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SOILS, STREAMS and \ryETLAI{DS ISSUE,S

Soils:
. Concerns about onsite slopes and erosion potential

Streums (Indiøn Creek):
. City of Olympia applies no setback to piped stream systems
. The Indian Creek stream setback would be 200 feet (Tipe 3, fish-
bearing)

Wetlands:
o Wetland acreage is subtracted from total acreage prior to
calculating number of parcels (potential density).
. Wetland buffers areas are not available for buildings or related
infrastructur€, so will dictate future position and location of onsite
buitdings to varying degrees - dependent on final site design
proposal
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Soils:
. Concerns about onsite slopes and erosion potential

For u Specific Development Plan -- Existing reguløtions reqairc;
. An Sediment and Erosion Control Plan based on onsite soil
conditions and a specifïc site desisn
o { Stormwater Management and Design Plan based on onsite soil
infïltration potential and a specific site design
o { Grading Plan based on onsite slopes and existing grades and a
specific site desisn

.These plans must all respond to a specific site layout design.

. These issues are addressed when developing a site - not for rezoning

. However -- This site has no significant or unusual soil or slope
problems that cannot be addressed with proper site design
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Storm Drain Improvements at the Indian Ca

uilt Drawing, Sheet 29 of 61, Job # 105524,
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Same drawing, zoomed in to enable reading the notes
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Preliminary wetland
rating indicates a
Habitat score of 19

with a standard 100'
wetland buffer (see

orange line).

Portion of wetland
on MEDELA
properff -ll4 acre
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Indian Creek in
36oo pipe below
parking lot here.

Wetland outflow
below I-5 is here.
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Indian Creek in
36" pipe below
parking lot here.
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Yellow dotted line is

-200', representing
a potential stream
setback; all within
standard wetland
buffer (orange line)
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of stream flow
from inlet to
outlet

Wetland outflow
below I-5 is here.
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\ryETLAI{D AI{D STREAM SUMMARY

. The onsite \ryetland acreage on the MEDELA
property is about% acre.
o 2004 protocol wetland rating results indic ate a
standard wetland buffer width of 100 feet.
o Current City policy is to require a 200 foot buffer
for a Type 3, fÏsh-bearing stream (i.e., Indian Creek),
measured from the edge of channel.
o Even if we add a 200 foot buffer to Indian Creek,
the wetland buffer setback is still greater than the
stream setback.
o None of these issues present a signifTcant problem to
site development.


