typing System, as Type F 
water. 

“Stream, Type Np” means those streams defined in WAC 122-16-030, Water Typing System, as Type Np 
water. 

“Stream, Type Ns” means those streams defined in WAC 122-16-030, Water Typing System, as Type Ns 
water. 

“Stream, Type S” means those streams defined in WAC 122-16-030, Water Typing System, as Type S 
water. 

“Temporal loss” means the time lag between the loss of wetland functions caused by the permitted or 
unpermitted impacts and the replacement of wetland functions at the compensatory mitigation site the 
time lag between the loss of aquatic resource functions caused by the permitted or unpermitted 
impacts and the replacement of aquatic resource functions at the compensatory mitigation site, as 
defined in the 2008 Federal Mitigation Rule. Higher compensation ratios may be required to 
compensate for temporal loss. When the compensatory mitigation project is initiated prior to, or 
concurrent with, the permitted impacts, the permitting agencies may determine that compensation for 
temporal loss is not necessary, unless the resource has a long development time. 

“Thermal refugia” means sites within a landscape that are relatively protected from temperature 
extremes and warming trends. 

“Unavoidable impacts” mean adverse impacts that remain after all appropriate and practicable 
avoidance and minimization has been achieved. 

“ 

“Unstable soils” means soils which by their physical nature are not suitable to support buildings, roads, 
utilities or other manmade development related improvements, or which have the potential for slope 
failure, erosion, or subsidence. Unstable soils include, but are not limited to, those areas defined as 
landslide hazard areas, erosion hazard areas, and seismic hazard areas, or other soils which have been 
determined by the public works director or the building official to be unsuitable for building foundations 
or structural support. 

 

“Watershed approach” means an analytical process for making compensatory mitigation decisions that 
support the sustainability or improvement of wetlands in a watershed. It involves consideration of 
watershed needs, and how locations and types of compensatory mitigation projects address those 
needs. A landscape perspective is used to identify the types and locations of compensatory mitigation 
projects that will benefit the watershed and offset losses of wetland functions and services caused by 
authorized activities. The watershed approach may involve consideration of landscape scale, historic and 
potential wetland conditions, past and projected wetland impacts in the watershed, and terrestrial 
connections between wetlands when determining compensatory mitigation requirements. 
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“Wetland delineation” means the method used to establish the existence (location) and physical limits 
(size) of a wetland for purposes of federal, state, and local regulations. 

“Wetland, estuarine” See Wetlands with special characteristics“Wetland mitigation bank” or “mitigation 
bank” means  a site or suite of sites where resources are restored, created, enhanced, and/or preserved, 
for the purpose of providing compensatory mitigation for impacts. In general, a mitigation bank sells 
compensatory mitigation credits to permittees whose obligation to provide compensatory mitigation is 
then transferred to the mitigation bank sponsor. The operation and use of a mitigation bank are 
governed by a mitigation banking instrument. 

“Wetland mosaic” means an area with a concentration of multiple small wetlands, in which each patch 
of wetland is less than one acre; patches are less than 100 feet from each other; and areas delineated as 
wetland are more than 50 percent of the total area of the entire mosaic, including uplands and open 
water. 

“Wetland” or “Wetlands” means areas that are inundated or saturated by surface water or groundwater 
at a frequency and duration sufficient to support, and that under normal circumstances do support, a 
prevalence of vegetation typically adapted for life in saturated soil conditions. Wetlands generally 
include swamps, marshes, bogs, and similar areas. Wetlands do not include those artificial wetlands 
intentionally created from nonwetland sites, including, but not limited to, irrigation and drainage 
ditches, grass-lined swales, canals, detention facilities, wastewater treatment facilities, farm ponds, and 
landscape amenities, or those wetlands created after July 1, 1990, that were unintentionally created as a 
result of the construction of a road, street, or highway. Wetlands may include those artificial wetlands 
intentionally created from nonwetland areas created to mitigate conversion of wetlands. 

“Wetlands, forested”  See Wetlands with special characteristics. 

“Wetlands, riparian” means those wetlands that generally occur within a riparian corridor that is 
contiguous to or has a surface hydrologic connection with a stream. Wetlands formed by hillside seeps 
that are not hydrologically affected by water in a nearby stream are not riparian wetlands. However, 
wetlands on a hillside may be riparian wetlands if adjacent to a stream that flows down the hillside. 

“Wetlands with special characteristics” mean bogs, estuarine wetlands, forested wetlands, interdunal 
wetlands, wetlands in coastal lagoons, and Wetlands of High Conservation Value. Detailed information 
about these individual wetland types is found in the Washington State Wetland Rating System for 
Western Washington: 2014 Update, Version 2.0 (Ecology Publication #23-06-009), or as revised. 

CHAPTER 19.37 CRITICAL AREAS 
Introduction 

19.37.010 User guide 
Many areas of Everett have been or may become designated, identified, inventoried, classified or rated 
as critical areas by the city or other public agencies. This chapter establishes regulations for 
development within or near all critical areas. If you are interested in developing property identified as 
containing or adjacent to steep slopes, lakes, streams, marine waters, wetlands, springs, erosion hazard 
areas, landslide hazard areas, seismic hazard areas, or other unstable soil conditions, you should read 
this chapter. This chapter contains more stringent requirements than other provisions within this title 
for affected properties. These regulations supersede any less restrictive requirements contained 
elsewhere in this title. No action may be undertaken by any person which results in any alteration of a 
critical area or its buffer unless such alteration complies with the requirements of this chapter. 
Alteration includes the terms “use” and “development” as defined in this title, and includes any 
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modification of the natural environment of critical areas or their buffer including any clearing, grading, 
filling and/or excavation. Certain exceptions to the requirements of this chapter are listed in EMC 
19.37.050. 

19.37.020 Purpose and Goals 
It is the short-term goal of this chapter that there be no net loss of the functions and values of all critical 
areas regulated by this chapter. An additional goal is no net loss of wetland acreage. The long-term goal 
is a net gain in functions and values.  

The purpose of this chapter is to designate, classify and protect the critical areas  in and the functions 
and values of critical areas the Everett community by establishing standards for development and use of 
properties which contain or adjoin critical areas and thus protect the public health, safety, and welfare 
by: 

A.  Preserving, protecting, and restoring critical areas and their ecological functions and values by 
regulating development within such areas and their buffers; 

B.  Mitigating unavoidable adverse impacts to critical areas by regulating alterations  in and adjacent to 
critical areas; 

C.  Protecting the public from personal injury, loss of life, or property damage due to flooding, erosion, 
landslides, seismic events, or soil subsidence; 

D.  Avoiding publicly financed expenditures to correct misuses of critical areas, which may cause: 

1.  Unnecessary maintenance and replacement of public facilities, 

2.  Publicly funded mitigation of avoidable impacts, 

3.  Public costs for emergency rescue and relief operations where the causes are avoidable, or 

4.  Degradation of the natural environment; 

E.  Protecting and enhancing unique, sensitive, and valuable elements of the environment, including 
fish and wildlife habitat; 

F.  Alerting appraisers, assessors, builders, developers, owners, real estate agents, potential buyers or 
lessees, and other members of the public to the presence of critical areas and the respective 
development limitations of such areas; 

G.  Providing city officials with sufficient information, direction and authority to protect critical areas 
when evaluating public or private development proposals; 

H.  Implementing the policies of the Growth Management Act, State Environmental Policy Act, Chapter 
43.21C RCW, Chapter 19.43 EMC, the city’s comprehensive plan, and all updates and amendments, 
functional plans and other land use policies formally adopted or accepted by the city; and 

I.  Providing for the maintenance and enhancement of solar access, and/or elimination of future 
potential hazards or nuisances while protecting critical area functions and values. 

19.37.030 Applicability 
A.  This chapter establishes regulations for the protection of critical areas and applies to all lands, all 
land uses and development activity, and all structures or facilities, whether or not a permit or 
authorization is required, and shall apply to every person, firm, partnership, corporation, group, 
government agency, or other entity that owns, leases or administers land within the city. No person, 
company, agency, or applicant shall alter a critical area or buffer except as consistent with the purposes 
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and requirements of this chapter. No alteration of a critical area may occur until the city has issued all 
approvals required by this chapter. By way of example and not limitation, no development permit may 
be issued; no subdivision of land may be approved; no clearing, filling, or grading may occur; nor may 
any use be established, altered, or expanded on any lot until approvals required by this chapter have 
been granted by the city. 

B. For development proposals on properties within shoreline jurisdiction, the shoreline master program 
applies in addition to the regulations contained in this chapter. 

C. When any provision of this chapter or any existing easement, covenant, or deed restriction conflicts 
with this chapter, that which provides more protection to the critical area applies. 

D.  In addition to the requirements of this chapter, the applicant shall obtain all necessary state, federal 
and other local permits. 

19.37.040 Protection of Critical Areas  
A. On all lots containing or within three hundred feet of critical areas, the following features and their 
buffers shall not be altered or developed except as otherwise permitted by this chapter: 

1.  Areas of special flood hazard (if located in a designated floodplain, also see Chapter 19.30 
EMC); 

2.  Wetlands; 

3.  The following geologically hazardous areas: 

a.  Erosion hazard areas; 

b.  Landslide hazard areas; 

c.  Seismic (liquefaction) hazard areas; 

4.  Fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas, including streams/riparian areas, lakes, marine 
waters, habitats of primary association, continuous vegetative corridors linking watersheds, and 
significant biological areas as defined in this title; 

5.  Ground water discharge areas, such as springs and seeps. 

B. All actions must be designed and constructed in accordance with mitigation sequencing per EMC 
19.37.100 to achieve no net loss of critical area functions and values. 

19.37.045 Ground Water Discharge Areas—Seeps and Springs 
Lots which contain or are affected by springs, seeps or ground water discharge areas shall be evaluated 
to determine the relationship the discharge has on geologically hazardous areas, wetlands, and fish and 
wildlife habitat conservation areas. An analysis of such features shall be included in the application for 
development of the subject property. The city may allow modification of such features consistent with 
the provisions of this chapter related to critical areas, as applicable. 

19.37.050 Exemptions and Exceptions 
Certain activities are exempt from the requirements of this chapter, while other activities which are 
regulated by this chapter may be granted specific exceptions or an administrative modification. This 
section lists the activities which are exempt from the regulations of this chapter, the exceptions which 
may be granted to the requirements of this chapter, and the administrative modifications which can be 
granted to the requirements of this chapter. 
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All activities or developments which are exempted, excepted, or granted modifications shall use 
reasonable methods to avoid and minimize potential impacts to critical areas and buffers, including use 
of any applicable best management practices. Such activities or developments which are exempted, 
excepted, or granted modifications shall not be exempt from other laws or permit requirements which 
may be applicable. 

The burden of proof is on the applicant to provide sufficient evidence to the city the activity meets the 
precise description of the exemption or exception. 

A.  Exemptions. The following are exemptions to the provisions of this chapter due to having no 
environmental impact, being temporary in nature, or are an emergency; however, the exemptions listed 
in this section may not be exempted from other state or federal regulations or permit requirements. An 
exemption does not give permission to degrade a critical area or ignore risk from natural hazards. Any  
damage to, or alteration of, a critical area or an associated buffer shall be restored, rehabilitated, or 
mitigated at the expense of the property owner. Soil stabilization and erosion control shall be completed 
immediately after vegetation removal. Unless otherwise specified below, other restoration or 
rehabilitation shall be completed within 60 days of the damage or alteration, unless otherwise approved 
by the planning director. 

1.  Exempted Actions.  

a.   Emergency actions, which are activities necessary to prevent an immediate threat 
to the public health, safety or welfare or that pose an immediate risk of damage to 
private property and that require remedial or preventative action in a timeframe too 
short to allow for compliance with the requirements of the critical areas regulations, as 
verified by the city. Emergency actions that create an impact to a critical area or its 
buffer shall use reasonable methods to address the emergency with the least possible 
impact to the critical area and/or its buffer. Once the immediate threat has been 
addressed, any adverse impacts on critical areas shall be minimized and mitigated 
within one year of the end of the emergency. 

b.  Existing and ongoing agricultural activity occurring prior to and since January 13, 
1990; provided, however, at such time as the property ceases to be used for agricultural 
activities and a development activity is proposed, the property shall be brought into 
compliance with the provisions of this chapter; and further provided, that existing 
ditches and drain tiles are not expanded in a manner that will drain wetlands in 
existence as of the date this chapter becomes effective. This exemption does not apply 
to filling or alteration of wetlands not in agricultural use as of January 13, 1990. The city 
encourages the use of best management practices or farm conservation plans to reduce 
impacts of agricultural practices on critical areas. 

c.  Normal and routine maintenance of legally constructed irrigation and drainage 
ditches; provided, that this exemption shall not apply to any ditches used by fish. 

d.  Normal and routine maintenance of agricultural ponds, livestock watering ponds and 
fish ponds; provided, that such activities shall not involve the conversion of any wetland 
or stream not used for such purposes prior to and since January 13, 1990. 

e.  Normal and routine maintenance of entirely artificial structures or wetlands 
intentionally constructed by humans from upland areas for purposes of stormwater 
drainage or water quality control, or ornamental landscape ponds, which are not part of 
a mitigation plan required by this chapter. 
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f.  The following water, sewer, storm drainage, electric, natural gas, cable 
communications, and telephone utility-related activities, and maintenance of public 
streets and public park facilities when the activity does not expand the footprint of the 
facility or encroach further into the critical area, does not  impact a fish or wildlife 
habitat conservation area, and when undertaken pursuant to best management 
practices to minimize impacts to critical areas and their buffers: 

(1)  Normal, routine, and emergency maintenance or repair of existing, legally 
established public or private utility structures or rights-of-way, including 
vegetation management; 

(2)  Installation, construction, or modification in improved street rights-of-way 
and replacement, operation or alteration of the following facilities: 

(A)  Natural gas, cable communications, telephone facilities, water and 
sewer lines, pipes, mains, equipment or appurtenances; 

(B)  Electric facilities, lines, equipment or appurtenances, not including 
substations, with an associated voltage of fifty-five thousand volts or 
less; 

(C)  Drilling for utilities/utility corridors under a wetland, with 
entrance/exit portals located completely outside of the wetland buffer, 
provided that the drilling does not alter the ground water connection to 
the wetland or percolation of surface water down through the soil 
column. Specific studies by a hydrologist are necessary to determine 
whether the ground water connection to the wetland or percolation of 
surface water down through the soil column will be altered. Trenching is 
not allowed by this provision. 

(3)  Normal and routine maintenance or repair of public streets, state highways, 
and public park facilities, including vegetation management. Maintenance and 
repair does not include any modification that changes the character, scope, or 
size of the original structure, facility, or improved area, nor does it include 
construction of a maintenance road or the dumping of maintenance debris. 

g.  Forest practices on city-owned watershed property located in remote areas not 
contiguous to the Everett corporate boundaries, undertaken in accordance with the 
requirements of the State Department of Natural Resources. 

h.  Minimal soil disturbance for site investigative work necessary for land use 
application submittals such as surveys, soil logs, percolation tests and other related 
activities including educational research activities that do not result in altering the 
structure or functions of the critical area. Disturbed areas shall be immediately restored. 

i.  Conservation measures intended to preserve soil, water, vegetation, fish and other 
wildlife and their associated habitat that do not involve adversely impacting the 
structure or functions of the critical area. 

j.  Routine maintenance of existing, legally-established landscaping and fencing 
including removal of invasive vegetation, that does not involve grading, excavation or 
filling. 
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k.  Modification to existing structures. Legally constructed structures and improvements 
in existence on January 13, 1990, that do not meet the buffer requirements of this 
chapter may be remodeled, reconstructed,  or replaced; provided, that the new 
construction or related activity does not further alter or increase the impact to the 
critical area or buffer as a result of the proposed modification. For structures that are 
damaged or destroyed as a result of flood, fire or act of nature, restoration work shall be 
initiated by the applicant within one year of the date of damage or destruction, as 
evidenced by issuance of a valid building permit. The work authorized by such permit 
must be completed within the term of the permits issued by the city, which includes any 
written extensions.  

B.  Exceptions. All exceptions must be approved by the city through the review process listed in EMC 
Title 15 prior to the exception applying. The following  activities include exceptions to  certain 
requirements of this chapter; however, unless otherwise noted the exceptions listed in this section still 
require compliance with the other requirements of this chapter, except as allowed by the exception. The 
exception may not be exempted from other state or federal regulations or permit requirements. Any 
damage to, or alteration of, a critical area or an associated buffer  shall be restored, rehabilitated, or  
mitigated at the expense of the property owner. 

1.  New accessory structures  up to two hundred square feet. Where structures, lawns and 
associated improvements have been legally established within a buffer area, new structures and 
additions to existing structures up to two hundred square feet may be permitted within the 
improved portion of the buffer as follows: 

a.  The two-hundred-square-foot limit shall include all associated improvements such as 
walkways or other impervious areas; 

b.  The new structure or addition shall be placed within the outer fifty percent of a 
legally altered critical area buffer; 

c.  The new structure or addition maintains a minimum setback of ten feet from the 
critical area; 

d.  A minimum of one square foot of legally altered buffer area is restored for every one 
square foot of new structures, lawns and associated improvements; 

e.  A critical area covenant is recorded; 

f.  A habitat assessment is completed  as required by this chapter; 

g.  A fence and critical area signage are provided to identify and protect the newly 
established buffer area;  

h.  Only one such exception per site or property is allowed; and 

i.     A critical area report may be required. 

 2.   Expansion. For a legally established structure, the expansion or replacement, including any 
expansion of a legally established accessory structure allowed does not increase the footprint of 
the structure and all other structures by more than one thousand square feet, provided the 
following: 

a.   The location of the expansion has the least adverse impact on the critical area; 
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b.   To the maximum extent practical, the expansion or replacement is not located 
closer to the critical area and is located on the side of the structure opposite the critical 
area; 

c.   Mitigation for project impacts is provided; and 

d.   The structure was not established as the result of variance, buffer averaging, buffer 
reduction, or reasonable use exception; Expansions and additions shall not further 
encroach into a critical area or the portion of the required buffer between the critical 
area and existing improvements. Expansions within the critical area or buffer shall be 
limited to a maximum of one thousand square feet of impervious surface. To the extent 
feasible based on site-specific conditions, expansions shall result in no additional 
hydrologic impacts from stormwater runoff by using techniques such as low impact 
development. Remodeling, reconstruction, and expansions shall be subject to all other 
requirements of the zoning code. 

3.  Wetland Exception. Wetlands that meet the following criteria are not subject to the 
avoidance and minimization requirements of the mitigation sequence of EMC 19.37.100 in 
accordance with the following provisions, and they may be filled if the impacts are fully 
mitigated based on the remaining actions in the mitigation sequence. Impacts should be 
mitigated through the purchase of credits from a mitigation bank or in-lieu fee program, if 
available, consistent with the terms and conditions of the bank or program. In order to verify 
whether the following criteria are met, it is essential that a critical area report for wetlands 
meeting the requirements of this chapter be submitted. It is the applicant’s responsibility to 
provide a determination by a qualified professional whether the wetland is a non-federally 
regulated wetland. 

a.  All  category IV, non-federally regulated wetlands less than four thousand square 
feet that meet all of the following criteria: 

(1)  Are not associated with riparian areas or their buffers; 

(2)  Are not associated with shorelines of the state or their associated buffers; 

(3)  Are not part of a wetland mosaic; 

(4)  Do not score  six or more points for habitat function based on the  
Washington State Wetland Rating System for Western Washington: 2014 
Update, Version 2.0 (Ecology Publication No.  23-06-009, or as revised and 
approved by Ecology); and 

(5)  Do not contain a priority habitat or a priority area for a priority species 
identified by the Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife, and do not 
contain federally listed species or their critical habitat. 

b.  Category IV, non-federally regulated wetlands less than one thousand square feet 
that meet all of the above criteria and do not contain federally listed species or their 
critical habitat are exempt from the buffer provisions contained in this chapter. 

4.  The following actions may be required to provide a habitat assessment or biological 
assessment under EMC 19.37.520, FWHCAS – Critical Area Report Additional Requirements. If 
the application of this chapter would prohibit or unreasonably restrict the ability to provide 
necessary utilities or infrastructure improvements, a development proposal by a public agency 
or a utility to construct utility facilities for the conveyance of water, sewage, storm drainage, 
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electricity, natural gas, cable or telecommunications, or the construction of streets and 
highways, the agency or utility may request an exception. Such a request shall be reviewed using 
the review process described in EMC Title 15, Local Project Review Procedures. The city may 
approve, or approve with modifications, such a request only when the following findings are 
made: 

a.  The application of this chapter would prohibit or unreasonably restrict the ability to 
provide necessary utilities or infrastructure improvements or maintenance; 

b.  There is no other reasonable alternative to the proposed development with less 
impact on the critical area; 

c.  The proposal mitigates impacts on the critical areas; 

d.  The proposal does not pose an unreasonable threat to the public health, safety, or 
welfare on or off the development proposal site; and 

e.  The proposal is consistent with other applicable regulations and standards. 

5.  Docks. This section does not apply to areas under jurisdiction of the shoreline master 
program. 

a.  Repair and maintenance of an existing legally established dock are permitted; 
provided, that all of the following criteria are met: 

(1)  There is no expansion in overwater coverage; 

(2)  There is no increase in the size and number of pilings; 

(3)  There is no use of toxic materials, such as creosote, CCA and other treated 
wood products; 

(4)  There is no new spanning of water between three and thirteen feet deep; 
and 

(5)  There is no new increase in the use of materials creating shade. 

b.  New docks are permitted subject to compliance with any WDFW HPA or U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers permit conditions. Piers and docks shall be located, designed and 
constructed so as to cause minimum interference with public use of the water surface 
and shoreline; to mitigate the impacts to ecological function and critical areas; to avoid 
or minimize impacts to views; and to cause no undue harm to adjacent properties. 

c.  New docks shall be a maximum of four feet in width and a maximum walkway width 
of four feet. Overwater surfaces shall be constructed of unobstructed grating which 
provides at least fifty percent of open surface area. Piles, floats or other parts of the 
structure that come in direct contact with the water shall be approved by applicable 
federal and state agencies for use in water and shall not be treated or coated with 
biocides such as paint or pentachlorophenol. Use of arsenate compounds or creosote 
treated members is prohibited. 

d.  Only one dock shall be permitted for all lots in any short subdivision or subdivision 
that occurs after September 1, 2000. Such dock shall be shared between all lots in the 
short subdivision or subdivision. 

e.  Covered overwater moorage, either fixed or floating, shall be prohibited. 
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f.  No dock may be located within fifteen feet of an interior lot line, unless shared with 
the owner of the adjacent lot, in which case no setback is required. 

g.  No  residential lot shall have more than one dock. 

h.  No dock shall exceed four feet in width, twenty-five feet in length or five feet in 
height above the ordinary high water mark on the landward side. 

6.  Reasonable Use Exception. This section does not apply to areas within jurisdiction of the 
shoreline master program. 

a.  Nothing in this chapter is intended to preclude reasonable economic use of property 
as set forth in this title. If the requirements of this chapter as applied to a specific lot 
would deny all reasonable economic use of the lot, development will be permitted if the 
applicant demonstrates all of the following to the satisfaction of the planning director: 

(1)  There is no other reasonable use or feasible alternative to the proposed 
development with less impact on the critical area; and  

(2)  The proposed development does not pose a threat to the public health, 
safety and welfare on or off of the subject lot; and 

(3)  Any alterations permitted subject to the requirements of this chapter shall 
be the minimum necessary to allow for reasonable use of the property; and 

(4)  The inability of the applicant to derive reasonable economic use of the 
property is not the result of actions by the applicant in subdividing the property 
or adjusting a boundary line, thereby creating the undevelopable condition after 
January 13, 1990; and 

(5)  The proposal mitigates the impacts on the critical areas and buffers to the 
maximum extent possible. 

b.  Reasonable Use Decision Process. Whenever an applicant for a development 
proposal submits a reasonable use proposal to the planning director, the submittal shall 
include the following information which will be used to evaluate the criteria for 
reasonable use exception: 

(1)  The location, size, and description of the areas of the lot which are either 
critical areas, required buffers, or setbacks required by this chapter; 

(2)  A description of the location and area of the lot which is within setbacks 
required by other standards of the zoning code; 

(3)  An analysis of the minimum development necessary to achieve “reasonable 
economic use” of the lot, including a narrative which includes a factual basis for 
this determination; 

(4)  An analysis of the impact that the development described in this section 
would have on the critical areas and buffer functions, including an analysis of 
impacts on fish and wildlife resources; 

(5)  An analysis of whether any other reasonable use with less impact on the 
critical areas and buffers is possible. This must also include an analysis of 
whether there is any practicable on-site alternative to the proposed 
development with less impact, including reduction in density, phasing of project 
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implementation, change in timing of activities, revision of lot layout, and/or 
related site planning considerations that would allow a reasonable economic 
use with less adverse impacts to the critical areas and buffers. The phasing 
analysis shall address whether pre-project mitigation of impacts to buffers is 
feasible to reduce impacts on critical areas. The analysis shall also address 
stormwater impacts and mitigation required by the city’s stormwater 
management regulations; 

(6)  A design of the proposal so that the amount of development proposed as 
“reasonable economic use” will have the least impact practicable on the critical 
areas; 

(7)  An analysis of the modifications needed to the standards of this chapter to 
accommodate the proposed development; 

(8)  A description of any modifications needed for the required front, side and 
rear setbacks, building height, and landscape widths to provide for a reasonable 
use while providing protection to the critical areas; 

(9)  A description of the proposed enhancement/restoration of the critical area 
and buffer necessary to result in no net loss of function to the maximum extent 
feasible; 

(10)  Such other information as the planning director determines is reasonably 
necessary to evaluate the issue of reasonable economic use as it relates to the 
proposed development. 

c.  Reasonable Use Administrative Modification. If, in order to provide reasonable 
economic use, the standards of this title need to be modified, the planning director is 
authorized to grant an administrative modification to the standards of this title in 
accordance with the following: 

(1)  If a reasonable economic use of a lot cannot exist without modification of 
the required front, side and/or rear setbacks, building height, and/or landscape 
widths, the planning director is authorized to administratively modify such 
standards only to the extent necessary to provide for a reasonable economic 
use of the lot while providing greater protection to the critical areas than if the 
standard were met; 

(2)  If a reasonable economic use of a lot cannot exist without a reduction of 
the buffers of the critical areas, the planning director is authorized to 
administratively permit a reduction in the buffers only to the extent necessary 
to provide for a reasonable use of the lot. Where buffer reduction is permitted, 
enhancement/restoration of the buffer and/or critical area must be provided so 
that mitigation results in no net loss of critical area and buffer functions to the 
maximum extent feasible; or 

(3)  If a reasonable economic use of a lot cannot exist by means of either 
subsection (B)(6)(c)(1) or (2) of this section, then the planning director is 
authorized, using the review process described in EMC Title 15, Local Project 
Review Procedures, to administratively grant a transfer of development rights in 
addition to subsection (B)(6)(c)(1) or (2) of this section, or in lieu of them. For 
purposes of this section, “transfer of development rights (TDR)” means that the 
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city severs the development rights from the fee interest and permits the owner 
of the restricted property to either transfer an authorized portion of the 
development rights in that property to another lot owned by the restricted 
party in accordance with the following provisions, or permits the owner of the 
restricted property to sell an authorized portion of the rights to owners of land 
who can use the authorized development rights in accordance with the 
following: 

(A)   Neighborhood Residential Zones. The number of dwelling units 
allowed under a reasonable use determination for any residential 
development may be transferred to a neighborhood residential or 
neighborhood residential-constrained zone; provided, that the number 
of dwelling units allowed to be transferred to the receiving site shall not 
exceed the lesser of: 

(i)  The number of dwelling units which the planning director 
determines to be the minimum necessary to allow for 
reasonable economic use of the restricted property; or 

(ii)  The number of dwelling units that would be allowed on the 
receiving site with an assumed twenty percent increase in lot 
size. In approving a transfer of development rights to the 
receiving site in a  Neighborhood Residential zone, the planning 
director shall have the authority to allow for a reduction of the 
minimum lot area allowed by the zone in which the receiving 
site is located by not more than twenty percent. The director 
shall have the authority to reduce the required lot width and 
depth by not more than twenty percent. All dwelling units on 
such lots shall be  one-unit dwellings. 

(B)   Urban Residential Zones. The amount of development transferred 
to the receiving lot shall be limited only by all other requirements of this 
title applicable to the use zone in which the receiving lot is located 
(building height, off-street parking, setbacks, multiple-family 
development standards, etc.), excluding maximum permitted density. 

(C)   Mixed-Use and Industrial Zones. The amount of development 
transferred to the receiving lot shall not exceed that which can be 
accommodated by allowing an increase of permitted height on the 
receiving lot of not more than fifteen feet. All other requirements of the 
use zone in which the receiving lot is located shall be applicable to the 
transferred development. 

d.  All other requirements of this chapter shall apply to the subject property, including 
but not limited to submittal of mitigation plans, monitoring reports, and assurance 
devices, installation of fencing and signs, and recording of protective covenants. 

19.37.060 Permitted and Allowed Uses and Activities 
A.  Uses permitted on lots containing or adjoining critical areas shall be the same as those permitted in 
the use zone in which the lot is located. Each use shall be evaluated in accordance with the review 
process required for the proposed use in the use zone in conjunction with the requirements of this 
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chapter and other city, state, and federal regulations. The permitted and allowed uses listed in this 
section may not be exempted from other state or federal regulations or permit requirements and may 
not degrade a critical area or ignore risk from natural hazards. Any damage to, or alteration of, a critical 
area or an associated buffer of the activity shall be restored, rehabilitated, or mitigated at the expense 
of the property owner. Soil stabilization and erosion control shall be completed immediately after 
vegetation removal. Unless otherwise specified below, other restoration or rehabilitation shall be 
completed within 60 days of the damage or alteration, unless otherwise approved by the planning 
director. 

B.  The following uses/activities are permitted in critical areas and their buffers subject to the review 
process listed in EMC Title 15: 

1.  Minor utility construction projects.  The placement of a utility pole, street sign, anchor, vault, 
or other small component of a utility facility that disturbs less than one hundred square feet of 
critical area and buffer, provided such projects are constructed using best management 
practices to avoid and minimize impacts to critical areas and  buffers, subject to the following  
conditions: 

a.  The activity does not  impact a Type F stream or a category I wetland and complies 
with other provisions of this chapter; and 

b.  The activity is designed and implemented in accordance with mitigation sequencing 
per EMC 19.37.100 to achieve no net loss of critical area functions and values. 

2.  Buffer management, as defined in this title, when approved by the planning director and all 
agencies with jurisdiction. 

3.  Select vegetation removal activities. The following vegetation removal activities are 
permitted: 

a.  Pruning. Pruning is limited to trimming, limbing, thinning, windowing, and skirting in 
a manner consistent with this subsection. 

(1)  A permit is required to prune trees in critical areas. Prior to pruning, 
trimming, limbing, thinning, windowing, and/or skirting: 

(A)  The applicant shall submit a pruning report by a certified arborist 
and have all work be performed under the direction of a certified 
arborist. 

(B)  The applicant, in lieu of the above and an application fee as 
determined by the planning director, shall: 

(i)  Submit a plan showing the location of the proposed work, 
using aerial photos or a site plan that accurately depicts the 
location of trees to be pruned; 

(ii)  Submit photos of the trees to be pruned, a description of 
the portions of the tree to be removed by pruning, and 
documentation that the trees are located on property owned by 
the applicant; 

(iii)  Sign a declaration stating that they have read and 
understand, and will comply with, the applicable city 
regulations; 



Exhibit B 

 City Council Memo: CRITICAL ARE AS ORDINANCE UPDATE  
Exhibit B – Page 24 of 72 

(iv)  Submit photos of the trees that were pruned after the 
work is completed. 

(C)  The city shall review and issue the tree pruning permit upon 
submittal of a complete application that demonstrates the proposal 
complies with all applicable requirements. 

(D)  The city shall conduct a site inspection upon completion of the 
work or any time thereafter if the work was done without a certified 
arborist to determine that the work has been conducted in accordance 
with city regulations. 

(2)  Pruning must adhere to the  ANSI A300 Tree Care Standards 

(3)  Pruning shall not result in the removal of more than thirty-three percent of 
the tree’s crown. 

(4)  Pruning shall not include topping of trees unless underneath power lines. 

(5)  Pruning activity shall not result in any soils disturbance on the site. 

(6)  A tree that is an active nest site for a species of local or state importance or 
provides critical habitat such as an eagle perch, or other listed threatened or 
endangered species, shall not be pruned. 

(7)  Topping trees or pruning trees in excess of thirty-three percent is 
considered a nonhazardous tree removal activity and therefore must comply 
with subsection B.3.c of this section. 

(8)  Once a tree is permitted to be pruned, it may be continued to be pruned 
but may not be pruned beyond thirty-three percent of the tree’s original crown. 

b.  Hazard tree removal with replanting. The removal of hazard trees from critical areas 
and required buffers subject to the replanting of native trees to maintain critical area 
and buffer functions. Hazard trees are those trees that pose a threat to public safety, or 
pose an imminent risk of damage to private property. 

(1)  The director may determine that a tree or trees pose an apparent hazard or 
threat to public safety and approve their removal. The director may require, at 
the owner’s cost, a tree risk assessment and recommendation from a certified 
arborist, registered landscape architect or professional forester that : 

i. Identifies the trees proposed to be removed 

ii. Concludes the tree condition constitutes a hazard to life or property 

iii. Assesses the feasibility of snag retention 

iv. Evaluates if trees to be removed provides priority habitat 

v. Provides location and species of replacement trees 

(2)  Where hazards can be eliminated without complete removal of the tree, 
the director may require that a wildlife snag remain in the critical area or 
required buffer. 

(3)  Where tree removal is necessary, the landowner shall provide replacement 
trees as recommended by the assessment or at a ratio of two native trees for 
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every tree removed. Trees shall be placed at a location approved by the director 
to avoid future tree hazards and in accordance with an approved restoration 
plan within one year of removal. 

(4)  If a tree to be removed provides  priority habitat, including eagle  nests, a 
qualified  professional shall be consulted to determine timing and methods of 
removal that will minimize impacts. The  qualified professional’s report shall be 
circulated to agencies with expertise for review and comment prior to approval 
by the director. 

(5)  If a tree to be removed is located within a geologically hazardous area, the 
planning director may require submittal of a geotechnical report documenting 
the impact on the property, including recommendations for replanting and 
other measures to avoid adverse impacts to slope stability. 

(6)  Unless otherwise provided, or as a necessary part of an approved 
alteration, mitigation, or buffer management plan, removal of any vegetation or 
woody debris from a wildlife habitat conservation area or wetland, or required 
stream or wetland buffer, shall be prohibited. 

(7)  The city may require that a hazard tree assessment or tree risk assessment 
be completed, and that hazard trees be removed from buffers, and trees 
replanted in accordance with the requirements of this chapter prior to final 
approvals for a development proposal. 

c.  Nonhazardous tree removal with replanting. Except as allowed under subsection B.2 
of this section, the planning director, using the review process described in EMC Title 15, 
Local Project Review Procedures, may allow up to a maximum of ten percent of all 
nonhazardous trees within the outer half of a critical area buffer to be removed. 
Removal of nonhazardous trees must comply with the following requirements: 

(1)  Proposals to remove nonhazardous trees shall include a planting plan 
prepared by a qualified professional biologist, arborist, or forester unless waived 
by the planning director. The plan must show the number, size, and type of 
plants to be planted and where the plants will be located. The plants should be 
placed in an area within the buffer that will be most beneficial to the stream or 
wetland and an area where future cutting will not be necessary. A minimum of 
three, three- to five-gallon native trees of different varieties must be planted for 
every tree to be removed unless it would create an overcrowded situation in 
which case the planning director can reduce this ratio or allow shrubs to be 
planted as an alternative. On geologically hazardous slopes, the tree size shall 
be a minimum of two gallons or if bareroot an equivalent size. The planning 
director shall have discretion to reduce the number of trees to be cut if the 
proposed plan fails to replace over the long term the loss of functions and 
values of the buffer that may result from the cutting of trees. A tree inventory is 
required with the tree type and size shown on a site plan unless waived by the 
planning director. Only trees greater than a six-inch  diameter at breast height 
within the outer half of the critical area buffer can be counted unless the trees 
to be removed are less than six-inch  diameter at breast height. 

(2)  Tree removal is limited to once every five years. 
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(3)  A tree that is an active nest site for a species of local importance including 
bald eagles, or provides critical habitat,  shall not be cut. 

(4)  If the buffer’s edge has not been delineated and cannot be determined by 
the city, a wetland or stream buffer delineation will be required. 

(5)  If the trees to be removed are on a geologically hazardous slope, a 
geological assessment letter or geotechnical report is required unless waived by 
the planning director. A geologically hazardous covenant must be recorded prior 
to tree cutting. 

(6)  Tree stumps must not be removed and all wood debris must be left within 
the buffer unless otherwise recommended by a biologist or geologist. A 
minimum of twenty-five percent of cut trees shall be left as snags approximately 
twenty feet tall unless within striking distance of structures, yards, or trails. 

(7)  Where the stump of a big-leaf maple or other tree with a similar growth 
habit that has been approved for removal remains in the buffer, branches that 
sprout from the stump may be removed annually. 

(8)  Prior to cutting, all trees to be cut must be marked, all required 
replacement plants must be on the property ready to be planted, and a critical 
areas covenant must be recorded. The replacement plants must be planted 
prior or immediately after the trees have been cut and placed in an area within 
the buffer that will be most beneficial to the stream or wetland. 

(9)  A survey may be required if trees are to be removed near any lot line. 

(10)  Forest Practices. Where applicable, applications for tree removal shall also 
include a city of Everett timber harvest application and include an estimate of 
the number of board feet to be cut. 

(11)  Planting of additional trees beyond what is required in this section or 
buffer enhancement may be required if trees have been cut without planning 
director approval. 

d.  Weed Removal. The removal of Class A, B, and C noxious weeds on the Washington 
State Noxious Weed List  in conjunction with a mitigation plan or buffer management 
plan approved by the director. Unless otherwise specified in an approved mitigation or 
buffer management plan, weed removal is limited to hand weeding with light 
equipment that will not compact soil. Plants that are on the Washington State Noxious 
Weed Control Board list of noxious weeds should be handled and disposed of according 
to a noxious weed control plan appropriate to that species. Re-vegetation with 
appropriate native species to achieve natural densities is required in conjunction with 
removal of invasive plants. . 

 

4.  Public and private pedestrian paths and trails. Public and private pedestrian trails, including 
interpretive signage, overlooks, and benches, may be permitted subject to the following criteria and  
designed in accordance with an approved critical area report: 

a.  The trail or path  shall not be permitted when critical area functions will be substantially 
degraded, shall be designed to minimize impacts to the critical area and its buffer.  
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b. The trail or path shall be located on the outer twenty-five percent of the buffer, except for 
areas which provide for public viewpoints of the critical area or educational opportunities, and 
which are designed to minimize the footprint of the trail/path within the critical area or its 
buffer.  

c. Stream crossings shall avoid adverse impacts to water quality or flow .  

d. The width of trails shall be the minimum necessary.  Critical area and buffer widths shall be 
increased, where possible, equal to the width of the trail corridor including disturbed areas. 

e. The proposal must comply with  the report requirements of this chapter. 

 f.  The trail surface shall meet all other requirements including all applicable water quality 
standards. The trails should be one hundred percent porous to the maximum extent feasible. 
Raised boardwalks with non-treated pilings are allowed.  

 

 g.  Trails proposed to be located in landslide or erosion hazard areas shall be constructed in a 
manner that does not increase the risk of landslide or erosion and in accordance with an 
approved geotechnical report. 

 h.  Public and quasi-public trails shall include interpretive signs identifying the critical area and 
buffer specific to the site. 

5.  Stormwater facilities. Stormwater facilities and conveyance systems  may be allowed in stream and 
wetland buffers, provided no other location is feasible, the location of such facilities will not degrade the 
functions or values of the critical area, and subject to  the following criteria: 

a. Stormwater ponds and vaults are not permitted in wetland or stream buffers. 

b. Stormwater low-impact development and vegetative flow paths from level spreaders may be 
allowed in the outer 25 percent of the stream and wetland buffers only if the applicant 
demonstrates that no feasible alternative on-site location exists and the project would not 
adversely affect the stream flow or the function or values of the wetland, stream, and 
associated buffer. The following may be required: 

i. Vegetated stormwater Low Impact Development Best Management Practices such as 
dispersion, infiltration, or constructed wetlands planted with appropriate native 
vegetation and trees are allowed without buffer averaging requirements; 

ii. All requirements of the City’s currently adopted Stormwater Management Manual are 
met; 

iii. The facilities are not located in a fish and wildlife habitat conservation area, wetland, 
or associated buffer used by species listed as endangered or threatened by the State or 
Federal government or containing critical or outstanding actual habitat of those species, 
and considers alternative construction timing to minimize impacts in areas with heron 
rookeries or raptor nesting trees; and 

iv. Stormwater Low Impact Development Best Management Practices construction and 
maintenance protects the stream and stream buffer and is aligned to avoid cutting trees 
greater than 12 inches in diameter at breast height, when practical 

 c.  For Type Np and Ns streams and category  III, and IV wetlands, the planning director may 
grant an exception to the outer twenty-five percent limitation when the applicant demonstrates 
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that the project would significantly increase wetland or stream function and would not 
substantially alter stream or wetland hydrology. Additional analysis demonstrating a proposed 
significant increase in wetland and/or stream function  as measured by the Western Washington 
Wetland Rating System is required to be prepared by a qualified professional and submitted for 
review prior to authorization.  

19.37.070 General Provisions for Nonconforming Structures and Improvements in Critical Areas and 
Buffers 
The following establishes provisions for nonconforming structures and improvements located within 
critical areas or their buffers within Everett’s jurisdiction. In a critical areas context, nonconforming 
structures and improvements are those legally established structures and improvements which met all 
local, state, and federal regulations in effect at the time of construction but would otherwise require 
additional critical area review and approval under current requirements. 

A. General Provisions 

1. Nonconforming structures and improvements may remain, be maintained, repaired, and 
replaced in accordance with this chapter. 

2. Nonconforming structures and improvements may be expanded only as permitted by EMC 
19.37.050. 

3. Lawns and nonnative vegetation may be maintained, but not expanded, within buffers or 
critical areas. 

4. All activities or developments using the provisions of this section shall demonstrate how the 
proposal follows mitigation sequencing in EMC 19.37.100, and shall describe the proposed use 
of any applicable best management practices. 

5. Except for upper floor expansions not increasing a development footprint, the provisions of 
subsections (C) and (D) of this section may each be used one time for the subject property and 
may be used in combination. Any development application utilizing these provisions shall clearly 
document how the proposal meets these provisions. 

B. Maintenance and Repair of Nonconforming Structures 

1. A nonconforming structure may be maintained, repaired, or internally modified provided that 
the work does not increase the structure footprint or impervious area. 

C. Reconstruction of Existing Nonconforming Structures 

1. An existing nonconforming structure may be reconstructed as repair, reconstruction, or due 
to destruction or damage to any extent by fire or other casualty not intentionally caused by the 
owner; provided, that: there is no expansion of the existing footprint or increase of impervious 
area, including decks, patios or other improvements; there is no expansion of exterior walls; 
there is no increase in the nonconformity; and reconstruction is built on the existing foundation. 

2. For a nonconforming structure destroyed or damaged to any extent by fire or other casualty 
not intentionally caused by the owner, a structure may be reconstructed on the existing 
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foundation, or a new foundation may be built in the same location or further from the critical 
area. 

3. In case of casualty damage or destruction, the following is required: 

a. A complete building permit application shall be properly filed within one (1) year of 
such fire or other casualty or the nonconformance shall be considered to be terminated 
and shall not be replaced in its prior nonconforming location; and  

b. Rebuilding of the nonconforming structure shall be substantially complete within four 
(4) years of the date of the damage or the nonconformance shall be considered to be 
terminated and shall not be replaced in its prior nonconforming location; and  

c. Documentation showing the date of the damage, the location, and dimensions of the 
damaged structure, and cause of the damage shall be submitted to the planning 
department for review and confirmation. 

d. If a nonconforming structure which has no permanent foundation is destroyed and 
the foundation’s location cannot be verified by the planning department, then any new 
construction shall comply with the requirements of this chapter, excluding this section. 

D. Expansion of Nonconforming Structures 

1. An expansion of a nonconforming structure that increases the footprint, impervious area, or 
size of the structure, including new upper floors, is permitted if the expansion or any other 
change to the structure is outside of the critical area, critical area buffer, and any associated 
setbacks.  

2. Additional upper floors may be added to a nonconforming structure above the ground floor if 
they do not encroach into the critical area, its buffer, or any associated setback any further than 
the exterior walls of the existing nonconforming structure. 

3. Nonconforming structures and improvements may be expanded within critical areas or 
buffers only as permitted by EMC 19.37.050. 

ARTICLE I. CRITICAL AREA REVIEW PROCEDURES 
19.37.100 Mitigation Sequencing 
A.   .To realize critical area preservation goals, the city will require applicants demonstrate application 
of mitigation sequencing in accordance with WAC 197-11-768: 

1.  Avoid impact altogether by not taking a certain action or parts of an action; 

2.  Minimize impact by limiting the degree or magnitude of the action and its implementation 
by using appropriate technology or by taking affirmative steps to avoid or reduce impact; 

3.  Rectify the impact by repairing, rehabilitating or restoring the affected critical areas; 

4.  Reduce or eliminate the impact over time by  preservation and maintenance operations 
during the life of the actions; 
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5.  Compensate for the impact by replacing, enhancing, or providing substitute wetland areas 
and environments; 

6.  Monitor the impact and take appropriate corrective measures. 

19.37.110 Critical Area Reports—General 
A.  Supporting Information. All land uses and developments proposed on or adjacent to critical areas 
and their buffers shall include studies which describe the environmental conditions of the site. No 
activity, including clearing, filling or grading, shall be permitted until the information required by this 
section is reviewed and approved by the city. Such studies shall be prepared by  a qualified professional, 
who shall prepare the studies in accordance with the requirements of this chapter to the satisfaction of 
the planning department. The city may retain consultants at the applicant’s expense to assist the review 
of studies and/or conduct site evaluations which are outside the range of staff expertise. The planning 
director is authorized to develop and maintain a detailed list of required study contents. 

B.  When a Critical Area Report Is Required. A critical area report is required when a proposed 
development is located  within three hundred feet of a documented or suspected critical area  (or two 
hundred feet from  a potential geologically hazardous area). The city may waive the requirement for a 
critical area report in the following circumstances on a case-by-case basis: 

1.  The critical area was previously documented by a study and the city has determined the 
proposed development  would not impact the critical area(s) or associated buffers; or 

2.  There is existing legally established development located between the critical area and the 
proposed development site and any required buffers on the site would be ineffective. 

Table 37.1: Critical Area Reports—Summary 
Document/Report Type When Required Notes: 
Geological Assessment Letter Potential geologically hazardous area 

exists on or within 200 feet of the 
proposed project area 

Reconnaissance study; see 
EMC 19.37.220 

Geological Report An active geologically hazardous area 
exists on or within 200 feet of the 
proposed project area 

Detailed study; see EMC 
19.37.220 

Critical Area Delineation 
Report 

Wetland, stream or lake on site or within 
300 feet 

Identifies and maps critical 
areas and buffers 

Wetland or Stream Mitigation 
Plan 

Alteration or fill of wetlands, streams or 
buffers 

Includes monitoring and 
contingency elements 

   
Biological Assessment for 
Threatened or Endangered 
Species 

Development within “protected area” or 
“special flood hazard area” 

Per biological opinion by 
NMFS for development 
within 100-year floodplain. 
See EMC 19.37.520 

   
Habitat Assessment Potential impacts on regulated 

threatened/endangered species 
Can apply to either 
terrestrial or aquatic habitat. 
See EMC 19.37.520. 

Habitat Management Plan Provided with a habitat assessment when 
a development is proposed on or adjacent 

See EMC 19.37.520 
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Document/Report Type When Required Notes: 
to a “habitat of primary association” for 
fish and wildlife habitat conservation area 

Monitoring Report After completion of enhancement or 
mitigation work within critical areas and/or 
buffers 

Provided post-development 

19.37.120 Critical Area Reports—Professional Qualifications and General Report Content 
A.  General Requirements for All Critical Area Reports.  

1.  Preparation by a Qualified Professional. A critical area report shall be prepared by a qualified 
professional . The qualifications of the qualified professional who prepared the  report shall be 
included in the report. The accuracy of the report shall be certified by the professional who is 
the principal author of the report.  The director shall have the authority to hire an outside 
consultant at the applicant’s expense to review plans when the city has concerns about the 
accuracy or completeness of the report or plan. 

2.  Report Content. The written report (and the accompanying plan sheets and map figures) 
shall contain all of the following information, at a minimum: 

a.  The name and contact information of the applicant; the name, qualifications, and 
contact information for the primary author(s) of the  critical area report;  

b.  A description of the proposal and proposal location including tax parcel numbers of 
the subject property; 

c.  Documentation of any fieldwork performed on the site, including delineation 
worksheets, figures, function assessments, soil logs, baseline hydrologic data, date and 
time of site evaluation, etc.; 

d.  Identification , characterization, and if applicable wetland rating of all critical areas, 
water bodies, shorelines, and buffers on or within 300 feet of the proposed project area, 
including a description of all methodology with references; 

e.   A statement specifying the accuracy of the report and all assumptions made and 
relied upon; 

f.  A description of the proposed actions including an estimation of acreages of impacts 
to critical areas and buffers based on the field delineation; 

g.  An assessment of the probable direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts to the critical 
areas and buffers resulting from the proposed development, including short-term and 
long-term impacts to critical area functions and values within and adjacent to the site; 

h.  A  narrative and supporting information describing how the applicable steps of the 
mitigation sequence of EMC 19.37.100 are proposed to be applied; 

i.  A description of measures taken to protect and enhance existing habitat connections 
with other natural areas; 

j.   Scaled drawings of all critical areas and buffers within 300 feet of the proposal, areas 
of impact to critical areas and buffers, grading and clearing limits, and other project and 
site-specific information as determined necessary by the planning director; 
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k.  Dimensions of all buffers and distances between critical areas and existing and 
proposed structures and lot lines. 

19.37.130 Critical Area Reports—Alternative Best Available Science Analysis 
The planning director may, using the review process described in EMC Title 15, Local Project Review 
Procedures, authorize a modification to the standards in this chapter as follows: 

A.  An applicant must submit a critical area study by a qualified professional that documents that the 
proposed development design/standards will result in a net improvement of the functions of the critical 
area over that which would be obtained by applying the standard prescriptive measures contained in 
this chapter. The study must address best available science as it relates to the critical area functions. 

B.  The study must be circulated to appropriate state and federal resource agencies for review and 
comment opportunity prior to planning director authorization. 

C.  The development design/standards may include, but are not necessarily limited to, measures 
prescribed in an approved watershed conservation plan or other similar conservation plan that 
addresses critical areas protection consistent with this section. 

D.  The proposed design/standards must not be materially detrimental to the public welfare or injurious 
to property or improvements in the vicinity and zone in which the subject property is located. 

19.37.140 Setbacks, Fencing, Signs, and Other Protective Measures 
A.  General Requirements. Storage of building materials, junk and other items is not permitted within 
critical areas or buffers. All construction staging areas must be shown on approved plans and be located 
outside of critical areas and buffers. 

B.  Setbacks from Buffers. To maintain the integrity of the buffer, principal buildings shall be set back a 
minimum of ten feet from the edges of all critical area buffer boundaries. All other structures and 
improvements shall maintain a setback of five feet from the edge of the buffer. 

C.  Fencing and Other Protection Mechanisms. Except for utility and road projects, the city shall require 
that any development proposed on a lot which contains or adjoins a critical area provide a fence or 
other structural protection along the outer edge of a buffer to minimize encroachment and disturbance. 
Fencing shall be split-rail or an alternative approved by the planning director. Fencing must be installed 
in a manner that allows continuous wildlife  movement. 

D.  Signs. The city may require the applicant to provide informational signs in conspicuous locations 
approximately  50 feet apart on  a fence  marking the  buffer to identify the importance of maintaining  
the critical area and buffer in a clean and undisturbed condition. Such signs shall meet the requirements 
for incidental signs as specified in Chapter 19.36. 

E.  Protection of Significant Trees within Buffers (Evergreens at Least Eight-Inch Diameter at Breast 
Height). If evergreen trees at least eight-inch diameter at breast height are identified on the outer edge 
of the buffer such that their drip line extends beyond the buffer edge, the following tree protection 
requirements must be followed: 

1.  A tree protection area shall be designed to protect each tree or tree stand during site 
development and construction. Tree protection areas may vary widely in shape, but must 
extend a minimum of five feet beyond the existing tree canopy area along the outer edge of the 
drip line of the tree(s), unless otherwise approved by the department. 

2.  Tree protection areas shall be added and clearly labeled on all applicable site development 
and construction drawings submitted to the department. 
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3.  Temporary construction fencing at least thirty inches tall shall be erected around the 
perimeter of the tree protection areas prior to the initiation of any clearing or grading. The 
fencing shall be posted with signage clearly identifying the tree protection area. The fencing 
shall remain in place through site development and construction. 

4.  No clearing, grading, filling or other development activities shall occur within the tree 
protection area, except where approved in advance by the department and shown on the 
approved plans for the proposal. 

5.  No vehicles, construction materials, fuel, or other materials shall be placed in tree protection 
areas. Movement of any vehicles within tree protection areas shall be prohibited. 

6.  No nails, rope, cable, signs, or fencing shall be attached to any tree proposed for retention. 

7.  The department may approve the use of alternate tree protection techniques if an equal or 
greater level of protection will be provided. 

19.37.150 Construction Plan Review 
 A. Construction Plans. Construction plans necessary to implement requirements of the detailed 
mitigation plan shall be provided prior to issuance of construction permits. Plans shall include the 
proposed construction sequencing and timing; surface and subsurface hydrologic conditions, including 
proposed hydrologic regimes for compensatory mitigation areas; grading and excavation details, erosion 
and sediment control measures; a planting plan specifying plant species, quantities, location, size, 
spacing, density, proper placement, fertilization standards, and provisions for temporary irrigation 
systems. 

B. The planning director may require construction monitoring by a qualified professional during 
alteration activities within or adjacent to critical areas or buffers to ensure approved design 
recommendations are implemented. When such services are deemed necessary by the planning 
director, they shall be at the applicant’s expense. 

19.37.160 Assurance Devices 
The city shall require performance or maintenance assurance devices in accordance with Chapter 19.40 
to ensure compliance with this chapter and adequate protection and maintenance of critical areas and 
buffers. 

19.37.170 Title Notification 
A notice on real property title is required as a condition of permit issuance or project approval when a 
permit or development application is submitted for development on any property containing critical 
areas or buffers. The purpose is to inform subsequent purchasers of real property of their existence. 

 A. Critical Area Covenants. Except as provided for below, the city shall require that all features classified 
as critical areas by this chapter and their buffers, including fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas 
and geologically hazardous areas, be placed in critical area protective covenants. Covenants shall not be 
required for: 

1.  Utility and road projects in public rights-of-way. 

2.  Utility and road projects on private easements where the proponent does not own the land. 

3.  Any development within the special flood hazard area will require a notice on title that the 
property contains land within the riparian habitat zone and/or special flood hazard area. 
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 B.  Critical Area Tracts. The city may require that any area classified as a critical area and its buffer be 
placed in a permanent separate tract, rather than included in the protective covenant. A tract shall be 
required when the proposal includes a short subdivision or binding site plan. Such a tract shall remain in 
the same ownership as the parcel it was segregated from; placed into undivided common ownership of 
all lots within a proposed subdivision, short subdivision, or binding site plan; or dedicated to a public 
agency which is willing to accept the tract for long-term management of the protected resource. 

 C.  Notice on Title. The owner of any property on which a development proposal is submitted shall file 
with the Snohomish County auditor a notice approved by the planning department, which shall provide 
notice in the public record of the presence of the critical area covenant or tract, the application of this 
chapter to the property, and that limitations on actions in or affecting such areas may exist. The 
applicant shall submit proof that the notice has been filed for record before the city may approve any 
development proposal on the site. The notice shall run with the land, and failure to provide such notice 
to any purchaser prior to transferring any interest in the property is a violation of this chapter. 

19.37.180 Unauthorized Critical Area Alterations 
 A. Unauthorized Alterations.  

1.  Critical areas and associated buffers regulated by this chapter which have been illegally 
altered may be developed in accordance with the requirements of this title; provided, that all 
critical areas and buffers which were illegally altered shall be considered critical areas and 
buffers and shall be regulated in accordance with the requirements of this chapter. Any 
proposal to develop on a lot which contains a critical area or buffer that has been illegally 
altered shall be reviewed by the planning director using the review process described in EMC 
Title 15, Local Project Review Procedures. 

2. . Any illegal alteration of a critical area or buffer which is not proposed for development as 
allowed by this chapter shall be restored to a condition which is equivalent or superior to its 
prior natural condition to the extent that such condition can be determined. 

3. Legal alterations are those alterations to critical areas and buffers that were in conducted in 
accordance with all local, state, and federal  regulations in effect at the time of the alteration. 

19.37.190 Enforcement—Restoration Plans 
A.  Any person, firm, corporation, or association or any agent thereof who violates any provision of this 
chapter shall be subject to the enforcement provisions of Chapter 1.20 EMC and this title. 

B.  Restoration of Impacts Required. Any unauthorized impacts on a critical area feature or buffer will 
require restoration of the affected area to an equivalent or improved condition prior to the violation 
occurring. A restoration plan must be consistent with the requirements of this chapter and a public 
works permit may be required by the city. If an equivalent or improved condition cannot be provided, 
the violator shall be subject to a fine in an amount equal to the value of the damage to the portion of 
the critical area that cannot be restored, determined using best available methods of calculating the 
value of vegetation, land and water resources, including but not limited to the evaluation methods of 
the International Society of Arboriculture. In addition to the authority of the city’s code enforcement 
officer to impose penalties pursuant to Chapter 1.20 EMC, the code enforcement officer may impose the 
fine described in this section as applicable. 

C.  Restoration plans shall include, but not be limited to, the replacement of all improperly removed 
vegetation with approved species such that the biological and habitat values will be replaced to an 
equivalent or improved condition, improper fill removed and slope stabilized. Studies by a qualified  
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professional shall be submitted to determine the conditions which were likely to exist on the lot prior to 
the illegal alteration. 

D.  Restoration shall also include installation and maintenance of interim and emergency erosion 
control measures until such time as the restored ground cover and vegetation reach sufficient 
maturation to function in compliance with the performance standards adopted by the city. 

E.  The city shall stop work on any existing permits and halt the issuance of any or all future permits or 
approvals for any activity which violates the provisions of this chapter until the property is fully restored 
in compliance with this chapter and all penalties are paid. 

F.  Notwithstanding the other provisions provided in this chapter, anything done contrary to the 
provisions of this chapter or the failure to comply with the provisions of this chapter is declared to be a 
public nuisance. 

ARTICLE II. GEOLOGICALLY HAZARDOUS AREAS 
19.37.200 Geologically Hazardous Areas – Description and Purpose 
A. In accordance with WAC 365-190-120, geologically hazardous areas include areas susceptible to 
erosion, sliding, earthquake, tsunami, or other geological events. They pose a threat to the health and 
safety of citizens when incompatible commercial, residential, or industrial development is sited in areas 
of significant hazard. 

B. The purposes of geologic hazard area regulations is to avoid and minimize potential impacts to life 
and property from geologic hazards, conserve soil resources, avoid and minimize impacts of erosion and 
landslide hazards on wetlands and important wildlife habitats and species not caused by natural 
geologic processes, and minimize damage to property and structures due to landslides, seismic hazards, 
or other naturally occurring events. This purpose shall be accomplished through appropriate levels of 
study and analysis, application of sound engineering principles, and regulation or limitation of land uses, 
including maintenance of existing vegetation, regulation of clearing and grading activities, and control of 
stormwater. Elimination of all risk from geologically hazardous areas is not feasible to achieve, but the 
purpose of this article is to reduce this risk to acceptable levels. 

19.37.210 Geologically Hazardous Areas – Designation and Mapping 
A.  Designation. The following geologically hazardous areas shall not be altered except as otherwise 
provided by this chapter: 

1.  Landslide hazard areas: 

a.  Those areas defined as high and very high/severe risk of landslide hazard in the 
Dames and Moore Methodology for the Inventory, Classification and Designation of 
Geologically Hazardous Areas, City of Everett, Washington: July 1, 1991, or as revised 
through best available science: 

(1)  Very high/severe: slopes greater than fifteen percent in the Qtb, Qw, and 
Qls geologic units; and slopes greater than fifteen percent with uncontrolled fill. 

(2)  High: slopes greater than forty percent in all other geologic units (not Qtb, 
Qw, and Qls or uncontrolled fill). 

b.  Those areas defined as medium risk of landslide hazard in the Dames and Moore 
Methodology for Inventory, Classification and Designation of Geologically Hazardous 
Areas, City of Everett, Washington: July 1, 1991, or as revised through best available 



Exhibit B 

 City Council Memo: CRITICAL ARE AS ORDINANCE UPDATE  
Exhibit B – Page 36 of 72 

science, when combined with springs or seeps, immature vegetation, and/or no 
vegetation: 

(1)  Slopes less than fifteen percent for Qtb, Qw, and Qls geologic units and 
uncontrolled fill. 

(2)  Slopes of twenty-five percent to forty percent in all other geologic units. 

c. Those areas mapped by the Washington Geological Survey as identified in “Landslide 
inventory of portions of Snohomish County, Washington: Washington Geological Survey 
Report of Investigations” (Mickelson, et al., 2022) and per landslide maps maintained by 
Washington Department of Natural Resources. 

 d.  Any area with all three of the following characteristics: 

(1)  Slopes greater than fifteen percent; and 

(2)  Hillsides intersecting geologic contacts with a relatively permeable 
sediment overlying a relatively impermeable sediment or bedrock; and 

(3)  Springs, ground water seepage, or saturated soils. 

 e.  Any area which has shown movement during the Holocene epoch (from ten 
thousand years ago to the present) or which is underlain or covered by mass wastage 
debris of that epoch. 

 f.  Any area potentially unstable as a result of rapid stream incision, stream bank 
erosion or undercutting by wave action. 

 g.  Areas of historic failures, including areas of unstable, old and recent landslides or 
landslide debris within a head scarp, and areas exhibiting geomorphological features 
indicative of past slope failure, such as hummocky ground, slumps, earthflows, 
mudflows, etc. 

 h.  Any area with a slope of forty percent or steeper and with a vertical relief of fifteen 
or more feet, except those manmade slopes created under the design and inspection of 
a geotechnical professional, or slopes composed of consolidated rock. 

 i.  Areas that are at risk of landslide due to high seismic hazard. 

j.  Areas that are at risk of landslides or mass movement due to severe erosion hazards. 

2.  Seismic/liquefaction hazard areas: 

a.  Those areas mapped as seismic/liquefaction hazards per the Dames and Moore 
Methodology for the Inventory, Classification and Designation of Geologically Hazardous 
Areas, City of Everett, Washington: July 1, 1991, or as revised through best available 
science. 

b.  Those areas mapped as high and moderate to high liquefaction susceptibility on the 
Liquefaction Susceptibility Map of Snohomish County, Washington, Washington State 
Department of Natural Resources, Palmer, Stephen, et al., September, 2004. 

3.  Erosion hazard areas: 

a.  Those areas defined as high and very high/severe risk of erosion in the Dames and 
Moore Methodology for the Inventory, Classification and Designation of Geologically 
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Hazardous Areas, City of Everett, Washington: July 1, 1991, or as revised through best 
available science: 

(1)  High erosion hazard areas include slopes of twenty-five to forty percent in 
Qva and Qal geologic units; and slopes of greater than forty percent in other 
(not Qva or Qal) geologic units. 

(2)  Very high/severe erosion hazard areas include slopes of greater than forty 
percent in Qva and Qal geologic units. 

b.  Those areas defined as medium risk of erosion in the Dames and Moore 
Methodology for the Inventory, Classification and Designation of Geologically Hazardous 
Areas, City of Everett, Washington: July 1, 1991, or as revised through best available 
science, when they contain debris and mud flows, gullying or rifling, immature 
vegetation, or no vegetation: 

(1)  Slopes of twenty-five to forty percent in other (not Qva or Qal) geologic 
units. 

4.  Tsunami hazard areas: 

a. Tsunami hazard areas include coastal areas and shoreline areas susceptible 
to flooding, inundation, debris impact, and/or mass wasting as the result of coastal 
wave action generated by seismic events or other geologic events. Suspected 
tsunami hazard areas are indicated on the Tsunami Hazard Areas maps maintained 
by the Washington Department of Natural Resources. 

5. Other areas which the city has reason to believe are geologically hazardous. 

B. Mapping. The approximate location and extent of potential geologically hazardous areas are shown 
on maps maintained by the City of Everett and the Washington State Department of Natural Resources, 
as referenced in the designation descriptions, above. These maps are meant to serve as a guide for 
applicants, owners, and plan reviewers. However, they do not provide a conclusive of or definitive 
indication of geologically hazardous area presence or extent. This article does not imply that land 
outside mapped geologically hazardous areas or uses permitted within such areas will be without risk. 
This chapter shall not create liability on the part of the City of Everett or any officer or employee thereof 
for any damages that result from reliance on this chapter or any administrative decision lawfully made 
hereunder. 

19.37.220 Geologically Hazardous Areas – Critical Area Report Additional Requirements 
 A.  Minimum Standards for Geological Assessments. A geological assessment is a site investigation 
process to evaluate the on-site geology affecting a subject property and contiguous properties and the 
extent to which geological factors may be impacted by the proposed development activity. In addition 
to the general critical area report requirements in EMC 19.37.100 and EMC 19.37.120, the following 
additional report requirements apply when assessing geologically hazardous areas. 

1.  A field investigation and geological assessment shall be  prepared, stamped, and signed by a 
qualified professional to evaluate whether or not an active geological hazard area exists within 
two hundred feet of the site. 

a.  The geological assessment shall be submitted in the form of a  Geological 
Assessment Letter when the  qualified professional finds that no active geological 
hazard area exists on or within two hundred feet of the site. The  Geological Assessment 
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Letter shall meet the minimum required content listed in this  chapter but may be 
abbreviated in form . 

b.  The geological assessment shall be submitted in the form of a  Geotechnical Report 
when the  qualified professional finds that an active geologically hazardous area exists 
on or within two hundred feet of the proposed project area. The geotechnical report 
shall meet the minimum requirements  pursuant to this  chapter. 

2.  A geological assessment shall include a field investigation and may include the use of 
historical air photo analysis, review of public records and documentation, and interviews with 
adjacent property owners or others knowledgeable about the area, etc. 

3.  A geological assessment shall include the following minimum information and analysis: 

a.  An evaluation of any areas on the site or within two hundred feet of the site that are 
geologically hazardous as set forth in EMC  19.37.210. 

b.  An analysis of the potential impacts of the proposed development activity on any 
geologically hazardous area. The analysis shall include information regarding any 
potential geological hazard that could result from the proposed development either on 
site or off site. For landslide hazard areas, the analysis shall consider the run-out hazard 
of landslide debris to the proposed development that starts upslope, whether the slope 
is part of the subject property or starts off site. 

c.  Identification of any mitigation measures required to eliminate potentially significant 
geological hazards both on the proposed development site and any potentially impacted 
off-site properties. When hazard mitigation is required, the mitigation plan shall 
specifically address how the proposed activity maintains or reduces the preexisting level 
of risk to the site and adjacent properties on a long-term basis. The mitigation plan shall 
include recommendations regarding any long-term maintenance activities that may be 
required to mitigate potential hazards. 

d.  The geological assessment shall document the field investigations, published data 
and references, data and conclusions from past geological assessments or geotechnical 
investigations of the site, site-specific measurements, tests, investigations, or studies, as 
well as the methods of data analysis and calculations that support the results, 
conclusions, and recommendations. 

e A statement that the proposed project will not decrease slope stability or pose an 
unreasonable threat to persons or property either on or off site and provide a rationale 
for such conclusions based on geologic conditions and interpretations specific to the 
project. 

f. If a landslide or erosion hazard is identified, provide minimum setback 
recommendations for avoiding the landslide or erosion hazard, recommendations on 
stormwater management and vegetation management and plantings, other 
recommendations for site development so that the frequency or magnitude of 
landsliding or erosion on or off the site is not increased, and recommendations are 
consistent with this article; For projects in seismic hazard areas, the report shall also 
include a detailed engineering evaluation of expected ground displacements, amplified 
seismic shaking, or other liquefaction and/or dynamic settlement effects and proposed 
mitigation measures to ensure an acceptable level of risk for the proposed structure 
type or other development facilities such as access roads and utilities; 
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g. The geological assessment shall contain a summary of any other information the 
geologist identifies as relevant to the assessment and mitigation of geological hazards. 

 B. Geological Assessment Review 

1.  Geological assessments shall be submitted to the department for review and approval as 
part of the integrated permit review process described in EMC Title 15, Local Project Review 
Procedures. The department shall review the geological assessment and either: 

a.  Accept the geological assessment; or 

b.  Reject the geological assessment and require revisions or additional information. 

2.  When the geological assessment has been accepted, the department shall issue a decision 
on the land use permit application as provided for in EMC Title 15, Local Project Review 
Procedures. 

3.  A geological assessment for a specific site may be valid for a period of up to five years when 
the proposed land use activity and site conditions affecting the site are unchanged. However, if 
any surface and subsurface conditions associated with the site change during that five-year 
period or if there is new information about a geological hazard, the applicant may be required to 
submit an amendment to the geological assessment. 

19.37.230 Geologically Hazardous Areas – Development Standards 
 A. Geologically Hazardous Slope Setbacks and Slope Protection.  

1.  Geotechnical Assessment Requirements. Development proposals on or within two hundred 
feet of any area designated as or which, based on site-specific field investigation, the city has 
reason to believe are geologically hazardous areas shall submit a geological assessment as 
required by  this  chapter. 

2.  The setback buffer requirement shall be based upon information contained in a geological 
assessment, and shall be measured on a horizontal plane from a vertical line established at the 
edge of the geologically hazardous area limits (both from the top and toe of slope). In the event 
that a specific setback buffer is not included in the recommendation of the geological 
assessment, the setback buffer shall be based upon the standards contained in Chapter 18 of 
the International Building Code (IBC), or as the IBC is updated and amended. 

a.  If the geological assessment recommends setback buffers that are less than the 
standard buffers that would result from application of Chapter 18 of the IBC, the specific 
rationale and basis for the reduced buffers shall be clearly articulated in the geological 
assessment. 

b.  The city may require larger setback buffer widths under any of the following 
circumstances: 

(1)  The land is susceptible to severe erosion and erosion control measures will 
not effectively prevent adverse impacts. 

(2)  The area has a severe risk of slope failure or downslope stormwater 
drainage impacts. 

(3)  The increased buffer is necessary to protect public health, safety and 
welfare based upon findings and recommendations of the geological 
assessment. 
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3.  Unless otherwise permitted as part of an approved alteration, the setback buffers required 
by this subsection shall be maintained in native vegetation to provide additional soil stability 
and erosion control. If the buffer area has been cleared, it shall be replanted with native 
vegetation in conjunction with any proposed development activity. 

4.  The city may impose seasonal restrictions on clearing and grading within two hundred feet 
of any geologically hazardous areas. 

 B.  Permitted Alterations. Unless associated with another critical area, the planning director, using the 
review process described in EMC Title 15, Local Project Review Procedures, may allow alteration of an 
area identified as a geologically hazardous area or the setback buffers specified in the IBC if an approved 
geotechnical report demonstrates that: 

1.  The proposed development will not create a hazard to the subject property, surrounding 
properties or rights-of-way, or erosion or sedimentation to off-site properties or bodies of 
water; 

2.  The proposal addresses the existing geological constraints of the site, including an 
assessment of soils and hydrology; 

3.  The proposed method of construction will reduce erosion potential, landslide and seismic 
hazard potential, and will improve or not adversely affect the stability of slopes; 

4.  The proposal uses construction techniques which minimize disruption of existing topography 
and natural vegetation, demonstrating the degree of the alteration is limited to the minimum 
needed to accomplish the project purpose; 

5.  The proposal is consistent with the purposes and provisions of this chapter and mitigates 
any permitted impacts to critical areas in the vicinity of the proposal; 

6.  The proposal mitigates all impacts identified in the geotechnical letter or geotechnical 
report; 

7.  All utilities and access roads or driveways to and within the site are located so as to require 
the minimum amount of modification to slopes, vegetation or geologically hazardous areas; and 

8.  The improvements are certified as safe as designed and under anticipated conditions by a 
geologist. 

 C.  Additional Requirements. As part of any approval of development on or adjacent to geologically 
hazardous areas or within the setback buffers required by  this  chapter: 

1.  The city shall require: 

a.  Geologically hazardous areas not approved for alteration and their buffers shall be 
placed in a critical area protective covenant or tract as required by EMC 19.37. 170; 

b.  Any geologically hazardous area or required setback buffer that is allowed to be 
altered subject to the provisions of this chapter shall be subject to a covenant of 
notification and indemnification/hold harmless agreement in a form acceptable to the 
city attorney. Such document shall identify any limitations placed on the approved 
alterations. 

2.  The city may require: 

a.  The presence of a geologist on the site to supervise during clearing, grading, filling 
and construction activities which may affect geologically hazardous areas, and provide 
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the city with certification that the construction is in compliance with his/her 
recommendations and has met with his/her approval, and other relevant information 
concerning the geologically hazardous conditions of the site; 

b.  Vegetation and other soil-stabilizing structures or materials be retained or provided; 

c.  Long-term maintenance of slopes and on-site drainage systems. 

 D.  Prohibited Alterations. Modification of geologically hazardous areas shall be prohibited under the 
following circumstances: 

1.  Where geologically hazardous slopes are located in a stream, wetland, and/or a fish and 
wildlife habitat conservation area or their required buffers, alteration of the slopes is not 
permitted, except as allowed under EMC 19.37.050. The required buffer for such slopes shall be 
determined through the site-specific geological assessment, but in no case shall be less than 
twenty-five feet from the top of slopes of twenty-five percent and greater. 

2.  Any proposed alteration that would result in the creation of or which would increase or 
exacerbate existing geological hazards, or which would result in substantial unmitigated 
geological hazards either on site or off site, shall be prohibited. 

ARTICLE III.  WETLANDS 
19.37.300 Wetlands - Description and Purpose 
A. Wetlands are defined using the Washington State definition of wetlands established under RCW 
36.70A.030(48) and as defined in EMC 19.04.110.  

B. The purpose of this chapter’s wetland regulations are to: 

1. Recognize and protect the beneficial functions performed by wetlands, including those 
physical, biological, chemical, and geologic interactions within wetlands and the surrounding 
landscape, including buffers. These functions are often grouped into three main categories – 
water quality improvement functions, hydrologic functions, and habitat functions and may 
include but are not limited to: 

a. The uptake, removal, transformation, and cycling of nutrients, sediment, and 
toxicants; 

b. Floodflow alteration, surface water storage, reduction of peak flows, groundwater 
recharge, decreasing downstream erosion, and energy dissipation of flows; 

c. Supporting food webs and providing several habitat niches and features for wildlife 
breeding, nesting, and rearing, and providing thermal refugia. 

2. Regulate land use to avoid adverse effects on wetlands and maintain the functions and values 
and of wetlands throughout the city. 

3. Establish review procedures for development proposals in and adjacent to wetlands. 

a. Compliance with the provisions of this chapter does not necessarily constitute 
compliance with other federal, state, and local regulations and permit requirements. 
Applicants are responsible for complying with these requirements. 

19.37.310 Wetlands -  Delineation, Mapping, and Rating 
A.  Wetland Delineation. Identification of wetlands and delineation of their boundaries pursuant to this 
chapter shall be done in accordance with the approved federal wetland delineation manual and 
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applicable regional supplements (Regional Supplement to the Corps of Engineers Wetland Delineation 
Manual:  Western Mountains, Valleys, and Coast Region (Version 2.0). All areas within the city meeting 
the wetland designation criteria in that procedure are hereby designated critical areas and are subject to 
the provisions of this chapter. A wetland delineation shall be performed by a qualified professional 
experienced in wetland science. Wetland delineations are valid for five years, after such date, the city 
shall determine whether a revision or additional assessment is necessary.  

B.  Wetland Mapping. A wetland delineation shall result in a wetland boundary clearly marked in the 
field and an accurate ground-verified map of the boundaries. This map should be created using either a 
professional survey or using an equivalent method such as Global Positioning System (GPS) with sub-
meter accuracy. The map shall also include an indication of where wetlands extend off site. The 
approximate location and extent of known or suspected wetlands are shown on the city’s critical area 
maps. These maps shall be used as a guide for the city, applicants and/or property owners, and may be 
updated as new wetlands are identified.  

C.  Wetland Rating. Wetlands shall be rated and regulated according to the categories defined by the 
Washington State Department of Ecology Washington State Wetland Rating System for Western 
Washington 2014 Update Version 2.0, or as revised (Ecology Publication No. 23-06-009).  Wetland 
ratings are valid for five years; after such date the city shall determine whether a revision or additional 
rating is necessary. 

D. Illegal Modifications of Wetlands. Wetland rating categories shall not change due to illegal 
modifications made to the wetland. 

19.37.320 Wetlands - Critical Area Report Additional Requirements. 
 A. Additional Critical Area Report Content for Wetlands. A critical area report for wetlands shall be 
prepared by a qualified professional who is a certified professional wetland scientist, a noncertified 
professional wetland scientist with a minimum of five years of experience in the field of wetland science, 
including experience preparing wetland and stream reports, or a professional who demonstrates 
expertise in wetland science, stream ecology, or fish and wildlife biology to the satisfaction of the 
planning director. 

1. Wetlands shall be rated according to the categories defined by the Washington State Department 
of Ecology Washington State Rating System for Western Washington 2014 Update, Version 2.0 or as 
revised (Ecology Publication No. 23-06-029). 

2. Hydrogeomorphic classification; wetland acreage, and Cowardin classification of vegetation 
communities; and, to the extent possible, hydrologic information such as location and condition of 
inlet/outlets. Provide acreage estimates, classifications, and ratings based on entire wetland 
complexes, not only the portion present on the proposed project site. 

 B. Wetland and buffer impact mitigation plans shall be prepared consistent with the guidance in 
Wetland Mitigation in Washington State: Part 2 - Developing Mitigation Plans (Ecology Publication #06-
06-011b, or as revised). The report shall include a written plan and plan sheets that contain, at a 
minimum, the elements listed below. 

1. The name and contact information of the applicant; the name, qualifications, and contact 
information of the primary author(s) of the compensatory mitigation plan; a description of the 
development proposal; a description of how the development project has been designed in 
accordance with mitigation sequencing provisions. 

https://apps.ecology.wa.gov/publications/documents/0606011b.pdf
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2.  A baseline study that describes and quantifies the existing wetland and buffer functions, 
functions that will be lost, and the functions after mitigation. Include acreage or square footage of 
the existing wetland and buffer areas to be altered, landscape position, and surrounding land uses. 
Include a description of existing versus proposed water regimes, vegetation, soils, and functions. 
Also describe impacts in terms of acreage by Cowardin classification, hydrogeomorphic 
classification, and wetland rating. This assessment could involve assessing functions using 
Calculating Credits and Debits for Compensatory Mitigation in Wetlands of Western Washington: 
Final Report, March 2012, Washington State Department of Ecology Publication No. 10-06-011, or as 
amended; 

 

3. A description of the compensatory mitigation site, including location and rationale for selection. 
Include an assessment of existing conditions, including acreage or square footage of wetlands and 
uplands, water regime, sources of water, vegetation, soils, functions, landscape position, and 
surrounding land uses. Estimate future conditions in this location if the compensatory mitigation 
actions are not undertaken. 

 4. Describe the future vegetation community types for monitoring years, including dominant 
vegetation expected. Plants shall be native species, commercially available or available from local 
sources, high in food and cover value for fish and wildlife, and mostly perennial; 

 5. Specify when mitigation will occur relative to project construction and to the requirements of 
permits issued by other agencies. Specify proposed mitigation actions, if applicable, and include 
written specifications and descriptions of the mitigation proposed, such as: 

a. The proposed construction sequence, timing, and duration; 

b. Grading and excavation details; 

c. Erosion and sediment control features; 

d. A planting plan specifying plant species, quantities, locations, size, spacing, and density; and 

e. Measures to protect and maintain plants until established. 

These written specifications shall be accompanied by detailed site diagrams, scaled cross sectional 
drawings, topographic maps showing slope percentage and final grade elevations, and any other 
drawings appropriate to show construction techniques or anticipated final outcome.; 6. Include 
measurable criteria for evaluating whether the performance goals of the mitigation proposal have 
been met, and include provisions for maintenance and monitoring the mitigated area on a long-term 
basis to determine whether the plan was successful; 

 7. Include a contingency plan specifying what corrective actions will be taken to achieve 
performance goals should the mitigation not be successful; 

 8. Include provisions for an assurance device as provided by Chapter 19.40 to ensure that work is 
completed in accordance with the mitigation plan, that maintenance and monitoring occur on a 
regular basis, and that restoration or rehabilitation is performed in accordance with the contingency 
plan if mitigation failure results within five years of implementation. The construction performance 
guarantees shall not be released until the applicant’s qualified professional and the planning 
director sign off to indicate that construction has been completed as planned. A separate 
performance assurance device shall be required for maintenance, monitoring, and contingency. This 
guarantee shall not be released until the applicant’s qualified professional and the planning director 
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sign off that maintenance and monitoring have been completed per the plan, and the mitigation 
meets performance goals. 

9. Include provisions for the protection of the mitigation site. The wetland mitigation area and any 
associated buffer shall be protected by a legal mechanism such as a critical area tract or critical area 
covenant. The planning director may approve another legal and administrative mechanism if it is 
determined to be adequate to protect the site.10. Scaled plan sheets shall contain, at a minimum: 

a. Mapped, ground-verified edges of the existing wetlands and buffers, proposed areas of 
wetland and/or buffer impacts, and location of proposed wetland and/or buffer compensation 
areas.  

b. Existing topography, ground-verified, at two-foot contour intervals in the zone of the 
proposed compensation actions if any grading activity is proposed in the compensation area(s). 
Also include existing cross-sections (estimated one-foot intervals) of wetland areas on the 
development site that are proposed to be altered and of the proposed areas of wetland and 
buffer compensation.  

19.37.330  Wetlands - Buffer Width Requirements 
A.   Wetland Buffer Widths.  

1.  The following buffer widths listed in Tabes 37.2 and 37.3 apply to all wetlands within the city 
of Everett. Buffer widths have been established in accordance with the best available science. 
Buffers are based on the category of wetland and the habitat score as determined under EMC 
19.37.310 . Wetland buffers shall be measured perpendicular from the wetland boundary as 
delineated and marked in the field. 

2. Wetland buffers shall exclude functionally disconnected areas legally altered as described in 
EMC 19.37.330(F). 

2. To maintain the integrity of the buffer, all principal buildings, as well as other structures and 
improvements shall maintain a setback from the buffer as specified in EMC 19.37.140. 

 3 The buffer widths required by this chapter presume the existence of a relatively intact native 
vegetated community including native tree cover, shrub understory and ground cover. If the 
existing buffer is unvegetated, sparsely vegetated, or vegetated with invasive species, the buffer 
and habitat corridor vegetation  may require enhancement or restoration per the following: 

a. Applicability of Vegetative Buffer Standard. If the on-site buffer does not include a 
relatively intact native vegetative community, the buffer shall be enhanced or restored 
to contain a native vegetation community when either: 

i. The total new net impervious area on the entire subject property exceeds 
2,000 square feet; or 

ii. The value of the new construction or alteration occurring within a two-year 
period is equal to or greater than fifty percent of the assessed value of the 
existing improvements; or 

iii. More than 25% of the buffer on the subject site is covered with non-native 
and/or invasive vegetation. 

b. Vegetative Buffer Standard. The following vegetative buffer standards shall be met 
when the proposal meets the applicability requirements: 
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i. An average 80 percent aerial cover of native vegetation, composed of trees, 
shrubs, and ground cover with at least 20 percent tree cover and 20 percent 
shrub cover, with no more than  10 percent cover of invasive species 

c. Vegetative Buffer Alternative. Applicants can choose not to comply with the 
vegetative buffer standards by complying with the following requirements:  

i. Increase wetland buffer widths by 33% within entire buffer; and 

ii. Remove all unpermitted structures and improvements within the buffer. 

User instructions: Use the following two tables to determine wetland buffers. Table 37.2 
includes the standard wetland buffers without  providing  impact minimization measures and 
habitat corridors as described below. The reduced buffers in Table 37.3 apply to projects when 
the applicant elects to incorporate  impact minimization measures in Table 37.4 and a habitat 
corridor.  

Table 37.2: Standard Wetland Buffer Width Requirements for Applicants not Providing a Habitat Corridor or 
Implementing   Impact Minimization Measures 

  

 
 

   
    

    

   

    

  

    

    

    

  

    

    

  

 

WETLAND 
CATEGORY WETLAND TYPE 

HABITAT FUNCTION SCORES 

3-5 6-7 8-9 

BUFFER WIDTHS (in feet) 
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I 

All including 
forested except 
those listed 
below 

100 150 300 

Bogs 250 300 

Estuarine 200 

II 

All except 
estuarine 100 150 300 

Estuarine 150 

III 80 150 300 

IV 50 

 

Table 37.3: Reduced Wetland Buffers When Impact Minimization Measures are Implemented and a Habitat 
Corridor is Provided 

WETLAND 
CATEGORY WETLAND TYPE 

HABITAT FUNCTION SCORES 

3-5 
(Habitat 

Corridor Not 
Required) 

6-7 8-9 

BUFFER WIDTHS (in feet) 
I All including forested except 

those listed below 
75 110 225 

I Bogs 190 
 

225 

I Estuarine 150 

II All except estuarine 75 110 225 

II Estuarine 110 

III 60 110 225 

IV 40 

4. Habitat Corridors. When feasible, wetlands that score six points or more for habitat function 
can use the buffers in Table 37.3 provided all of the below criteria are met. Presence or absence 
of a nearby habitat corridor must be confirmed by a qualified professional. For wetlands that are 
unable to provide habitat corridors or that score five or fewer habitat points, only the measures 
in Table 37.4 are required. 

a. A relatively undisturbed vegetation corridor at least 100 feet wide is protected 
between the wetland and:  
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i. A legally protected, relatively undisturbed and vegetated area (e.g. 
Priority Habitats, compensatory mitigation sites, wildlife areas/refuges, 
county and state parks where they have management plans with 
identified areas designated as Natural, Natural Forest, or Natural Area 
Preserve), or  

ii. An area that is the site of a Watershed Project, identified within, and 
fully consistent with, a Watershed Plan as defined by RCW 89-08-460, or  

iii. An area where development is prohibited according to the provisions of 
the City’s Shoreline Master Program, or  

iv. An area with equivalent habitat quality that has conservation status in 
perpetuity, in consultation with WDFW. 

b. The corridor is permanently protected for the entire distance between the 
wetland and the shoreline or legally protected area by a conservation 
easement, deed restriction, or other legal site protection mechanisms.  

c. Presence or absence of the shoreline or Priority Habitat must be confirmed by 
a qualified professional and the planning director.  

d. The measures in Table 37.4 are implemented, as applicable, to minimize 
impacts of the adjacent land uses. 

B.  Increased  Wetland Buffer Width.  Buffer widths stated in subsection A of this section shall be 
increased: 

1.  When the minimum buffer for a wetland extends into an area with a slope of greater than 
twenty-five percent, the buffer shall be the greater of: 

a.  The minimum buffer for that particular wetland; or 

b.  Twenty-five feet beyond the point where the slope becomes twenty-five percent or 
less for at least a horizontal distance of ten feet; 

2.  When the wetland is used by  a state or federally listed plant or animal species under WAC 
220-610-010, 50 CFR 17-11, 50 CFR 17-12, or other state or federal regulations; or has critical or 
outstanding potential habitat for those species or has unusual nesting or resting sites such as 
heron  nesting colonies or raptor nesting trees, and the increased buffer is necessary to protect 
such habitat; 

3.  When a habitat assessment or habitat management plan is required by EMC 19.37. 110 and 
an increased buffer is necessary to protect critical habitat or affected species, the buffer shall be 
the buffer in the approved habitat assessment or habitat management plan; 

4.  When the adjacent land is classified as a geologically hazardous area, the buffer shall be the 
greater of the standard wetland buffer or the setback buffer required by EMC 19.37. 230; 

5.  When the  wetland buffer has minimal or degraded vegetative cover that cannot be 
improved through enhancement; or 

6.  When the city finds, based upon a site-specific critical area analysis, that impacts to a 
wetland or other critical area from a proposed development can only be mitigated by a greater 
buffer width. 
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C.  Impact Minimization Measures.  
  

Developments that produce the listed disturbances and are requesting reduced wetland buffers per 
Table 37.3 are required to address the disturbance through the use of applicable minimization 
measures. This is not a complete list of measures, nor is every example measure required. Though not 
every measure is required, all effort should be made to implement as many measures as possible. 
Regulatory staff should determine, in coordination with the applicant, which measures are applicable 
and practicable. The critical areas report shall address how each impact minimization measure is being 
provided. 

Table 37.4 – Impact Minimization Measures 

Example of 
Disturbance 

Activities and Uses that Cause 
Disturbances 

Examples of Impact Minimization Measures 

Light • Parking lots 
• Commercial/Industrial uses 
• Residential uses 
• Recreation (e.g. athletic 

fields) 
• Agricultural buildings 

• Direct lights away from wetlands and 
buffers 

• Only use lighting when and where 
necessary for public safety 

• Motion-activated lighting 
• Use of full-cut off shields 
• Dim light to lowest acceptable intensity 
• Warmer lighting temperatures (<3000K) 

Noise • Commercial/Industrial uses 
• Residential uses 
• Recreation (e.g. athletic 

fields) 
• Agriculture 

• Locate noise-generating activity away 
from wetlands and buffers 

• Construct fencing and/or install dense 
landscape screening between noise 
sources and critical area 

Toxic Runoff • Parking lots 
• Roads 
• Commercial/Industrial uses 
• Residential uses 
• Application of pesticides 
• Landscaping 
• Agriculture  

• Route all new, untreated runoff away 
from wetlands and buffers while 
ensuring wetland is not dewatered 

• Establish covenants limiting use of 
pesticides within 150 feet of wetlands 

• Apply integrated pest management 
(These examples are not necessarily 
adequate for minimizing toxic runoff if 
threatened or endangered species are 
present at the site.) 

Stormwater 
Runoff 

• Parking lots 
• Roads 
• Commercial/Industrial uses 
• Residential uses 
• Recreation 

• Retrofit stormwater detention and 
treatment for roads and existing 
adjacent developments 

• Prevent channelized or sheet flow from 
lawns that directly enter buffers 
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D. Where wetland functions have been improved due to voluntary implementation of an approved 
stewardship, restoration and/or enhancement plan that is not associated with required mitigation or 
enforcement, the wetland buffer width shall be determined based on the previously established 
wetland category and habitat score as documented in the approved stewardship and enhancement 

E. Functionally Disconnected Buffer Areas. Buffers may exclude areas that are functionally and 
effectively disconnected from a wetland by an existing public or private road or legally established 
development, as determined by the planning director. Functionally and effectively disconnected means 
that the road or other significant development blocks the protective measures provided by a buffer. 
Significant developments shall include built public infrastructure such as roads and railroads, and private 
developments such as homes or commercial structures. Examples of minor developments that do not 
fully block buffer functions include trails, minor accessory structures, paths, and driveways serving a 
single residence. The planning director shall evaluate whether the interruption will affect the entirety of 
the buffer. Individual structures may not fully interrupt buffer function. In such cases, the allowable 
buffer exclusion should be limited in scope to just the portion of the buffer that is affected. Where 
questions exist regarding whether a development functionally disconnects the buffer, or the extent of 
that impact, the planning director may require a critical area report to analyze and document the buffer 
functionality. 

19.37. 340 Wetlands - Buffer Width Averaging  
The city may allow wetland buffer width averaging when all of the following are met:  

A. No feasible alternatives to the site design could be accomplished without buffer averaging. 

B. The total area on the lot contained within the buffer after averaging is not less than  the area required 
within the  buffer without averaging 

C. Averaging will not reduce the functions and values of the critical area or buffer as demonstrated by a 
critical area report from a qualified professional.  

D. The adjusted minimum buffer width shall not be less than seventy-five percent of the  required buffer 
width at any point or 75 feet for Category I and II, 50 feet for Category III, and 25 feet for Category IV, 
whichever is greater. 

• Landscaping/lawns 
• Other impermeable surfaces, 

compacted soils, etc. 

• Infiltrate or treat, detain, and disperse 
new runoff from impervious surfaces 
and lawns 

• Retain native vegetation elsewhere in 
the property 

Pets and Human 
Disturbance 

• Residential uses 
• Recreation 

• Install privacy fencing 
• Plant dense native vegetation to 

delineate buffer edge and to discourage 
disturbance 

• Place wetlands and buffers in a separate 
tract 

• Install signage along wetland buffer 
edge 

Dust • Tilled Fields 
• Roads 

• Use Best Management Practices to 
control dust 
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19.37. 350 Wetlands -  Compensatory Mitigation 
A.   Mitigation Sequencing. Before being authorized to impact any wetland or its buffer, an 
applicant must demonstrate that they have implemented mitigation sequencing in the order 
presented in EMC 19.37.100. 

B.   Requirements for Compensatory Mitigation. Allowed wetland and wetland buffer compensation 
shall be subject to the following requirements: 

1.  Compensatory mitigation for alterations to wetlands shall be used only for impacts that 
cannot be avoided or minimized and shall achieve equivalent or greater functions. 
Compensatory mitigation plans shall be consistent with Wetland Mitigation in Washington 
State–Part 2: Developing Mitigation Plans—Version 1 (Ecology Publication #06-06-011b, or as 
revised), and Selecting Wetland Mitigation Sites Using a Watershed Approach [Western 
Washington (Ecology Publication #09-06-32). 

2. Mitigation ratios for wetland impacts shall be consistent with the Standard Wetland 
Compensatory Mitigation Ratios presented in this section.  

3. Buffer Mitigation Ratios. Impacts to buffers shall be mitigated at a minimum 1:1 ratio. 
Compensatory buffer mitigation shall replace those buffer functions lost from development. 

4. Mitigation requirements may be determined using the Credit-Debit Method described in 
Calculating Credits and Debits for Compensatory Mitigation in Wetlands of [Western 
Washington (Ecology Publication #10-06-011) 

5. Plantings used in mitigation actions shall be native species appropriate to the ecoregion. 

6. The following areas within a proposed compensation site shall not contribute to satisfying the 
requirements for compensatory mitigation: 

a. Easements for utility corridors, stormwater facilities, rights-of-way, and streams 
conveyed underground  

b. Driveways  

c. Roads  

d. Any paved or graveled areas intended to convey vehicle or foot traffic. 

7. Buffers on Wetland Mitigation Sites. All wetland mitigation sites shall have buffers consistent 
with the buffer requirements of this Chapter. All required buffers for the wetland mitigation site 
shall be located on the subject site, except where wetland mitigation banking is used to 
purchase buffer credits. Buffers shall be based on the expected or target category of the 
proposed wetland mitigation site and the expected level of impact from the adjacent land use. 
Buffers need to be fully vegetated in order to be included in buffer area calculations. Lawns, 
walkways, driveways, paved areas, and mowed or developed areas will not be considered 
buffers or included in buffer area calculations when assessing whether adequate compensatory 
mitigation buffers have been provided. Properties adjacent to or abutting wetland mitigation 
sites shall not be responsible for providing any additional buffer requirements. 

 8. Construction techniques and field marking of areas to be disturbed shall be approved by the 
city prior to site disturbance to ensure minimal encroachment. 

 9. The city may require the applicant to rehabilitate a wetland or its buffer by removing debris, 
sediment, nonnative vegetation, or other material detrimental to the area by replanting 
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disturbed vegetation, or by other means deemed appropriate by the city. Rehabilitation or 
restoration may be required at any time that a condition detrimental to water quality or habitat 
exists. 

C. Compensating for Lost or Impacted Wetland Functions. Compensatory mitigation shall address the 
functions affected by the proposed project, with an intention to achieve functional equivalency or 
improvement of functions. The goal shall be for the compensatory mitigation to provide similar wetland 
functions as those lost, except when either:  

1. The lost wetland provides minimal functions, and the proposed compensatory mitigation 
action(s) will provide equal or greater functions or will provide functions shown to be limited 
within a watershed through an existing watershed plan or a local or regional study that 
characterizes watershed processes; or   

2. Out-of-kind replacement of wetland type or functions will best meet watershed goals formally 
identified by a watershed plan, such as replacement of historically diminished wetland types.  D. 
Preference of Mitigation Actions. Mitigation for wetland and buffer impacts shall rely on a method listed 
below in order of preference. A lower-preference form of mitigation shall be used only if the applicant’s 
qualified professional demonstrates to the planning director’s satisfaction that all higher-ranked types of 
mitigation are not viable, consistent with the criteria in this Section. 

1. Restoration: The manipulation of the physical, chemical, or biological characteristics of a site 
with the goal of returning natural/historic functions and environmental processes to a former or 
degraded wetland. Restoration is divided into two categories: 

a. Re-establishment: The manipulation of the physical, chemical, or biological 
characteristics of a site with the goal of returning natural/historic functions and 
environmental processes to a former wetland. Re-establishment results in rebuilding a 
former wetland and results in a gain in wetland area and functions. Example activities 
could include removing fill, plugging ditches, or breaking drain tiles to restore a wetland 
hydroperiod, which in turn will lead to restoring wetland biotic communities and 
environmental processes. 

b. Rehabilitation: The manipulation of the physical, chemical, or biological 
characteristics of a site with the goal of repairing natural/historic functions and 
environmental processes to a degraded wetland. Rehabilitation results in a gain in 
wetland function but does not result in a gain in wetland area. The area already meets 
wetland criteria, but hydrological processes have been altered. Rehabilitation involves 
restoring historic hydrologic processes. Example activities could involve breaching a dike 
to reconnect wetlands to a floodplain or return tidal influence to a wetland. 

2. Establishment (Creation): The manipulation of the physical, chemical, or biological 
characteristics of a site to develop a wetland on an upland where a wetland did not previously 
exist at an upland site. Establishment results in a gain in wetland area and functions. An example 
activity could involve excavation of upland soils to elevations that will produce a wetland 
hydroperiod and hydric soils by intercepting groundwater, and in turn supports the growth of 
hydrophytic plant species.  

a. If a site is not available for wetland restoration to compensate for expected wetland 
and/or buffer impacts, the planning director may authorize establishment of a wetland 
and buffer upon demonstration by the applicant’s qualified professional that:  
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i. The hydrology and soil conditions at the proposed mitigation site are 
conducive for sustaining the proposed wetland and that establishment of a 
wetland at the site will not likely cause hydrologic problems elsewhere; 

ii. Adjacent land uses and site conditions do not jeopardize the viability of the 
proposed wetland and buffer (e.g., due to the presence of invasive plants or 
noxious weeds, stormwater runoff, noise, light, or other impacts); and  

iii. The proposed wetland and buffer will eventually be self-sustaining with little 
or no long-term maintenance.  

iv. The proposed wetland would not be established at the cost of another high-
functioning habitat (i.e., ecologically important uplands). 

3. Preservation (Protection/Maintenance). The removal of a threat to, or preventing the decline 
of, wetlands by an action in or near those wetlands. This term includes activities commonly 
associated with the protection and maintenance of wetlands through the implementation of 
appropriate legal and physical mechanisms such as recording conservation easements and 
providing structural protection like fences and signs. Preservation does not result in a gain of 
aquatic resource area or functions but may result in a gain in functions over the long term. 
Preservation of a wetland and associated buffer can be used only if: 

a. The planning director determines that the proposed preservation is the best 
mitigation option;  

b. The proposed preservation site is under threat of undesirable ecological change due 
to permitted, planned, or likely actions that will not be adequately mitigated under 
existing regulations;  

c. The area proposed for preservation is of high quality or critical for the health and 
ecological sustainability of the watershed or sub-basin. Some of the following features 
may be indicative of high-quality sites:  

i. Category I or II wetland rating 

ii. Rare or irreplaceable wetland type [e.g, peatlands, mature forested wetland, 
estuaries, vernal pools, alkali wetlands] or aquatic habitat that is rare or a 
limited resource in the area.  

Iii. The presence of habitat for threatened or endangered species (state,federal, 
or both).   

iv. Provides biological and/or hydrological connectivity to other habitats.  

v. Priority sites identified in an adopted watershed plan.  

d. Permanent preservation of the wetland and buffer shall be provided through a legal 
mechanism such as a conservation easement or tract held by an appropriate natural 
land resource manager/land trust.   

e. The planning director may approve another legal and administrative mechanism in 
lieu of a conservation easement if it is determined to be adequate to protect the site. 

4. Enhancement. The manipulation of the physical, chemical, or biological characteristics of a 
wetland to heighten, intensify, or improve specific wetland function(s). Enhancement is 
undertaken for specified purposes such as water quality improvement, flood water retention, or 
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wildlife habitat. Enhancement results in the gain of selected wetland function(s) but may also 
lead to a decline in other wetland function(s). Enhancement does not result in a gain in wetland 
area. Enhancement activities could include planting vegetation, controlling non-native or 
invasive species, and modifying site elevations to alter hydroperiods in existing wetlands.  
Applicants proposing to enhance wetlands and/or associated buffers shall demonstrate how the 
proposed enhancement will increase the wetland and/or buffer functions, how this increase in 
function will adequately compensate for the impacts, and how existing wetland functions at the 
mitigation site will be protected. 

5. Alternative Types of Mitigation/Resource Tradeoffs. The planning director may approve 
alternative mitigation proposals that are based on best available science, such as priority 
restoration plans that achieve restoration goals identified in the SMP. Alternative mitigation 
proposals shall provide an equivalent or better level of ecological functions and values than 
would be provided by standard mitigation approaches. Alternative mitigation approaches shall 
comply with all reporting, monitoring, and performance measures of this Section including 
adherence to mitigation sequencing. The city may consult with agencies with expertise and 
jurisdiction over the critical areas during the review to assist with analysis and identification of 
appropriate performance measures that adequately safeguard critical areas. The planning 
director will consider the following for approval of an alternative mitigation proposal:   

a. Clear identification of how an alternative approach will achieve equal or better 
ecological benefit. 

b. The proposal uses a watershed approach consistent with Selecting Wetland 
Mitigation Sites Using a Watershed Approach in Western Washington  (Ecology 
Publication #09-06-32), or as revised].  

c. All impacts are identified, evaluated, and mitigated.  

d. Methods to demonstrate ecological success are clear and measurable. 

E. Location of Compensatory Mitigation. Permittee-responsible compensatory mitigation actions shall be 
conducted using a watershed approach and shall generally occur within the same sub-drainage basin. 
However, when the applicant can demonstrate that a mitigation site in a different sub-drainage basin is 
ecologically preferable, it should may be used. Compensatory mitigation areas shall be located to 
preserve or achieve contiguous wildlife habitat corridors to minimize the isolation and fragmenting 
effects of development on habitat areas. The following criteria will be evaluated when determining 
whether on-site or off-site compensatory mitigation is ecologically preferable. When considering the 
location of mitigation, preference should may be given to using programmatic approaches, such as a 
mitigation bank or an in-lieu fee program after evaluating the following criteria. 

1. No reasonable opportunities exist on site or within the sub-drainage basin or opportunities on 
site or within the sub-drainage basin do not have a high likelihood of success based on a 
determination of the capability of the site to compensate for the impacts. Considerations should 
include anticipated replacement ratios for wetland mitigation, buffer conditions and required 
widths, available water to maintain anticipated hydrogeomorphic class(es) of wetlands when 
restored, proposed flood storage capacity, and potential to mitigate riparian fish and wildlife 
impacts (such as connectivity);  

2. On-site mitigation would require elimination of high-quality upland habitat;  

3. Off-site mitigation has a greater likelihood of providing equal or improved wetland functions 
compared to the altered wetland. 
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4. Off-site locations shall be in the same sub-drainage basin unless:  

a. Watershed goals for water quality, flood storage or conveyance, habitat, or other 
wetland functions have been established by the city and strongly justify locating 
mitigation at another site;   

b. Credits from a state-certified wetland mitigation bank are used as compensation, and 
the use of credits is consistent with the terms of the certified bank instrument;  

c. Fees are paid to an approved ILF program to compensate for the impacts.  

5. The design for the compensatory mitigation project needs to be appropriate for its position in 
the landscape. Therefore, compensatory mitigation should not result in the creation, 
restoration, or enhancement of an atypical wetland. 

F. Timing of Compensatory Mitigation. Compensatory mitigation projects should be completed prior to 
activities that will impact wetlands. For category I wetlands, the city shall require the relocated wetland 
area to be completed and functioning prior to allowing the existing wetland to be altered. Otherwise, 
compensatory mitigation shall be completed immediately following wetland impacts and prior to use or 
occupancy of the action or development. Construction of mitigation projects shall be timed to reduce 
impacts to existing fisheries, wildlife, and flora.  

1. The planning director may authorize a one-time temporary delay in completing construction 
or installation of the compensatory mitigation when the applicant provides a written 
explanation from a qualified wetland professional as to the rationale for the delay. An 
appropriate rationale would include identification of the environmental conditions that could 
produce a high probability of failure or significant construction difficulties. For example, a 
project delay that creates conflicts with other regulatory requirements (fisheries, wildlife, 
stormwater, etc.) or installing plants should be delayed until the dormant season to ensure 
greater survival of installed materials. The delay shall not create or perpetuate hazardous 
conditions or environmental damage or degradation, and the delay shall not be injurious to the 
health, safety, or general welfare of the public. The request for the delay shall include a written 
justification that documents the environmental constraints that preclude timely implementation 
of the compensatory mitigation plan. The justification will be verified by the city who will issue a 
formal decision.   

 G.  Wetland Compensatory mitigation Ratios. In approving alteration of a wetland, the city shall require 
that an area larger than the altered portion of the wetland be provided as compensatory mitigation for 
destruction of the functions of the altered wetland and to ensure that such functions are replaced. The 
ratios in this section are based on wetland category, function, special characteristics, risk, and temporal 
loss.  When mitigating allowed impacts to wetlands, the standard ratios in Table 37.4 shall be used, 
except as otherwise provided below in this subsection. 

Table 37. 5: Standard Wetland Compensatory Mitigation Ratios 

Category and 
Type of 
Wetland 
Impacts 

Reestablish
ment or 
Creation 

Rehabilita
tion Only1 

Reestablishme
nt or Creation 
(R/C)  plus 
Rehabilitation 
(RH)1 

Reestablishme
nt or Creation 
(R/C)  plus 
Enhancement 
(E)1 

Reestablishme
nt or Creation 
(R/C) plus 
Preservation 
(P)1 

Enhancement 
Only1 

All category IV 1.5:1 3:1 1:1 R/C  plus 
1:1 RH 

1:1 R/C  plus 
2:1 E 

1:1 R/C plus 2:1 
P 

6:1 
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Category and 
Type of 
Wetland 
Impacts 

Reestablish
ment or 
Creation 

Rehabilita
tion Only1 

Reestablishme
nt or Creation 
(R/C)  plus 
Rehabilitation 
(RH)1 

Reestablishme
nt or Creation 
(R/C)  plus 
Enhancement 
(E)1 

Reestablishme
nt or Creation 
(R/C) plus 
Preservation 
(P)1 

Enhancement 
Only1 

All category III 2:1 4:1 1:1 R/C  plus 
2:1 RH 

1:1 R/C  plus 
4:1 E 

1:1 R/C plus 4:1 
P 

8:1 

Category II 
Estuarine 

Case-by-case 4:1 
Rehabilitat
ion of an 
estuarine 
wetland 

Case-by-case Case-by-case Case-by-case Case-by-case 

All other 
category II 

3:1 6:1 1:1 R/C  plus 
4:1 RH 

1:1 R/C plus 8:1 
E 

1:1 R/C plus 8:1 
P 

12:1 

Category I 
Forested 

6:1 12:1 1:1 R/C  plus 
10:1 RH 

1:1 R/C plus 
20:1 E 

1:1 R/C plus 
20:1 P 

24:1 

Category I 
Based on score 
for functions 

4:1 8:1 1:1 R/C  plus 
6:1 RH 

1:1 R/C plus 
12:1 E 

1:1 R/C plus 
12:1 P 

16:1 

Category I 
Bog 

Not 
considered 
possible2 

6:1 
Rehabilitat
ion of a 
bog 

R/C Not 
considered 
possible2 

R/C Not 
considered 
possible2 

R/C Not 
considered 
possible2 

Case-by-case 

Category I 
Estuarine 

Case-by-case 6:1 
Rehabilitat
ion of an 
estuarine 
wetland 

Case-by-case Case-by-case Case-by-case Case-by-case 
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1 These ratios are based on the assumption that the rehabilitation or enhancement actions implemented 
represent the average degree of improvement possible for the site. Proposals to implement more 
effective rehabilitation or enhancement actions may result in a lower ratio, while less effective actions 
may result in a higher ratio. The distinction between rehabilitation and enhancement is not clear-cut. 
Instead, rehabilitation and enhancement actions span a continuum. Proposals that fall within the gray 
area between rehabilitation and enhancement will result in a ratio that lies between the ratios for 
rehabilitation and the ratios for enhancement. 
2 Bogs are considered irreplaceable wetlands because they perform some special functions that cannot 
be replaced through compensatory mitigation. Impacts to such wetlands would therefore result in a net 
loss of some functions no matter what kind of compensatory mitigation is proposed. 

 a.   As an alternative to the mitigation ratios described above, the planning director may 
allow mitigation  based one of the following ways: 

 i. Using the Credit-Debit Method developed by the Department of Ecology in 
Calculating Credits and Debits for Compensatory Mitigation in Wetlands of 
[Western Washington (Ecology Publication # 10-06-011), or as amended.  

 ii. For properties designated “urban mixed-use industrial” in the city’s shoreline 
master program, the applicant shall use the Snohomish Estuary Wetland 
Integration Plan (SEWIP, 1997) and Salmon Overlay (2001) for projects that 
include wetland compensatory mitigation. Per Table 37.4, mitigation ratios for 
estuarine wetlands shall be determined on a case-by-case basis. 

 b. In no case shall the mitigation acreage be less than that which is altered. 

 

19.37.360 Wetlands -  Approaches to Compensatory Mitigation 
A.  Wetland mitigation banks . For any wetland mitigation bank certified under Chapter 173-700 WAC, 
credits from a wetland mitigation bank may be  used to compensate for impacts located within the 
service area specified in the mitigation bank instrument when all of the following are met: 

 1. The director determines that the wetland mitigation bank provides appropriate 
compensatory mitigation for the authorized impacts. 

 2. The proposed use of credits is consistent with the terms and conditions of  the mitigation 
bank instrument. 

 3. Mitigation ratios are consistent with the  mitigation bank instrument. 

 

B. In-Lieu Fee Mitigation.  Credits from an approved in-lieu fee program may be used when all the 
following apply: 

1. The planning director determines that it would provide appropriate compensation for the 
proposed impacts.  

2. The proposed use of credits is consistent with the terms and conditions of the approved ILF 
program instrument.  

3. Projects using ILF credits shall have debits associated with the proposed impacts calculated by 
the applicant’s qualified wetland professional using the credit assessment method specified in 
the approved instrument for the ILF program. 
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4. The impacts are located within the service area specified in the approved in-lieu fee 
instrument. 

C. Permittee-responsible, advance mitigation. Advance mitigation is a form of permittee-responsible 
mitigation implemented before a permitted impact takes place. It is designed to compensate for impacts 
expected to occur in the future. The applicant proposing the advance mitigation is the only one who can 
use the credits generated. Credits cannot be sold or transferred to another applicant. Advance 
mitigation proposals should be developed in accordance with state and federal rules and guidance on 
advance mitigation (Interagency Regulatory Guide: Advance Permittee-Responsible Mitigation, Ecology 
Publication #12-06-015, and Chapter 4.2 of Wetland Mitigation in Washington State–Part 1: Policies and 
Guidance—Version 2, Ecology Publication #21-06-003,or as revised).  

D. Permittee-responsible, concurrent mitigation. Concurrent mitigation is a form of permittee-
responsible mitigation implemented at the same time permitted impacts are occurring. The permittee is 
responsible for implementation and success of the compensation. Concurrent mitigation may occur at 
the site of the permitted impacts or at an off-site location, usually within the same watershed. 
Permittee-responsible, concurrent mitigation shall be used only if the applicant’s qualified professional 
demonstrates to the planning director’s satisfaction that the proposed approach is ecologically 
preferable to use of a bank or in-lieu fee program, consistent with the criteria in this Section. 

ARTICLE IV. FREQUENTLY FLOODED AREAS 
19.37.400 Areas of Special Flood Hazard 
Areas of special flood hazard shall be governed by the provisions of Chapter 19.30. 

ARTICLE V. FISH AND WILDLIFE HABITAT CONSERVATION AREAS 
19.37.500 Fish and wildlife habitat Conservation areas - Description and Purpose 
A.  All areas meeting the definition of fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas are subject to the 
regulations in this chapter. The intent of the management of these areas is to ensure sufficient habitat 
quality, quantity, and connectivity for species within their natural geographic distribution in order to 
support viable populations over the long term and to prevent isolated subpopulations.  

Fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas are ecosystems composed of unique interacting systems of 
soils, geology, topography, and plant and animal communities. They consist of land-based areas and 
aquatic areas. Wildlife habitat provides opportunities for food, cover, nesting, breeding, and movement 
for fish and wildlife within the City; maintains and promotes diversity of species and habitat within the 
City; helps to maintain air and water quality; controls erosion; serves as areas for recreation, education 
and scientific study, and aesthetic appreciation; and provides neighborhood separation and visual 
diversity within urban areas.  

Riparian corridors are essential for wild fish populations. Healthy riparian zones are dynamic ecosystems 
that perform various functions that form salmonid habitat. Some of the major functions include 
producing and delivering large and small woody debris to shorelines and stream channels; shoreline 
protection and habitat formation; removing sediments and dissolved chemicals from water; moderating 
water temperature; providing thermal refugia; providing habitat for terrestrial animals; and providing 
proper nutrient sources for aquatic life. Additionally, aquatic areas and their associated buffers store 
and convey stormwater and floodwater; recharge groundwater; and serve as areas for recreation, 
education and scientific study and aesthetic appreciation.  B. The following actions are exempt from 
other requirements of this chapter, but may require preparation of a habitat assessment or biological 
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assessment when conducted within a fish and wildlife habitat conservation area, and must result in no 
net loss of ecological functions and values: 

1.  EMC 19.37.060(B)(1), Minor utility construction projects. 

2.  EMC 19.37.060(B)(4),  Public and private pedestrian paths and trails 

3.  Any development application that involves ESA Section 7 consultation with federal agencies 
is required to follow that process to determine impacts to endangered species and mitigation 
requirements rather than the procedure described herein. However, the application must 
demonstrate compliance with all applicable city regulations, and must submit a copy of the 
biological assessment provided to federal agencies as part of the city’s permit process. 

4.  Maintenance of critical public infrastructure.19.37.510 Fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas 
- Designation and Mapping 
 A. Fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas that must be considered for classification and 
designation include: 

1. Areas where endangered, threatened, and sensitive species have a primary association; 

a. Federally designated endangered and threatened species are those fish and wildlife 
species identified by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the National Marine Fisheries 
Service that are in danger of extinction or threatened to become endangered. The U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service and the National Marine Fisheries Service should be consulted 
for current listing status. 

b. State designated endangered, threatened, and sensitive species are those fish and 
wildlife species native to the state of Washington identified by the Washington State 
Department of Fish and Wildlife that are in danger of extinction, threatened to become 
endangered, vulnerable, or declining and are likely to become endangered or 
threatened in a significant portion of their range within the state without cooperative 
management or removal of threats. State designated endangered, threatened, and 
sensitive species are periodically recorded in WAC 232-12-014 (state endangered 
species) and WAC 232-12- 011 (state threatened and sensitive species). The State 
Department of Fish and Wildlife maintains the most current listing and should be 
consulted for current listing status 

2. Habitats and species of local importance, as determined locally; 

a. Priority habitats and species are considered to be priorities for conservation and 
management. Priority species require protective measures for their perpetuation due to 
their population status, sensitivity to habitat alteration, and/or recreational, 
commercial, or tribal importance. Priority habitats are those habitat types or elements 
with unique or significant value to a diverse assemblage of species. A priority habitat 
may consist of a unique vegetation type or dominant plant species, a described 
successional stage, or a specific structural element. Priority habitats and species are 
identified by the State Department of Fish and Wildlife and included on its current 
Priority Habitats and Species List, as amended. 

3. Commercial and recreational shellfish areas; 

4. Kelp and eelgrass beds; herring, smelt, and other forage fish spawning areas; 
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5. Naturally occurring ponds under 20 acres and their submerged aquatic beds that provide fish 
or wildlife habitat; 

a. Naturally occurring ponds do not include ponds deliberately designed and created 
from dry sites, such as canals, detention facilities, wastewater treatment facilities, farm 
ponds, temporary construction ponds (of less than three years duration) and landscape 
amenities. However, naturally occurring ponds may include artificial ponds intentionally 
created from dry areas in order to mitigate conversion of ponds, if permitted by a 
regulatory authority. 

6. Waters of the state; 

a. Waters of the state include lakes, rivers, ponds, streams, inland waters, underground 
waters, and all other surface waters and watercourses within the jurisdiction of the 
state of Washington, as classified in WAC 222-16-030. 

7. Lakes, ponds, streams, and rivers planted with game fish by a governmental or tribal entity; 

8. State natural area preserves, natural resource conservation areas, and state wildlife areas. 
Natural area preserves and natural resource conservation areas are defined, established, and 
managed by the Washington State Department of Natural Resources. 

9. Significant biological areas listed by the city. 

B. Fish and Wildlife Habitat Conservation Areas Mapping. The approximate location and extent of fish 
and wildlife habitat conservation areas within the city of Everett’s planning area are shown on maps 
compiled and maintained by the city planning  department. These maps shall be used as a general guide 
only for the assistance of property owners, project applicants, and other interested parties; boundaries 
are generalized. The actual type, extent and boundaries of fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas 
shall be determined by a qualified  professional according to the  definitions and criteria established by 
this chapter. In the event of any conflict between the habitat location or type shown on the city’s fish 
and wildlife habitat conservation areas maps and the criteria or standards of this chapter, the criteria 
and standards resulting from the field investigation shall control. 

C. Other mapping sources include the Washington State Department of Fish and Wildlife priority habitat 
and species maps. 

 D. Streams and waters shall be classified based upon an amended version of the water classification 
system established under WAC 222-16-030 as follows: 

1. Type S Water. Those streams and waters, within their bankfull width, as inventoried as 
“shorelines of the state” under Chapter 90.58 RCW and the rules promulgated pursuant to chapter 
90.58 RCW, including periodically inundated areas of associated wetlands. 

 

2. Type F Water. Those segments of natural waters including periodically inundated areas of their 
associated wetlands, not classified as Type S Waters, which have a fish, wildlife, or human use; 
which in any case contain fish habitat or are described by one of the following seven categories: 

a.  Waters within lakes, ponds, or impoundments having a surface of 0.5 acre or greater at 
seasonal low water; 

b.  Stream segments having a defined channel 20 feet or greater within the bankfull width 
and having a gradient of less than four percent; 
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c.  Waters which are off-channel habitat. These are areas important for rearing and survival 
of fish and include riverine ponds, wall-based channels, and stream associated wetlands. 
The area must be connected to Type F or Type S Water and accessible to fish during some 
portion of the year. 

i.   For channelized streams, the edge of off-channel habitat is determined based on 
the outer edge of inundation of the stream at the bankfull elevation flow. 

Ii.  For nonchannelized streams, including stream associated wetlands, off-channel 
habitat is the outer edge of the area periodically inundated at the ordinary high water 
line. 

d.  Waters used by fish. Where fish use has not been determined: 

i.  Waters having any of the following characteristics are presumed to have fish use: 

A.  Stream segments having a defined channel of two feet or greater within the 
bankfull width and having a gradient of 16 percent or less; 

B.  Stream segments having a defined channel of two feet or greater within the 
bankfull width and having a gradient greater than 16 percent and less than or 
equal to 20 percent, and having greater than 50 acres in contributing basin size, 
based on hydrographic boundaries; 

C.  Ponds or impoundments having a surface area of less than one acre at seasonal 
low water and having an outlet to a fish stream; 

D.  Ponds or impoundments having a surface area of 0.5 acre or greater at 
seasonal low water; 

E.  Waters within the anadromous fish floor, see WAC 222-16-0301. 

ii.  The planning director may waive or modify the characteristics in (d)(i) of this 
subsection based on a report prepared by a qualified professional where: 

A.  Waters have confirmed, long term, naturally occurring water quality 
parameters incapable of supporting fish; 

B.  Snowmelt streams with short flow cycles that do not support successful life 
history phases of fish. These streams typically have no flow in the winter months 
and discontinue flow by June 1st; or 

C.  Sufficient information about a geomorphic region is available to support a 
departure from the characteristics in (d)(i) of this subsection, as determined in 
consultation with the department of fish and wildlife, department of ecology, 
affected tribes, and interested parties. 

e.  Waters diverted for domestic use by more than 10 residential or camping units or by a 
public accommodation facility licensed to serve more than 10 persons, where the 
department determines the diversion is a valid appropriation of water. These waters shall 
be considered Type F Water upstream from the point of diversion for 1,500 feet or until the 
drainage area is reduced by 50 percent, whichever is less; 

f.  Waters diverted for use by a federal, state, tribal or private fish hatchery. These waters 
shall be considered Type F Water upstream from the point of diversion for 1,500 feet, 
including tributaries if highly significant for protection of downstream water quality. The 
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department may allow additional harvest beyond the requirements of Type F Water 
classification if the department determines after a landowner-requested interdisciplinary 
team assessment that: 

i.  The management practices proposed by the landowner will adequately protect 
water quality for the fish hatchery; and 

ii.  The additional harvest within the riparian management zone meets the 
requirements of the water type classification that would apply in the absence of the 
hatchery; 

g.  Waters within a federal, state, local governmental entity, or private campground having 
more than 10 camping units. These are waters that enter a campground at the boundary of 
the park lands available for public use and come within 100 feet of a camping unit, trail or 
other park improvement; 

3.  Type Np  Water.   

Those segments of natural waters within the bankfull width of perennial nonfish habitat streams. 
Perennial streams are flowing waters that do not go dry any time of a year of normal rainfall and 
include the intermittent dry portions of the perennial channel below the uppermost point of 
perennial flow. If the uppermost point of perennial flow cannot be identified with simple, 
nontechnical observations (see Washington Forest Practices Board Manual, Section 23), then said 
point shall be determined by a qualified professional selected or approved by the city. 

4.  Type Ns  Water.  Those segments of natural waters within the bankfull width of the defined 
channels that are not Type S, F, or Np Waters. These are seasonal, nonfish habitat streams in which 
surface flow is not present for at least some portion of a year of normal rainfall and are not located 
downstream from a Type Np Water. Type Ns Waters must be physically connected by an above-
ground channel system to Type S, F, or Np Waters. 

5. For purposes of this section: 

a. "Residential unit" means a home, apartment, condominium unit or mobile home, serving as 
the principal place of residence. 

b. "Camping unit" means an area intended and used for: 

i. Overnight camping or picnicking by the public containing at least a fireplace, picnic table 
and access to water and sanitary facilities; or 

ii. A permanent home or condominium unit or mobile home not qualifying as a "residential 
unit" because of part time occupancy. 

c. "Public accommodation facility" means a business establishment licensed to serve the 
public, such as a restaurant, tavern, motel or hotel. 

d. "Natural waters" only excludes water conveyance systems which are artificially constructed 
and actively maintained for irrigation. 

e. "Seasonal low water" means the conditions of the seven-day, two-year low water situation, 
as measured or estimated by accepted hydrologic techniques. 

f. "Bankfull width" for defined channels means a measurement over a representative section 
of at least 500 linear feet with at least 10 evenly spaced measurement points along the 
normal stream channel but excluding unusually wide areas of negligible gradient such as 
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marshy or swampy areas, beaver ponds and impoundments. See the Washington 
Department of Natural Resources board manual section 23. 

g. "Intermittent" means those segments of streams that normally go dry. 

 

 E. Lakes. Silver Lake shall be protected as required by the shoreline master program. All other lakes shall 
be subject to the regulations in this chapter. 

19.37.520 Fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas - Critical Area Report Additional Requirements 
In addition to the general critical area report requirements in EMC 19.37.110 and EMC 19.37.120, the 
following additional report requirements apply when a proposal is within or near a fish and wildlife 
habitat conservation area: 

 A. Goals and Additional Requirements. If a development or redevelopment is proposed on or within a 
distance which could impact habitats of primary association, significant biological areas, and/or 
vegetative corridors linking watersheds, as described in this title, the applicant shall provide a habitat 
assessment. In areas within the riparian habitat zone or special flood hazard area, a biological 
assessment is required. The biological assessment shall be prepared in accordance with Regional 
Guidance for Floodplain Habitat Assessment and Mitigation produced by FEMA Region 10, April 2011, or 
as amended. The biological assessment must demonstrate that any proposed development in the 
riparian habitat zone or the floodway, coupled with appropriate habitat conservation measures, does 
not adversely affect water quality, water quantity, flood volumes, flood velocities, spawning substrate, 
and/or floodplain refugia for listed salmonids. 

If the habitat assessment/biological assessment determines that the proposed development could 
potentially adversely impact a fish and wildlife habitat conservation area, the applicant shall provide a 
habitat management plan (HMP) as described in  this article, prepared by a wildlife biologist for 
evaluation by the city, state and federal agencies. The HMP must address activities that can be taken to 
preserve, protect, or enhance the affected fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas. The HMP shall be 
based upon sound habitat management practices and be designed to achieve specific habitat objectives. 
If the habitat assessment finds that the proposed development could result in substantial elimination of 
or significant reduction in riparian corridors, existing connections between critical areas, or continuous 
vegetated corridors linking watersheds, the HMP must analyze alternatives and measures to maximize 
the maintenance of existing corridors. The city shall ask the appropriate resource agencies to review and 
comment on the development impacts and the provisions of the HMP. 

1.  Distance for Habitats of Primary Association.  

a.  Salmonids and Steelhead. When development is proposed within the distances 
specified below, a habitat assessment shall be required. 

(1)  Within two hundred fifty feet of the Snohomish River or its estuary; 

(2)  Within two hundred feet of a Type S or Type F stream or water including 
but not limited to North Creek or Swamp Creek together with tributaries with 
direct confluence to those streams and the associated wetlands, and marine 
shorelines; 

(3)  Within one hundred fifty feet of Lake Chaplain; 

(4)  Within two hundred twenty-five feet of a Type Np or Ns stream with 
unstable slopes within the special flood hazard area; 
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(5)  Within one hundred fifty feet of a Type Np or Ns stream without unstable 
slopes within the special flood hazard area; or 

(6)  Within the special flood hazard area. 

b.  Other Species. If habitats of primary association are identified for other species, the 
director, after consulting with the Department of Fish and Wildlife, shall determine the 
appropriate distance from a designated fish and wildlife habitat conservation area which 
will require a habitat assessment or HMP. 

c.  Continuous Vegetative Corridors Linking Watersheds and Significant Biological Areas. 
If a development is proposed within an area that provides a continuous vegetative 
corridor linking watersheds or a significant biological area, a habitat assessment is 
required. 

 B. Habitat Assessment.  

1.  A habitat assessment may be integrated into another critical area study or provided as a 
separate report, provided the requirements of this subsection are met. 

2.  The habitat assessment shall be completed by a qualified professional with expertise and 
experience in preparing fish and wildlife critical area reports or biological assessments. 

3.  The purpose of the assessment is to determine whether or not a fish or wildlife habitat 
conservation area identified in  this title and any associated buffer are located on or adjacent to 
a proposed development, and whether the proposed development could potentially adversely 
impact the regulated fish or wildlife habitat area and affected species. 

4.  If an approved habitat assessment determines that no fish or wildlife habitat conservation 
areas identified in  this title or associated buffers are present on or adjacent to the site, or that 
the proposal will not adversely impact those areas and/or affected species, then the fish and 
wildlife habitat area review will be considered complete. 

5.  If the habitat assessment determines that a fish or wildlife habitat conservation area 
identified in  this title or associated buffers are present on or adjacent to the proposed 
development and that the proposal will potentially adversely impact those areas and/or 
affected species, an  habitat management plan shall be prepared. The  habitat management 
plan must identify all actions that could be taken and which are necessary to avoid reducing the 
likelihood that the species will maintain and reproduce over the long term and/or actions to 
maintain or enhance the significant features present. 

6.  The director may consult with the Department of Fish and Wildlife before accepting the 
habitat assessment as final, and if recommended by the Department of Fish and Wildlife may 
require preparation of an HMP. 

7.  The city may require that the applicant request a separate evaluation of the site by WDFW 
staff to confirm the findings of the habitat assessment. 

8.  The department shall review the habitat assessment and either: 

a.  Accept the habitat assessment as complete and include any recommended 
mitigation measures necessary to reduce impacts to the critical fish and wildlife habitat 
conservation areas or affected species as project requirements; or 
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b.  Require preparation of an  habitat management plan if the habitat assessment 
indicates potential unmitigated adverse impacts to the critical fish and wildlife habitat 
conservation areas or affected species. 

C.  Habitat Management Plan.  

1.   Habitat Management Plan Submittal and Review Process. The habitat management plan 
shall be prepared by a qualified professional who understands the habitat requirements for the 
affected species. The consultant must demonstrate such expertise to the satisfaction of the 
director, who may require resumes, work examples or other information demonstrating 
professional expertise on relevant habitat and/or fisheries issues. The city will meet with the 
consultant and direct preparation of the habitat management plan. The city must review and 
accept the habitat management plan as complete before issuing any approvals for the proposed 
development. In the event of a dispute regarding appropriate content in the habitat 
management plan, the city may require additional studies or additional supporting information 
as provided for by this chapter. 

2.  A biological assessment which meets the requirements of federal and state agencies may be 
accepted as meeting these requirements. 

3.  The  habitat management plan shall be evaluated by city, state and federal agencies with 
permit jurisdiction or expertise, as required by this section, and the director shall consider all 
comments submitted by state and federal agencies, and require necessary revisions to the HMP, 
if any, prior to accepting the HMP as final. 

4.  The director shall condition approvals of activities allowed within or adjacent to a habitat 
conservation area or its buffers, as necessary to minimize or mitigate any potential adverse 
impacts to the habitat conservation area and affected species. Mitigation measures shall be 
based upon the analysis, conclusions, and recommendations contained in the  habitat 
management plan. At a minimum, all requirements and mitigation measures necessary to avoid 
reducing the likelihood that the species will maintain and reproduce over the long term shall be 
required as permit conditions for the development proposal. 

 D.  Compensatory mitigation for Impacts within the One-Hundred-Year Floodplain.  

1.   Compensatory mitigation must be provided for any effects to floodwater storage and fish 
habitat function within the one-hundred-year floodplain. Indirect adverse effects of 
development in the floodplain (effects to stormwater, riparian vegetation, bank stability, 
channel migration, hyporheic zones, wetlands, etc.) must be mitigated such that equivalent or 
better salmon habitat protection is provided. 

2.  The mitigation plan shall stipulate avoidance and conservation measures, as are needed to 
ensure that there is no net adverse effect during any phase of the project. Outside the floodway 
or riparian habitat zone, the mitigation plan shall include such avoidance, minimization, 
restoration, conservation or  compensatory mitigation measures to mitigate all impacts. 

3.  Calculation of impacts and mitigation shall be performed in accordance with Planning 
Director Interpretation No. 2011-1, or as amended. 

4.  The following priorities for mitigation of impacts to fish habitat within the one-hundred-year 
floodplain shall be considered in the habitat assessment and mitigation plan, with the long-term 
goal of improving functions and values of fish habitat in the estuary over existing conditions: 
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a.  Assignment (purchase) of equivalent mitigation credits from an established 
mitigation bank within the estuary; 

b.  Creation or restoration of the functions and values of fish habitat in an area that is 
available to fish more frequently than the habitat being impacted; 

c.  Creation or restoration of off-channel refuge habitat; 

d.  Restoration of fish habitat where it has been previously eliminated or degraded; 

e.  Enhancement of existing habitat to improve functions and values; 

f.  Buffer enhancement in riparian habitat areas; 

g.  Replacement of the habitat functions and values that are impacted by development. 

5.  Also in accordance with RPA-3.A.3.b, where conditions permit, the city shall require 
development within the one-hundred-year floodplain to use low impact development (LID) 
methods consistent with the city’s stormwater management regulations, to minimize or avoid 
stormwater effects. 

6.  All development proposals shall  follow the mitigation sequence of EMC 19.37.100 to 
achieve no net loss of ecological functions and values. 

7.  When development occurs in floodplain areas, the portion of the site not elevated above the 
one-hundred-year flood elevation shall be designed to create floodplain refugia and prevent 
stranding of aquatic species during flood events to the maximum extent practicable. 

8.  Restoration of fish habitat either on site or off site is allowed in order to mitigate for habitat 
impacts caused by development within the floodplain. Restoration and mitigation for impacts 
may occur in areas which flood more frequently than the area proposed for development (e.g., 
tidal restoration project that provides greater habitat benefits to juvenile salmonids). 

9.  The city shall have the authority to require changes in the design of a development if 
necessary to avoid, minimize or mitigate impacts to endangered species or habitat for such 
species. 

 D. Additional Critical Area Report Content for Biological Assessments (BA). Biological Assessments must 
conform with 2010 FEMA Region X Regional Guidance - Floodplain Habitat Assessment and Mitigation. 
Refer to the requirements for habitat assessments in  this subsection. 

 E. Additional Critical Area Report Content for Habitat Assessment and Habitat Management Plans 
(HMP).  

1. Habitat Assessment. All habitat assessments required by this chapter shall include the 
following elements in addition to the general requirements for all critical area reports listed in 
this section: 

a. A detailed description of the vegetation on and adjacent to the site. 

b. Identification and a detailed description of any critical fish or wildlife species or 
habitats, including listed threatened or endangered species, as set forth in this chapter, 
on or adjacent to the site and the distance of such habitats or species in relation to the 
site. Describe efforts to determine the status of any critical species in the project area, 
including information on survey methods, timing, and results of surveys for species or 
suitable habitat identification. 
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c. Include any information received from biologists with special expertise on the species 
or habitat type, such as WDFW, Tribal, USFS, or other local, regional, federal, and 
university fish, wildlife and habitat biologists and plant ecologists. Include any such 
conversations in the habitat assessment and cite as personal communication. 

d. An assessment of the project’s direct and indirect potential impacts and cumulative 
impacts on the subject habitat, including water quality impacts. 

e. A discussion of potential mitigation measures that would avoid or minimize 
temporary and permanent impacts, proposed mitigation measures, contingency 
measures, and monitoring plans. 

f. The city may require that the applicant request a separate evaluation of the site by 
WDFW staff to confirm the findings of the habitat assessment. 

g. Developments in the floodplain must show the one-hundred-year flood elevation 
contour, the floodway boundary, and the protected area boundary on the site plan. 

2. Habitat Management Plan. The director may require that all or a portion of the following be 
included in a habitat management plan: 

a. A map drawn to scale or survey showing the following information: 

 i. All lakes, ponds, streams, wetlands and tidal waters on or adjacent to the 
subject property, including the name (if named), and ordinary high water mark 
of each, and the stream or wetland category consistent with the requirements 
of this chapter; 

 ii. The location and description of the fish and wildlife habitat conservation area 
on the subject property, as well as any potential fish and wildlife habitat 
conservation area within a distance of the subject property that may impact an 
affected species or habitat; and 

 iii. The location of any observed evidence of use by a species regulated by the 
provisions of the fish and wildlife habitat sections of this chapter. 

b. An analysis of how the proposed development activities will affect the fish and 
wildlife habitat conservation area and any affected species including the potential 
direct, indirect, and cumulative effects of the proposed action on the regulated species 
and its habitat within the project area. 

c. Provisions to reduce or eliminate the impacts of the proposed development activities 
on any fish and wildlife habitat conservation area and affected species. The  habitat 
management plan should describe components of the project that may benefit or 
promote the recovery of listed species and are included as an integral part of the 
proposed project. These conservation (or mitigation) measures serve to minimize or 
compensate for project effects on the species under review. The following items should 
be addressed: 

(1)  Provide specific recommendations, as appropriate, to reduce or eliminate 
the adverse effects of the proposed activity. Potential measures include: timing 
restrictions for all or some of the activities; clearing limitations; avoidance of 
specific areas; special construction techniques;  habitat management plan 
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conditions; replanting with native vegetation; potential of habitat enhancement 
(i.e., fish passage barrier removal); best management practices, etc.; 

(2)  Include a description of proposed monitoring of the species, its habitat, and 
mitigation effectiveness, for a minimum of five years. 

d.  The  habitat management plan shall identify the specific habitat objectives the  
habitat management plan is designed to achieve and include recommendations 
regarding all actions taken which are necessary to avoid reducing the likelihood that the 
species will maintain and reproduce over the long term, and/or actions to maintain or 
enhance the significant features present 

 F. Stream, Lake, and Buffer Mitigation Plans. Stream, lake and buffer  mitigation plans shall: 

 a. Include a baseline study that quantifies the existing functions of the system, functions that 
will be lost, and the stream and buffer functions after mitigation; 

 b. Specify how functions will be replaced; 

 c. Specify when mitigation will occur relative to project construction and to the requirements of 
permits issued by other agencies; 

 d. Where buffer enhancement is proposed, include an analysis of the ability of the buffer to 
protect water quality, as outlined in the Update on Wetland Buffers: The State of the Science, 
Final Report, October 2013, Washington State Department of Ecology Publication No. 13-06-11, 
or as amended; 

 e. Include provisions for maintaining and monitoring the mitigated area on a long-term basis to 
determine whether the plan was successful; 

 f. Include a contingency plan specifying what corrective actions will be taken should the 
mitigation not be successful; and 

 g. Include provisions for an assurance device as provided by Chapter 19.40 EMC to ensure that 
work is completed in accordance with the mitigation plan and that restoration or rehabilitation 
is performed in accordance with the contingency plan if mitigation failure results within five 
years of implementation. 

19.37.530  Fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas – Stream and Lake Buffer Requirements 
A.   Stream Buffer Width. It is the goal of this chapter to preserve streams and their buffers in a natural 
condition to the maximum extent possible. 

1. Buffers shall be measured from the ordinary high water mark as surveyed in the field. In 
braided channels and alluvial fans, the  ordinary high water mark shall be determined so as to 
include the entire stream feature. 

2. Stream buffers shall exclude functionally disconnected areas legally altered as described in 
EMC 19.37.530(H). 

3. To maintain the integrity of the buffer, all principal buildings, as well as other structures and 
improvements shall maintain a setback from the buffer as specified in EMC 19.37.140. 

4. The  buffer widths required by this chapter presume the existence of a relatively intact native 
vegetated community including native tree cover, shrub understory and ground cover. If the 
existing stream buffer is unvegetated, sparsely vegetated, or vegetated with invasive species, 
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the standard buffer width shall be restored or increased as required by this section unless 
otherwise provided. 

 5. Except as otherwise provided by EMC 19.37.050, the following  buffers of native vegetation 
shall apply to streams based upon stream classification: 

Table 37.5: Stream Buffers 

Stream Classification 
(Type) 

Standard Buffer Increased Buffer 

 Intact Native Vegetation  Unvegetated; Sparsely Vegetated; or 
Vegetated with Invasive Species 

Type S 100 feet 150 feet 

Type F 100 feet 150 feet 

Type Np  100 feet  125 feet 

Type Ns  100 feet  125 feet 

B.   Stream Buffer Width Increase. The city shall require increased buffer widths as necessary to protect 
streams when the stream is particularly sensitive to disturbance, or the development poses unusual 
impacts and the increased buffer width is necessary to protect the critical areas described in this 
subsection. Circumstances which may require buffers beyond minimum requirements include, but are 
not limited to, the following: 

1.  When the minimum buffer for a stream extends into an area with a slope of greater than 
twenty-five percent, the buffer shall be the greater of: 

a.  The minimum buffer for that particular stream; or 

b.  Twenty-five feet beyond the point where the slope becomes twenty-five percent or 
less; 

2.  The stream reach affected by the development proposal serves as critical habitat for listed 
species as determined by the city using information from resource agencies including, but not 
limited to, the Washington State Department of Fish and Wildlife, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 
and recognized tribal nations; 

3.  The stream or adjacent riparian corridor is used by species listed by the federal government 
or the state as endangered, threatened, rare, sensitive, or monitored, or provides critical or 
outstanding actual or potential habitat for those species, or has unusual nesting or resting sites 
such as heron  nesting colonies or raptor nesting or lookout trees; 

4.  The land adjacent to the stream and its associated buffer is classified as a geologically 
hazardous or unstable area; 

5.  Increased buffer width is necessary to effectively include the riparian corridor of the stream. 

C.  Standard Stream Buffer Width  Application with Enhancement. The planning director may, using the 
review process as described in EMC Title 15, Local Project Review Procedures,  apply the standard 
stream buffer width  when  the existing buffer  is unvegetated, sparsely vegetated, or vegetated with 
nonnative invasive species and when buffer enhancement is provided per the following criteria.  
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1.  The planning director shall only allow  standard buffer width  application to streams when 
the proposal includes a critical area and buffer enhancement plan that improves the functions of 
the buffer and the critical area in accordance with this chapter. 

2.   Vegetative Buffer Standard. The following vegetative buffer standards shall be met when 
applying the standard buffer to streams with vegetative enhancement: 

a. An average 80 percent aerial cover of native vegetation, composed of trees, shrubs, 
and ground cover with at least 20 percent tree cover and 20 percent shrub cover; and 

b. No more than 10 percent cover of invasive species. 

 

. 

D.  Riparian Wetland. Any stream adjoined by a riparian wetland shall have the buffer which applies to 
the wetland, unless the stream buffer requirement is more protective, in which case the stream buffer 
requirement shall apply. 

E.  Lake Buffers. Lakes have the following buffers: 

a.  Lakes used by salmonids: one hundred feet; 

b.  Lakes with no salmonid use:  one hundred feet. 

c. Lake buffers shall exclude functionally disconnected areas legally altered as described 
in EMC 19.37.530(H). 

If a wetland or stream occurs along the fringe of a lake, the buffer shall be the greater of that required 
for the lake or for the wetland or stream. 

F.  Buffers for Restored Stream Channels. When a culverted portion of a stream is proposed to be 
restored to an open channel, the buffer width shall be determined by the director following review of a 
critical area study. The study must include an analysis of the buffer width necessary to protect water 
quality and habitat functions of the stream. 

G.  Riparian Corridors. When a development is proposed on a lot with a disturbed riparian corridor, the 
city shall require that the habitat be enhanced by creating more diversity and eliminating any source of 
degradation, including, but not limited to: 

1.  Vegetative plantings of native or preferred wildlife food species; 

2.  Construction of nesting islands or installation of nesting boxes; 

3.  Removal of pollutant sources, hard armoring, or fish movement blockages; or 

4.  Other actions necessary to enhance the viability of the riparian corridor for the benefit of 
wildlife habitat. 

H. Functionally Disconnected Buffer Areas. Buffers may exclude areas that are functionally and 
effectively disconnected from a stream or lake by an existing public or private road or legally established 
development, as determined by the planning director. Functionally and effectively disconnected means 
that the road or other significant development blocks the protective measures provided by a buffer. 
Significant developments shall include built public infrastructure such as roads and railroads, and private 
developments such as homes or commercial structures. Examples of minor developments that do not 
fully block buffer functions include trails, minor accessory structures, paths, and driveways serving a 
single residence. The planning director shall evaluate whether the interruption will affect the entirety of 
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the buffer. Individual structures may not fully interrupt buffer function. In such cases, the allowable 
buffer exclusion should be limited in scope to just the portion of the buffer that is affected. Where 
questions exist regarding whether a development functionally disconnects the buffer, or the extent of 
that impact, the planning director may require a critical area report to analyze and document the buffer 
functionality. 

19.37.540 Fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas –  Buffer Width Averaging for Lakes and 
Streams 
The city may allow buffer width averaging for lakes and streams when all of the following are met:  

A. No feasible alternatives to the site design could be accomplished without buffer averaging; 

B. The total area on the lot contained within the buffer after averaging is not less than the area required 
within the buffer without averaging; 

C. Averaging will not reduce the functions and values of the critical area or buffer as demonstrated by a 
critical area report from a qualified professional; and 

D. The adjusted minimum buffer width shall not be less than seventy-five percent of the required buffer 
width at any point. 

19.37.550 Fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas – Stream Alteration Thresholds and 
Compensatory Mitigation 
A.  Stream Preservation/Alteration Thresholds.  

1.  Type S Streams. All Type S streams shall be regulated by the city of Everett shoreline master 
program. 

2.  Type F Streams. All Type F streams shall be preserved. The city may only allow alteration of 
Type F streams under the following circumstances: 

a.  Where alteration is allowed pursuant to EMC 19.37.050; 

b.  Stream Crossings. Stream crossings are regulated by the Washington State 
Department of Fish and Wildlife (WDFW). Stream crossings shall only be permitted as 
provided by EMC 19.37.050 or to provide access to a lot or a substantial portion of a lot 
when no other feasible means of access exists. Use of common access points shall be 
required for abutting lots which have no other feasible means of access. Alteration for 
the purpose of providing access shall be limited to the minimum number of stream 
crossings required to permit reasonable access. Bridging may be required when 
necessary to protect significant stream functions. If a culvert is allowed, the design and 
installation must be approved by WDFW; 

c.  When the proposal results in significant restoration of functions to the stream 
segment and the alteration is approved by the Washington State Department of Fish 
and Wildlife. 

3.  Type Np and Type Ns Streams.  

a.  Except as provided in this subsection, no alteration of a Type Np or Ns stream shall 
be allowed except as otherwise provided by EMC 19.37.050; or 
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b.  The planning director may, using the review process described in EMC Title 15, Local 
Project Review Procedures, allow alteration or relocation of Type Np and Ns streams 
under the following conditions: 

(1)  Stream and buffer functions in the relocated/altered stream section must 
be equal to or greater than the functions provided by the stream and buffer 
prior to relocation/alteration; 

(2)  The equivalent base flood storage volume shall be maintained; 

(3)  There shall be no impact to local ground water; 

(4)  There shall be no increase in water velocity; 

(5)  There is no interbasin transfer of water; 

(6)  The relocation shall occur on site and shall not result in additional 
encumbrances on neighboring properties unless necessary easements and 
waivers are obtained from affected property owners; 

(7)  The relocation maintains or enhances existing connections to other critical 
areas and priority habitats. 

c.  Stream Crossings. Stream crossings are regulated by the Washington State 
Department of Fish and Wildlife (WDFW). Stream crossings shall only be permitted as 
provided by EMC 19.37.050 or to provide access to a lot or a substantial portion of a lot 
when no other feasible means of access exists. Use of common access points shall be 
required for abutting lots which have no other feasible means of access. Alteration for 
the purpose of providing access shall be limited to the minimum number of stream 
crossings required to permit reasonable access. Bridging may be required when 
necessary to protect significant stream functions. If a culvert is allowed, the design and 
installation must be approved by WDFW. 

4.  Watershed Management Plans. The city shall not allow relocation or alteration of any Type F 
stream located within an area where an adopted watershed management plan does not allow 
for stream alteration or relocation, except when allowed by EMC 19.37.050, or to allow access 
to a lot or substantial portion of a lot when no other feasible means of access exists. 

B.  Compensating for Stream Impacts. Stream system and buffer alteration, when allowed by this 
chapter, shall be subject to the following requirements: 

1.  Each activity/use shall be designed so as to minimize overall stream system or buffer 
alteration to the greatest extent possible. 

2.  Construction techniques and field marking of areas to be disturbed shall be approved by the 
city prior to site disturbance to ensure minimal encroachment. 

3.  A mitigation plan shall be prepared in accordance with this section. 

4.  The city may require the applicant to rehabilitate a stream system and its buffer area by 
removing harmful debris, sediment, nonnative vegetation, or other material detrimental to the 
area, by replanting disturbed vegetation, by removing tightlined or culverted portions of a 
stream from pipes/culverts, or by other means deemed appropriate by the city. Rehabilitation 
or restoration may be required at any time that a condition detrimental to stream functions 
exists. 
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5.  In approving alteration or relocation of a stream system or its buffer, the city may require 
that an area larger than the altered portion of the stream and its buffer be provided as 
compensatory mitigation for destruction of the functions of the altered stream system and to 
ensure that such functions are replaced. 

6.  When stream system relocation or compensatory mitigation is allowed, the city shall require 
that the stream relocation be completed prior to allowing the existing stream to be filled or 
altered. 

7.  The city may limit certain development activities near a stream to specific months in order to 
minimize impacts on water quality and wildlife habitat. 

8.  The city may apply additional conditions or restrictions, or require specific construction 
techniques, in order to minimize impacts to stream systems and their buffers. 

9.  Stream compensatory mitigation shall not occur in areas having high-quality terrestrial 
habitat. 

C.  Voluntary Daylighting of Streams in Pipes and Culverts.  

1.  To encourage daylighting of streams in pipes and culverts, the planning director may modify 
development standards as set out in subsection C.2 of this section when the applicant submits a 
plan for daylighting that meets the following criteria: 

a.  The plan is prepared by a qualified professional; 

b.  The ecological functions of the daylighted waters and adjacent area are improved so 
the new riparian corridor is compatible with and protects the ecological functions of the 
existing riparian corridor upstream and downstream and does not contribute to 
flooding; ecological functions include preventing erosion, protecting water quality, and 
providing diverse habitat; and 

c.  If the plan proposes daylighting the pipe or culvert in a different location on the 
parcel from its current location or off the parcel, the ecological functions required in 
subsection C.1.b of this section are provided as effectively as they would be without the 
relocation. 

2.  If the planning director finds the conditions in subsection C.1 of this section are met, the 
director may modify the following development standards. The modification shall be the 
minimum to provide sufficient area to meet the standards in subsection C.1 of this section and 
shall be in the following order of priority: 

a .  Yard and/or setback requirements on the property may be reduced, unless reducing 
them is injurious to safety. 

b.  The stream and adjacent buffer area may count toward required landscaping. 

c.  The stream and adjacent buffer area may count toward open space requirements of 
EMC 19.09.050. 

d.  Building heights may be increased. 

e.   Buffers widths and other development standards of this chapter may be reduced or 
modified as necessary to encourage enhancement of fish and wildlife conservation area 
functions and values. 
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Fiscal summary statement:  
In August of 2025, City Council approved Funding Ordinance 4098-25 to fund partial design, consultant 
services, and initial property acquisition in the amount of $4,800,000. The amended Ordinance will provide 
an additional $10,600,000 in funding to complete design and partial property acquisition. This property 
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Project summary statement: 
Previous actions taken by City Council are summarized below: 

• In September 2022, Everett City Council, Snohomish County Council, and Snohomish County 
Executive approved Joint Resolutions Nos. 7813 and 22-056 in support of a new Everett Outdoor 
Multipurpose Stadium (today known as Outdoor Event Center).  

• In November 2023, Everett City Council approved a Professional Services Agreement (PSA) with 
Shiels Obletz Johnsen, Inc (SOJ) to provide project management services for the Everett Outdoor 
Event Center project. 

• In November 2023, Everett City Council approved a PSA with Environmental Science Associates to 
provide State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) consulting services for the Everett Outdoor Event 
Center project. 

• In December 2023, Everett City Council approved Resolution No. 7968 establishing the Stadium 
Fiscal Advisory Committee (SFAC) – an advisory committee to create transparency for Everett 
taxpayers and provide independent recommendations and guidance on fiscal matters related to 
stadium financing alternatives, private partnerships and ongoing support to the Mayor and City 
Council. 

• In October 2024, Everett City Council authorized the issuance of Progressive Design Build (PDB) 
contracting method Request for Qualifications and Request for Proposals for the Everett Outdoor 
Event Center. 

• In December 2024, Everett City Council approved Resolution No. 8117 selecting the downtown 
Everett site as the location for the proposed Everett Outdoor Event Center. 

• In December 2024, Everett City Council approved Amendment No. 1 to the PSA with SOJ. 
• In January 2025, Everett City Council approved a PSA with Bayley Construction, LP for preliminary 

project planning and pre-construction work for the Everett Outdoor Event Center. 
• In April 2025, Everett City Council adopted Ordinance No. 4087-25 approving the appropriations of 

the 2025 revised City of Everett Budget, including project-related costs. 
• In August 2025, Everett City Council adopted Ordinance 4098-25 approving funding in the amount 

of $4,800,000 to advance the design, consulting, and property acquisition costs for the Everett 
Outdoor Event Center. 

Recommendation (exact action requested of Council): 
Adopt an Ordinance amending Ordinance 4098-25 entitled "Everett Outdoor Event Center” Fund 342, 
Program 052, to accumulate costs for the design and partial property acquisition for the Everett Outdoor 
Event Center Project. 
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ORDINANCE NO. __________ 
 
An ORDINANCE amending Ordinance no. 4098-25 entitled "Everett Outdoor Event Center” Fund 342, 
Program 052, to accumulate costs for the planning and development of the Everett Outdoor Event 
Center, including costs for design services, consultant and legal fees, and property acquisition costs for 
the Everett Outdoor Event Center Project. 
 
WHEREAS, 

A. The City of Everett recognizes the community and economic benefits of an outdoor event center 
located in Downtown Everett to support both public recreation and professional sports. 

B. The Everett Outdoor Event Center will serve as a home venue for the Everett AquaSox and the 
United Soccer League (USL) professional men’s and women’s soccer teams, and will also host 
concerts, civic events, and other public gatherings. 

C. Previous actions taken by City Council are summarized below: 

• In September 2022, Everett City Council, Snohomish County Council, and Snohomish County 
Executive approved Joint Resolutions Nos. 7813 and 22-056 in support of a new Everett 
Outdoor Multipurpose Stadium (also known as Everett Outdoor Event Center).  

• In November 2023, Everett City Council approved a Professional Services Agreement (PSA) 
with Shiels Obletz Johnsen, Inc (SOJ) to provide project management services for the Everett 
Outdoor Event Center project. 

• In November 2023, Everett City Council approved a PSA with Environmental Science 
Associates to provide State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) consulting services for the Everett 
Outdoor Event Center project. 

• In December 2023, Everett City Council approved Resolution No. 7968 establishing the 
Stadium Fiscal Advisory Committee (SFAC) – an advisory committee to create transparency 
for Everett taxpayers and provide independent recommendations and guidance on fiscal 
matters related to stadium financing alternatives, private partnerships and ongoing support 
to the Mayor and City Council. 

• In October 2024, Everett City Council authorized the issuance of Progressive Design Build 
(PDB) contracting method Request for Qualifications and Request for Proposals for the 
Everett Outdoor Event Center. 

• In December 2024, Everett City Council approved Resolution No. 8117 selecting the 
downtown Everett site as the location for the proposed Everett Outdoor Event Center. 

• In December 2024, Everett City Council approved Amendment No. 1 to the PSA with SOJ. 

• In January 2025, Everett City Council approved a PSA with Bayley Construction, LP for 
preliminary project planning and pre-construction work for the Everett Outdoor Event Center. 



  
                  Page 2 of 4 

 

• In April 2025, Everett City Council adopted Ordinance No. 4087-25 approving the 
appropriations of the 2025 revised City of Everett Budget, including project-related costs. 

• In August 2025, Everett City Council adopted Ordinance 4098-25 approving funding in the 
amount of $4,800,000 to advance the design, consulting, and property acquisition costs for 
the Everett Outdoor Event Center. 

D. The City plans to issue limited tax general obligation (LTGO) bonds. The bond proceeds will be 
used to repay an interfund loan as authorized by, and consistent with Resolution 2925 

E. An additional $10,600,000 is needed to advance the design and for partial property acquisition 
costs for the Everett Outdoor Event Center. 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY OF EVERETT DOES ORDAIN: 

Section 1. Section 3 of Ordinance no 4098-25 which reads as follows: 

The estimated cost of partial design, consultant services, and initial property acquisition is 
$4,800,000. 

Be and the same is hereby amended to read as follows: 

The estimated cost of design, consultant services, and partial property acquisition is 
$15,400,000. 

Section 2. Section 4 of Ordinance no. 4098-25 which reads as follows: 
 

The sum of $4,800,000 is hereby appropriated for the “Everett Outdoor Event Center” as 
follows: 

 
A. Use of Funds 

Design Services        $3,000,000 
Consultant and Legal Services      $   550,000 
Initial Property Acquisition Costs, such as earnest money 
or option payments       $1,250,000 
Total         $4,800,000 

 
B. Source of Funds 

Fund 148 – Park Impact Fees      $1,300,000 
Fund 162 – CIP 4       $   500,000 
Fund 162 – CIP 2        $3,000,000 
Total          $4,800,000 

Be and the same is hereby amended to read as follows:  
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The sum of $15,400,000 is hereby appropriated for the “Everett Outdoor Event Center” as 
follows: 

A. Use of Funds 
Design Services and Consultant Services     $  7,700,000 
Partial Property Acquisition      $  7,700,000 
Total         $15,400,000 

 
B. Source of Funds 

Interfund Loan         $10,600,000 
Fund 148 – Park Impact Fees      $  1,300,000 
Fund 162 - CIP 4       $     500,000 
Fund 162 - CIP 2        $  3,000,000 
Total          $15,400,000 
 

Consultant services includes project management, legal, and other project services.  The Mayor 
may, as needed, sign amendments to professional services agreements without prior City 
Council approval so long as the total cost for Design and Consultant Services does not exceed 
$7,700,000. 

Section 3. The appropriation shall not lapse but shall be carried forward from year to year until 
fully expended or the purpose has been accomplished or abandoned without the necessity of 
reappropriation. 

Section 4. The City Clerk and the codifiers of this Ordinance are authorized to make necessary 
corrections to this Ordinance including, but not limited to, the correction of scrivener’s/clerical errors, 
references, ordinance numbering, section/subsection numbers, and any internal references. 

Section 5.           The City Council hereby declares that should any section, paragraph, sentence, clause or 
phrase of this ordinance be declared invalid for any reason, it is the intent of the City Council that it 
would have passed all portions of this ordinance independent of the elimination of any such portion as 
may be declared invalid. 

Section 6.            The enactment of this Ordinance shall not affect any case, proceeding, appeal or other 
matter currently pending in any court or in any way modify any right or liability, civil or criminal, which 
may be in existence on the effective date of this Ordinance. 

Section 7.             It is expressly the purpose of this Ordinance to provide for and promote the health, 
safety and welfare of the general public and not to create or otherwise establish or designate any 
particular class or group of persons who will or should be especially protected or benefited by the terms 
of this Ordinance.  It is the specific intent of this Ordinance that no provision or any term used in this 
Ordinance is intended to impose any duty whatsoever upon the City or any of its officers or employees.  
Nothing contained in this Ordinance is intended nor shall be construed to create or form the basis of any 
liability on the part of the City, or its officers, employees or agents, for any injury or damage resulting 
from any action or inaction on the part of the City related in any manner to the enforcement of this 
Ordinance by its officers, employees or agents. 
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Cassie Franklin, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
      
Marista Jorve, City Clerk 
 
PASSED:      

VALID:       

PUBLISHED:      

EFFECTIVE DATE:     
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Project title: Amend Ordinance 4100-25 and add Parcel 26 to the Properties for Acquisition for Everett Outdoor
Events Center Project.  

Council Bill # interoffice use 
CB 2604-22 

 

 

Consideration: Amend Ordinance 4100-25 and add Parcel 26 to the Properties
for Acquisition for Everett Outdoor Events Center Project 

Project: Everett Outdoor Events Center 

Preceding action:  Site Selection by Resolution 8117 12/18/2024
Eminent Domain Ordinance 4100-25 06/11/2025 

Fund: Fund 342, Program 052 

Agenda dates requested: 

1st Reading 4/15/26 

2nd Reading 4/22/26 

3rd Reading 4/29/26 

Consent 
Ordinance 
Public hearing 

Yes  x No 

Budget amendment: 
x Yes No 

PowerPoint presentation: 
Yes  X No 

Attachments: 
Ordinance 

Department(s) involved: 
Administration 
Legal 

Contact person: 
Scott Pattison  

Phone number: 
425-257-7111

Email:  
spattison@everettwa.gov 

Initialed by: 
  SP 
Department head 

Administration 

Council President 

Fiscal summary statement: The City will incur project acquisition costs for Parcel 26.  
These costs will be paid under the budget amendment to be considered by City Council 
on April 29, 2026, and later budget amendments.   

Project summary statement:  The City Council in Ordinance 4100-25 authorized 
acquisition (including by eminent domain) of properties for the Everett Outdoor Events 
Center.    
During the design and planning process, project staff has identified that Parcel 26 is also 
necessary for the project.  A map of the EEOC properties is Exhibit A to the Ordinance.  
The proposed ordinance adds Parcel 26 to the properties to be acquired for the EEOC 
project.  All processes for acquiring Parcel 26 are the same as the other EEOC properties.  
Like all other EEOC properties, the purchase of Parcel 26 cannot close without an 
additional Council approval(s). 

Recommendation (exact action requested of Council):  Adopt an Ordinance 
authorizing and providing for acquisition, including through the exercise of 
eminent domain, of land and real property rights for Parcel 26 for the purpose of 
constructing the Everett Outdoor Events Center Project; and authorizing the 
Mayor to enter into agreements related to acquisition of Parcel 26; and amending 
Ordinance 4100-25 

https://www.everettwa.gov/AgendaCenter/ViewFile/Item/17704?fileID=98096
https://www.everettwa.gov/AgendaCenter/ViewFile/Item/18333?fileID=102127
https://lfportal.everettwa.gov/WebLink/DocView.aspx?id=1908280&searchid=75795daa-0842-4b63-ae4d-961f989ed69a&dbid=0


 

 
 
 
 
 
 
ORDINANCE NO. ______________ 
 
AN ORDINANCE authorizing and providing for acquisition, including through the exercise of 
eminent domain, of land and real property rights for Parcel 26 for the purpose of constructing 
the Everett Outdoor Events Center Project; and authorizing the Mayor to enter into agreements 
related to acquisition of Parcel 26; and amending Ordinance 4100-25. 
 
WHEREAS,  

A. The City is proceeding with design of the “Everett Outdoor Events Center” or “EOEC.”  The EOEC 
is a stadium facility for minor league baseball, soccer, and other uses.  The City has awarded a 
progressive design build contract for the EOEC.   

B. The City Council in Ordinance 4100-25 authorized and provided for acquisition, including 
through the exercise of eminent domain, of the properties identified in Ordinance 4100-25 as 
the “EOEC Properties.”  Project staff have proceeded with the acquisition process for the EEOC 
Properties. 

C. During the design and planning process, project staff has identified that “Parcel 26” is also 
necessary for the EOEC project.  A map of the EEOC Properties including Parcel 26, together with 
the legal description of the Parcel 26, is attached to this Ordinance as Exhibit “A.”   

D. Based on all available information, the City Council has determined that it needs to acquire 
Parcel 26 to construct the Everett Outdoor Events Center. 

E. The City Council finds and concludes that the public health, safety, necessity, and convenience 
demand that the City undertake the Everett Outdoor Events Center Project at this time and that, 
in order to carry out the Everett Outdoor Events Center Project, it is necessary for the City to 
acquire the land and real property rights described in this Ordinance as Parcel 26. 

F. The City Council finds and concludes it necessary and in the best interests of the public that the 
City acquire Parcel 26, subject to the making or paying of just compensation to the owners 
thereof. 

G. The City Council intends to pay for the land and real property rights to be acquired through 
eminent domain from the general funds of or other funds available to the City. 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY OF EVERETT DOES ORDAIN THAT:  

Section 1.  The “WHEREAS” provisions of this ordinance and Ordinance 4100-25 shall constitute 
findings, determinations, and conclusions of the City Council, which are incorporated by reference as if 
fully set forth herein. 
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Section 2. The City Council finds and concludes that the land and real property rights within the 
City of Everett, Snohomish County, Washington, referred to as Parcel 26 and described and depicted in 
Exhibit “A” attached hereto, are necessary and must be acquired for the Everett Outdoor Events Center 
Project, subject to making or paying just compensation to the owners thereof in the matter provided by 
law.  

Section 3. The City Council finds and concludes that the use of Parcel 26 for the Everett Outdoor 
Events Center Project is a public use. The City specifically finds and concludes that the acquisition of 
Parcel 26 is necessary for that public use and is in the best interests of the citizens.   

Section 4. The Mayor, or her designee, is authorized to take all actions necessary to acquire 
Parcel 26 or interests therein, including through the exercise of eminent domain if necessary.  The 
Mayor is also authorized pursuant to this Ordinance to enter into any agreements needed to acquire 
Parcel 26 and facilitate relocation under applicable law, including but not limited to, agreements to 
acquire the land and real property rights voluntarily in lieu of eminent domain, purchase and sale 
agreements, option agreements, settlement agreements, and lease agreements.  The City will not close 
the purchase of Parcel 26 or take possession of Parcel 26 unless the purchase and sale agreement, 
option agreement, settlement agreement, lease agreement or other agreement is approved by the City 
Council and the City Council provides the necessary funding.    

Section 5.  The cost and expense of acquiring the land and real property rights described in this 
Ordinance shall be paid from general funds of or other funds available to the City, all as authorized by 
the City Council. 

Section 7.  The map attached to this ordinance in Exhibit “A” is added to the Exhibit “A” of 
Ordinance 4100-25.   

Section 8. Should any section, paragraph, sentence, clause, or phrase of this ordinance, or its 
application to any person or circumstance, be declared unconstitutional or otherwise invalid for any 
reason, or should any portion of this ordinance be preempted by state or federal law or regulation, such 
decision or preemption shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions of this ordinance or its 
application to other persons or circumstances. 

 
      
Cassie Franklin, Mayor 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
      
Marista Jorve, City Clerk 
 
PASSED:      

VALID:       

PUBLISHED:      

EFFECTIVE DATE:     

 



Downtown Parcels for Everett Outdoor Event Center      4/15/26 



A-2 

CITY 
ID: 

ADDRESS AND 
TAX PARCEL 
NUMBER 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

26 2210 PACIFIC 
AVE 
 
00437868900100 
00437868901400 

PARCEL A: 
LOTS 14 AND 15, BLOCK 689, PLAT OF EVERETT DIVISION I, ACCORDING TO 
THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED 
IN VOLUME 5 OF PLATS, PAGE 11, RECORDS OF SNOHOMISH COUNTY, 
WASHINGTON. 
SITUATE IN THE COUNTY OF SNOHOMISH, STATE OF WASHINGTON. 
PARCEL B: 
LOTS 1, 2 AND 3, BLOCK 689, PLAT OF EVERETT DIVISION I, ACCORDING TO 
THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED 
IN VOLUME 5 OF PLATS, PAGE 11, RECORDS OF SNOHOMISH COUNTY, 
WASHINGTON. 
SITUATE IN THE COUNTY OF SNOHOMISH, STATE OF WASHINGTON. 
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Project title:  
An Ordinance creating a special improvement project entitled “North Broadway Pedestrian 
Bridge” Fund 303, Program 133, to accumulate all costs for the improvement and repealing 
Ordinance No. 4113-25. 

Council Bill #  
CB 2603-18 

Project: North Broadway Pedestrian Bridge 

Partner/Supplier: WA State Department of Transportation (WSDOT) 

                    Location: North Broadway north of 10th street 

Preceding action:  Ordinance No. 4113-25, approved on 9/24/25 

Fund: Fund 303 – Public Works Improvement Projects 

Agenda dates requested:  
 
 

Briefing   
1st Reading              04/01/26  
Proposed action     04/08/26 
Consent 
Action                      04/15/26 
Ordinance            X 
Public hearing 
 Yes     X No  
 

Budget amendment: 
 Yes  X No 

 

PowerPoint presentation: 
 Yes  X No 

 

Attachments: 
Proposed Ordinance 
 

Department(s) involved: 
Public Works, Admin 
 

Contact person: 
Tom Hood 
 

Phone number: 
(425) 257-8809 
 

Email: 
thood@everettwa.gov 
 

Initialed by: 
RLS 
Department head  
 
Administration 
 
Council President  

Fiscal summary statement:  
The City was awarded a Move Ahead Washington (MAWA) grant, supported through the 
Washington’s Climate Commitment Act, totaling $12,900,000. Proceeds from the grant become 
available at each biennium. This $12,900,000 grant fully funds design and partially funds construction 
of the project. 

Ordinance No. 4113-25 authorized an appropriation of $2,500,050 of available proceeds for the design 
phase of the project. An additional $2,399,950 in grant proceeds has since become available. This new 
ordinance is necessary to program the additional awarded funds.  

This Ordinance will repeal Ordinance 4113-25, and authorizes the following appropriations to be 
programmed: 

Design Phase (previously programmed)                               $  2,500,050 
 Design & Construction Phase (newly programmed)                 2,399,950 
 Total Programmed           $  4,900,000 
 
The funding source for this project will be as follows: 

 MAWA Grant                                       $  4,900,000 
 Total Funds            $  4,900,000 
 
The department will bring a subsequent ordinance that will include additional funding for Council 
consideration when the remainder of the grant becomes available. 

Project summary statement:  

The City is partnering with Everett Community College (EvCC), and serving as the Certification 
Acceptance (CA) agency for the project. 

This project will build a pedestrian bridge over North Broadway that will connect EvCC and 
Washington State University Everett (WSU Everett). This bridge will enhance safety by decreasing the 
number of pedestrians crossing North Broadway and allow for crossings to occur without interacting 
with traffic, serving as a critical link between campus facilities. 

Recommendation (exact action requested of Council): 

Adopt an Ordinance creating a Special Improvement Project entitled “North Broadway Pedestrian 
Bridge” Fund 303, Program 133, to accumulate all costs for the improvement and repealing Ordinance 
No. 4113-25.  

https://www.everettwa.gov/AgendaCenter/ViewFile/Item/18680?fileID=104224


 
 
 
 
 
 
ORDINANCE NO.      
 
An ORDINANCE creating a special improvement project entitled “North Broadway Pedestrian Bridge” 
Fund 303, Program 133, to accumulate all costs for the improvement and repealing Ordinance No. 
4113-25. 
 
WHEREAS,  
 

A. The City of Everett is committed to a comprehensive bridge construction, maintenance, and safety 
program.  

 
B. The City of Everett has identified the need and obtained funds to construct a bridge at North 

Broadway, connecting Everett Community College and Washington State University - Everett. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY OF EVERETT DOES ORDAIN: 
 
Section 1. A special improvement project is hereby established as Fund 303, Program 133, entitled 
“North Broadway Pedestrian Bridge” to accumulate all costs for the improvement. Authorization is 
hereby given to accumulate costs and distribute payments for the improvement project. 

 
Section 2. Authorization is hereby granted for the “Public Works Director” or “City Engineer” under 
direction of the Mayor, to assume full and complete responsibility for conducting all tasks and doing all 
things to accomplish the actions authorized in this ordinance. 
 
Section 3. The sum of $4,900,000 is hereby appropriated to Fund 303, Program 133, “North Broadway 
Pedestrian Bridge” as follows: 
 
 A. Design & Partial Construction Costs $4,900,000 
 
 B.  Source of Funds  
 Move Ahead Washington Grant       4,900,000 
 Total Funds  $4,900,000 
 
Section 4. The City Clerk and the codifiers of this Ordinance are authorized to make necessary 
corrections to this Ordinance including, but not limited to, the correction of scrivener’s/clerical errors, 
references, ordinance numbering, section/subsection numbers, and any internal references. 
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Section 5.  The City Council hereby declares that should any section, paragraph, sentence, clause, or 
phrase of this ordinance be declared invalid for any reason, it is the intent of the City Council that it 
would have passed all portions of this ordinance independent of the elimination of any such portion as 
may be declared invalid. 

Section 6.  The enactment of this Ordinance shall not affect any case, proceeding, appeal or other 
matter currently pending in any court or in any way modify any right or liability, civil or criminal, which 
may be in existence on the effective date of this Ordinance. 
 
Section 7.  It is expressly the purpose of this Ordinance to provide for and promote the health, safety, 
and welfare of the general public and not to create or otherwise establish or designate any particular 
class or group of persons who will or should be especially protected or benefited by the terms of this 
Ordinance.  It is the specific intent of this Ordinance that no provision or any term used in this Ordinance 
is intended to impose any duty whatsoever upon the City or any of its officers or employees.  Nothing 
contained in this Ordinance is intended nor shall be construed to create or form the basis of any liability 
on the part of the City, or its officers, employees, or agents, for any injury or damage resulting from any 
action or inaction on the part of the City related in any manner to the enforcement of this Ordinance by 
its officers, employees, or agents. 
            
            
      
Cassie Franklin, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
      
Marista Jorve, City Clerk 
 
PASSED:      

VALID:       

PUBLISHED:      

EFFECTIVE DATE:     
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Project title: Legislative Session Debrief and Update 

Council Bill #   
 

Project: Legislative Session Debrief and City Impacts 

Partner/Supplier: Trevor Justin 

                    Location:  

Preceding action:    

Fund:  

Agenda dates requested:  
 

Briefing                 04/15/2026 
Proposed action 
Consent 
Action 
Ordinance 
Public hearing 
 Yes     x No 
 

Budget amendment: 
 Yes  x No 

 

PowerPoint presentation: 
 Yes  x No 

 

Attachments: 
 
 

Department(s) involved: 
Administration 
 

Contact person: 
Jennifer Gregerson 
 

Phone number: 
 
 

Email: 
jgregerson@everettwa.gov 

Initialed by: 
 
Department head  
 
Administration 
 
Council President  

Fiscal summary statement: NA 

 
Project summary statement: 

The 2026 Legislative Session ended on March 12, 2026. The City’s state lobbyist, Trevor Justin, 
and Government Affairs Director Jennifer Gregerson will deliver a session debrief and update on 
results related to the City’s priorities and key issues. 

Recommendation (exact action requested of Council): 
Council to receive a briefing from city staff and state lobbyist.  

 



 

Office of the Mayor 
CASSIE FRANKLIN 

 2930 Wetmore Ave., Ste. 10-A 
Everett, WA 98201 

 425.257.7115 
425.257.8729 fax 

 everettwa.gov 

To: City Council Members 
 
From: Cassie Franklin, Mayor 
 
Re: Appointment to Boards and Commissions 
 
Date: March 26, 2026 
 
 
 
Everett City Council Members, 
 
It is my recommendation that the following applicants be appointed to a City of 
Everett Board or Commission (more information attached).  
 
On Wednesday, April 15, I will be asking for your concurrence on the following 
appointments: 
 
To the CHIP Loan Review Committee 

• Luis Ramon Aroche, Pos #A-3- term expiring 12/31/2029 
 
If you have any comments or concerns regarding these appointments, please 
connect with my office. 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
 
Cassie Franklin 
Mayor, City of Everett  
 
c. Jennifer Gregerson and Simone Tarver 
 











Everett Outdoor Event Center 

Update to Council  
April 15, 2026



Agenda

Updates
• Schedule
• Design Direction 
• Budget and Funding 

Council Actions for April 29th

2



Schedule  

April 29, 2026
• Council actions on items briefed tonight

May – July 2026
• Council approval of key property acquisitions that give city site control 

Late summer 2026
• Council approval of full funding package, construction contract, and remaining property 

acquisitions 

September 2026
• Site control of all properties and construction launched

Fall – Winter 2027
• Project completion! 
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Design Direction
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Design Direction
What we heard from Council* 
and public engagement
• Host the community year-round
• Maximize economic impacts
• Celebrate culture and landmarks  
• Connect people to transportation 
• Go beyond “good enough” 
• Point to Everett’s future 

*Council Resolution No. 8244
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“The Outdoor Event Center captures our authentic Everett vibe 
and celebrates community, indigenous culture, and Cascade views”

Team and player amenities 
• Accommodates and easily converts between pro baseball and soccer 
• Flexible design and loading many sports and major outdoor events 
• 5,000 seats with ADA Accessibility throughout facility 
• An attractive mix of fan seating options
• Premium club venue with covered deck, seating for 200, standing for 400
• Team support building with staff offices locker rooms, and batting cages
• On-site secured parking for staff and players

Design Direction
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Design Direction

Fan and community amenities
• Will host a wide variety of community events, sports, and festivals
• Attractive walkable connections to Everett Station, parking at Everpark and 

county garage, downtown restaurants, shopping, and future light rail  
• Urban park with half-mile loop walk around stadium 
• Festival fan zone street between stadium and Broadway
• Multiple concessions and restroom locations
• Brings customers to nearby downtown small businesses  
• Gives nearby workers 106+ reasons to stay downtown after work
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Design Direction

Council chose not to rebuild Funko Field
• EOEC attracts users like the USL 
• EOEC leverages public transit and light rail 
• EOEC creates a needed downtown urban park 
• EOEC generates much more economic impact

Funko Field is still a valuable community asset 
• Busy home field to Everett Public Schools, Everett Community College, Everett Merchants
• Unlocks the summer for youth sports, camps, and events 
• Two fields downtown attracts sports tourism like tournaments and larger events 

Building EOEC gives Everett two great venues
8



Design Direction
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Design Direction
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Design Direction
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Design Direction
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Design Direction
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Design Direction
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Budget and Funding

City Investment 
• Everett’s $6.0 investment to date

• Site selection through full Environmental Impact Study
• Selected and engaged Progressive Design Build team
• Outdoor Event Center design reached 60% 
• Phase 1 of property acquisition with appraisals, offers and negotiations

• Investment in coming months 
• Complete design with construction-ready plans
• Majority of funding going to purchase property 
• Unlock $7.4 million grant from Washington State
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Budget and Funding

Property Acquisition 
• Offers made on 14 properties

• 2 purchase agreements executed 
• 4 agreements pending 
• 8 in active negotiations 

• Council authorization to acquire Parcel 26
• Each final closing subject to Council 

approval
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Budget and Funding

Lease Negotiations
• Agreed to business terms of 30-year lease 

• Teams responsible for day-to-day Operations and Maintenance
• Teams committed to $17 million in capital contributions
• Lease rate escalators built in
• Revenue sharing on tickets, parking, naming rights 
• Options for 50 city-produced events 

• $100+ million generated over 30-year lease period
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Budget and Funding

Project Budget Target now $120 million
• 55% / $66 million hard cost of construction, sales tax
• 16% / $19 million soft cost of studies, design, permits  
• 29% / $35 million property acquisition and business relocation

Tonight’s update reflects significant progress toward securing full funding.  
Council approval of the full funding package is scheduled for this summer. 
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Budget and Funding

• Recently secured funding
• $17 million capital contribution from teams
• 30-year lease contributions with escalators 
• $3 million in revenues generated by facility operation
• $800,000 annual city tax revenue estimate

• Full Funding planning
• Reviewing additional regional, state, and private funding opportunities
• Analyzing cost-effective methods for bond issue
• Reviewing additional direct and indirect revenue sources 
• Working to close remaining gap by this summer

20



Council Actions for April 29th

A. Amend Ord. 4100-25 to acquire Parcel 26
B. Approve four Contract Amendments 
 Bayley/RMA Design and Construction Documents 
 SOJ Project Management 
 Intelligent Partnerships Project Labor Agreement support 
 Kimley-Horn Property acquisition services 

C. Approve Budget Amendment
 Contract Amendments $4,780,006
 Property Acquisition 5,600,000

Project Contingency 219,994
 Total Budget Amendment $10,600,000

D.   Approve $7.4M Grant from State 
21



Discussion
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