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NOTICE OF ADOPTED AMENDMENT P
12/28/2009
TO: Subscribers to Notice of Adopted Plan

or Land Use Regulation Amendments

FROM: Plan Amendment Program Specialist

SUBJECT: City of Ashland Plan Amendment
DLCD File Number 001-08

The Department of Land Conservation and Development (DLCD) received the attached notice of adoption.
Due to the size of amended material submitted, a complete copy has not been attached. A Copy of the
adopted plan amendment is available for review at the DLCD office in Salem and the local government
office.

Appeal Procedures*
DLCD ACKNOWLEDGMENT or DEADLINE TO APPEAL: Friday, January 08, 2010

This amendment was submitted to DLCD for review prior to adoption pursuant to ORS 197.830(2)(b)
only persons who participated in the local government proceedings leading to adoption of the amendment
are eligible to appeal this decision to the Land Use Board of Appeals (LUBA).

If you wish to appeal, you must file a notice of intent to appeal with the Land Use Board of Appeals
(LUBA) no later than 21 days from the date the decision was mailed to you by the local government. If
you have questions, check with the local government to determine the appeal deadline. Copies of the
notice of intent to appeal must be served upon the local government and others who received written notice
of the final decision from the local government. The notice of intent to appeal must be served and filed in
the form and manner prescribed by LUBA, (OAR Chapter 661, Division 10). Please call LUBA at
503-373-1265, if you have questions about appeal procedures.

*NOTE: THE APPEAL DEADLINE IS BASED UPON THE DATE THE DECISION WAS
MAILED BY LOCAL GOVERNMENT. A DECISION MAY HAVE BEEN MAILED
TO YOU ON A DIFFERENT DATE THAT IT WAS MAILED TO DLCD. AS A
RESULT, YOUR APPEAL DEADLINE MAY BE EARLIER THAN THE ABOVE
DATE SPECIFIED.

Cc: Amy Anderson, City of Ashland
Gloria Gardiner, DLCD Urban Planning Specialist
Amanda Punton, DLCD Regional Representative
John Renz, DLCD Regional Representative
Maria Harris, City of Ashland
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2 DLCD
Notice of Adoption

THIS FORM TODLCD
PER ORS 197.610, OAR CHAPTER 660 - DIVISION 18

Jurisdiction: City of Ashland Local file number: 2007-01313

Date of Adoption: 12/15/2009 Date Mailed: 12/18/09

Was a Notice of Proposed Amendment (Form 1) mailed to DLCD? Select oneDate:

[C] Comprehensive Plan Text Amendment [C] Comprehensive Plan Map Amendment
X Land Use Regulation Amendment [CJ Zoning Map Amendment

(X New Land Use Regulation ' Other: adoption of LWI

Summarize the adopted amendment. Do not use technical terms. Do not write “See Attached”.

At its meeting of December 15, 2009, the Ashland City Council approved second reading of ordinances
amending the Ashland Land Use Ordinance (ALUO) to include Chapter 18.63 Water Resource Protection
Zones, amending Chapter 18.62 and Chapter 18.108 for consistency with the new Chapter 18.63, adopting the
Water Resources Map and adopting the Local Wetlands Inventory as a supporting document to the Ashland

Comprehensive Plan.

Does the Adoption differ from proposal? Please select one
Modifications have been made to 18.63 during the Planning Commission and City Council hearings.

Plan Map Changed from; to:

Zone Map Changed from: to:

Location: Acres Involved:
Specify Density: Previous: New:

Applicable statewide plannlng goals:
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Was an Exception Adopted? [[] YES (] NO
Did DLCD receive a Notice of Proposed Amendment...

45-days prior to first evidentiary hearing? XKYes [INo
If no, do the statewide planning goals apply? ((Jyes [INo

DLCD File No. 001-08 (16714) [15908]



If no, did Emergency Circumstances require immediate adoption? (Oyes [No

DLCD file No.
Please list all affected State or Federal Agencies, Local Govemments or Special Districts:

Ovesonr DA e 0 &b [arvdlS
U'S.N»{C«fP)OQ- 1:—\)5\'\&-‘45 1
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Local Contact: Maria Harris Phone: (541) 552-2045 Extension:
Address: 20 E. Main St. Fax Number: 541-552-2050
City: Ashland Zip: 97520- E-mail Address: harrism@ashland.or.us

ADOPTION SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS
This form must be mailed to DLCD within § working days after the final decision

per ORS 197.610, OAR Chapter 660 - Division 18.

ATTENTION: PLAN AMENDMENT SPECIALIST
DEPARTMENT OF LAND CONSERVATION AND DEVELOPMENT
635 CAPITOL STREET NE, SUITE 150
SALEM, OREGON 97301-2540

2 Electronic Submittals: At least one hard copy must be sent by mail or in person, but you may also submit
an electronic copy, by either email or FTP. You may connect to this address to FTP proposals and
adoptions: webserver.lcd.state.or.us. To obtain our Username and password for FTP, call Mara Ulloa at

503-373-0050 extension 238, or by emailing mara.ulloa@state.or.us.

3. Please Note: Adopted materials must be sent to DLCD not later than FIVE (5) working days
following the date of the final decision on the amendment.

4. Submittal of this Notice of Adoption must include the text of the amendment plus adopted findings
and supplementary information.

9 The deadline to appeal will not be extended if you submit this notice of adoption within five working
days of the final decision. Appeals to LUBA may be filed within TWENTY-ONE (21) days of the date,

the Notice of Adoption is sent to DLCD.

6. In addition to sending the Notice of Adoption to DLCD, you must notify persons who
participated in the local hearing and requested notice of the final decision.

7. Need More Copies? You can now access these forms online at http://www.led.state.or.us/. Please
print on 8-1/2x11 green paper onlv. You may also call the DLCD Office at (503) 373-0050; or Fax
your request to: (503) 378-5518; or Email your request to mara.ulloa@state.or.us - ATTENTION:
PLAN AMENDMENT SPECIALIST.
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ORDINANCE NO. 2000

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE ASHLAND LAND USE ORDINANCE
CREATING A NEW CHAPTER 18.63 WATER RESOURCE PROTECTION ZONES.

WHEREAS, Article 2. Section 1 of the Ashland City Charter provides:

Powers of the City The City shall have all powers which the constitutions, statutes, and

“common law of the United States and of this State expressly or impliedly grant or allow
municipalities, as fully as though this Charter specifically enumerated each of those
powers, as well as all powers not inconsistent with the foregoing; and, in addition
thereto, shall possess all powers hereinafter specifically granted. All the authority
thereof shall have perpetual succession.

WHEREAS, the above referenced grant of power has been interpreled as affording all
legislative powers horne rule constitutional provisions reserved to Oregon Cities. City of
Beaverton v. International Ass'n of Firefighters, Local 1660, Beaverton Shop 20 Or. App. 293,
531 P 2d 730, 734 (197%9); and

WHEREAS, the City of Ashland Planning Commission considered the above-referenced
recommended amendments to the Ashland Municipal Code at a duly advertised public hearing
on November 6, 2008 and following deliberations recommended approval of the amendments;
and

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Ashiand conducted a duly advertised public hearing
on the above-referenced amendments on April 21, 2009, and on several additional public
hearing continuance dates; and

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Ashland, following the close of the pubiic hearing and
record, deliberated and conducted first and second readings approving adoption of the
Ordinance in accordance with Article 10 of the Ashiand City Charter; and

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Ashland has determined that in order to protect and
benefit the health, safety and welfare of existing and future residents of the City, it is necessary
. lo amend the Ashland Land Use Ordinance in manner proposed, that an adequate factual base

exists for the amendments, the amendments are consistent with the comprehensive plan and
that such amendments are fully supported by the record of this proceeding.

THE PEOPLE OF THE CITY OF ASHLAND DO ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. The above recitations are true and correct and are incorporated herein by this
reference. :

SECTION 2. A new Chapter 18.63 of the Ashtand Municipal Code [WATER RESOURCES
PROTECTION ZONES] set forth in full codified form on the attached Exhibit A and made a part
hereof by this reference, is hereby added to the Ashland Municipal Code.

SECTION 3. Severability. The sections, subsections, paragraphs and clauses of this

ordinance are severable. The invalidity of one section, subsection, paragraph, or clause shall
not affect the validity of the remaining sections, subsections, paragraphs and clauses.
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SECTION 4. Codification. Provisions of this Ordinance shall be incorporated in the City Code
and the word “ordinance” may be changed to “code’, “article”, "section”, or another word, and
the sections of this Ordinance may be renumbered, or re-lettered, provided however that any
Whereas clauses and boilerplate provisions (i.e. Sections 1, 3-4) need- not be codified and the

City Recorder is authorized to comrect any cross-references and any typographical emars.

The foregoing ordinance was first read by title only in ac dWicle X,
Section 2(C) of the City Charter on the _/7__ day of , 2009,
and duly PASSED and ADOPTED this /S day of _D¢a&ex e, 2009.

Barbara M. Christensen, City Recorder

SIGNED and APPROVED this /- (Y day of }‘W 2009. "

A G

@}m Stromberg, Mayor (j

Reviewed as to form:

Richard A
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Exhibit A.

Chapter 18.63
WATER RESOURCE PROTECTION ZONES

SECTIONS:

18.63.010 Purpose and Intent

18.63.020 Where Regulations Apply

18.63.030 Definitions

18.63.040 Inventory of Ashland’s Water Resources

18.63.050 Establishment of Water Resource Protection Zones

_ 18.63.060 Activities and Uses Exempt from These Regulations

18.63.070 Limited Activities and Uses within Water Resource Protection Zones

18.63.080 Water Resource Protection Zones Reductions

18.63.090 Hardship Variances

18.63.100 Approval Standards for Land Divisions and Property Line Adjustments within
Water Resource Protection Zones

18.63.110 Plan Requirements

18.63.120 Mitigation Requirements

18.63.130 Map Errors and Adjustments

18.62.140 Enforcement and Penalties

18.63.010 Purpose and Intent
The purpose and intent of this chapter are:

A. To implement state and federal law with respect to the protection of clean water, poliution
control and preservation of endangered species.

B. To protect Ashland's Goal 5 significant wetlands and riparian areas, thereby protecting and
restoring the hydrologic, ecologic and land conservation functions these areas provide for the
community.

C. To implement the provisions of Statewide Planning Goals 6 and 7, which require the buffering
and separation of those land uses and activities that lead to or may create impacts on water
quality, as well as {0 reduce the risk to people and property resulting from the inappropriate
management of wetland and riparian areas. '

D. To implement the goals and policies of the Environmental Resources chapter of Ashland’s
Comprehensive Plan with respect to water resources, wetlands, floodplains and stream flooding.

E. To reduce flood damage and polential loss of life in areas subject to periodic flooding.
F. To beiter manage storm water drainage, minimize maintenance costs, protect properties

adjacent to drainage ways, improve waler quality, protect riparian and aquatic fish and wildlife
habitat and provide opportunities for trail conneclions.
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G. To protect water associated with Ashland's hydrology for human uses, fish and wildiife and
their habitats.

H. To control erosion and limit sedimentation.

. To protect the amenity values and educational opportunities of Ashland’s wetlands, water bodies
and associated riparian areas as community assets. :

J. To improve public appreciation and understanding of wetlands and riparian areas for their
unique ecosystem structure and functions and for the human-nature interactions they provide.

K. To improve and promole coordination among local, state, and federal agencies regarding
development activities near Ashland’s wetlands, water bedies and associated riparian areas.

L. In cases of hardship, to provide a procedure to alter wetlands and riparian areas only when
offset by appropriate mitigation, as stipulated in the ordinance and other applicable state and
federal requirements.

18.63.020 Where Requlations Apply

A. The provisions of this chapter apply to all fands containing Water Resources and Water
Resource Protection Zones. Water Resources and Waler Resource Protection Zones are defined,
established and protected in this chapter.

B. Stale and federal wetland and riparian regulations will continue to apply within the City of
Ashland, regardiess of whether or not these areas are mapped on Ashland's Water Resources
Map. Nothing in this chapter shall be interpreted as superseding or nullifying state or federal
requirements. Additionally, the City of Ashland shall provide notification to the Oregon Department
of Slate Lands {DSL), as required by Division 23 of Oregon Administrative Rules, for all
applications concerning development permits or other land use decisions affecting wetlands on
the inventory.

C. The burden is on the property owner lo demonstrate that the requirements of this chapter are
met or are not applicable to development activity or other proposed use or alteration of land. The
Staff Advisor may make a determination based on the Water Resources Map, field check, and any
other relevant maps, site plans and information that a Water Resource or Water Resource
Protection Zone is not located on a particular site or is not impacted by proposed development,
activities or uses. In cases where the location of the Water Resource or Water Resource
Protection Zone is unclear or disputed, the Staff Advisor may require a survey, delineation
prepared by a natural resource professional, or a sworn statement from a natural resource
professional that no Water Resources or Water Resource Protection Zones exist on the site.

D. All Water Resource Protection Zones shall be protected from alteration and development,
except as specifically provided in this chapter. No person or enlity shall alter or allow to be altered
any real property designated as a Water Resource Protection Zone, except as set forth in an
exemption, approved planning application or permit authorized in this chapter, No person or entity
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shall use or allow to be used, property designated as a Water Resource Protection Zone, except
as set forth in an exemption, approved planning application or permit authorized in this chapter.

E. Where this chapler and any other ordinance, easement, covenant or deed restriclion conflict or
overlap, whichever imposes the more stringent restrictions shall prevail. It is likely Ihat there will
be some overlap between the regulations in this chapter and those in Chapter 18.62 Physical and
Environmental Constraints, which requlates development in physical constrained areas including
floodplains. Where two reguiations are in conflict, the most stringent shall govern.

18.63.030 Definitions

Alter or Alteration - means any human-induced physical change to the exisling condition of land
or improvements thereon including but not limited o clearing, grubbing, draining, removal of
vegetation (chemical or otherwise), excavation, grading, placement of fill material, placement of
structures or impervious surfaces or other construction. "Permit to be altered” means allowing or
faifing to prevent the alteration.

Approval Authority - the Staff Advisor, Planning Commission or its Hearings Board, Hearings
Officer, or Cily Council as determined by lhe applicable procedural requirements.

Bank Full Stage - means the two year recurrence interval flood elevation.
Centerline of Stream — an imaginary line that is in the midpoint of the stream channel. In cases

where a stream has mulliple or braided channeis, the centerline of stream is the midpoint between
the oulermost or upland sides of the stream channels {Figure 1).

Figure 1: Centesline of Stream

Clearing - means the removal, redistribution or disturbance of vegetation, soil or substrate that
may include trees, brush, grass, ground cover, or other vegetative matter from a site.

Drainage Ditch or Channels include:
1. Roadside ditches that carry only storm water runoff from the adjacent road and the
immediate surrounding area. (Drainage ditches do not include historically aitered
streams or channels that convey surface waler flows. These features are slill classified
as streams for the purpose of this ordinance.)

2. Consiructed channels designed as part of the storm water infrastructure and drain
directly from storm waler facilities or storm pipe systems.

AMC Chapter 18.63 Water Resource Protection Zones Page 3
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Enhancement - means actions performed to improve the condition or functions and values of a
Water Resource and its associated Protection Zone. Enhancement actions include but are not
limited to increasing plant diversity, increasing fish and wildlife habitat, installing environmentally
compatible erosion controls, and remaving invasive plant species.

Fill Material - means a deposit of earth or olher natural or manmade material placed by artificial
means.

Filling - means the act of placing fill material in any amount, including the temporary slockpiling of
fill material.

Fish Bearing or Fish Habitat - means inhabited at any time of the year by anadromous or game
fish species or fish that are listed as threatened or endangered species under the state or federal
endangered species acts. Fish use is determined from Oregon Department of Forestry Stream
Classification, Cregon Department of Fish and Wildlife and Oregon Department of State Lands
maps for salmonid fish distribution.

Hand-held Equipment or Machinery - means equipment or machinery held in and operated by
hand. Hand-held equipment or machinery includes but is not limited to manual tools, weed eaters, .
chainsaws, and equipment or machinery with wheels and a weight of 100 pounds or less such as
push lawn mowers and brush mowers. For the purposes of this ordinance, equipment or
machinery with wheels and a weight in excess of 100 pounds is not considered hand-held
equipment or machinery.

Impervious Surface —means surface materials which prevent the normal infiltration of storm
water into the ground.

Lawn - means grass or similar materials maintained as a ground cover of less than six inches in
height. For purposes of this ordinance, lawn is not considered native vegelation regardless of the
species used.

Local Native Plant Species - means those plant species appropriate to planting in or adjacent to
a Water Resource that are native species indigenous to the Rogue River Basin. Local native plant
species are adapted to the elevation, weather, soils and hydrology of the area; will support the
desired structure, functions, and values of the water resource; and once established require
significantly less maintenance than non-nalive species. The Cily of Ashland Planning Division
maintains a list of recognized site-appropriate local native plant species for both wetland and
stream bank water resource applications, along with a list of known local suppliers. Plants may be
added to or removed from the Local Native Plant List if reviewed and approved by the Staff .
Advisor in consultation with the City Horticulturis!, Tree Commission, other professional groups
with demonstrable expertise and local, state and federal agencies.

Mitigation - means taking one or more of the following aclions listed in order of prionty:

1. Avaiding the impact altogether by not {aking a certain development action or parts of that
actian,
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2. Minimizing impacts by limiting the degree or magnitude of the development aclion and its
implementation.

3. Rectlifying the impact by repairing, rehabilitaling, or restonng the affected environment.

4, Reducing or eliminating the impact over time by preservation and maintenance operations
during the life of the development action by monitoring and taking appropriate corrective
measures.

5. Compensating for the impact by replacing or providing comparable substitute resources or
environments.

Mitigation Plan - means a plan that outlines the activities that will be underlaken to alleviate
project impacls to sensilive areas.

Natural Resources Professional - a "natural resources professional” includes individuals who
have a Bachelors degree, or the equivalent or grealer, in the field of nalural resources, biology,
ecology, or related fields, and al least four years of relevant post graduale experience.

Non-native Species - means a plant species which is not indigenous to the local area.

Noxious and Invasive Vegetation — means ptant species which are recognized as having a
significant potenlial lo disrupl the functlions and values of local Water Resource ecosystems. The
City of Ashland Planning Division maintains a list of recognized noxious and invasive plants.
Plants may be added to or removed from the Prohibited Plant List if reviewed and approved by the
Staff Advisor in consultation with the City Horticulturist, Tree Commission, other professional
groups with demonstrable expertise and local, state and federal agencies.

Power-assisted Equipment or Machinery - means equipment or machinery other than hand-
held equipment or machinery. For the purposes of this ordinance, equipment or machinery with
wheels and a weight in excess of 100 pounds is considered power-assisted equipment or
machinery.

Principal Building — a building in which the principal use of the zoning district in which it is
" located is conducted.

Restoration - means efforts performed to re-establish the functional values and characteristics of
a crilical area that have been destroyed or degraded by past allerations such as filling, grading of
draining. ‘

Riparian Area — means the area adjacent to a stream, consisting of the area of transition from an
aquatic ecosystem fo a terrestrial ecosystem, which affects or is directly affected by the stream.

Riparian Buffer - an area localed adjacent to the stream and including the riparian area that is
preserved for the purpose of protecting the functions and values of the stream and the riparian
area by serving to reduce the adverse effects of adjacent land uses.

Riparian Corridor - "Riparian Corridor’ is a Goal 5 resource that includes the water aréas, fish
habitat, adjacent riparian areas, and wetlands within the riparian area boundary. A Riparian
Corridor is a type of Stream Bank Protection Zone,
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Stream — a stream means a channel such as a creek that carries flowing surface water, including
perennial, intermittent and ephemeral streams with defined channels, and excluding man-made
imigation and drainage channels. Drainage channels do not include historically altered sireams or
channels that convey surface waler flows. A stream is a type of Water Resource.

Stream, Ephemeral - an ephemeral stream generally flows only during and following a rain event.
Groundwater is not a source of water for the stream. Runoff from rainfall is the primary source of
water for stream flow. Intermittent and Ephemeral Sireams is a type of Stream Bank Protection
Zone.

Stream, Intermittent - .an intermittent stream generally flows only during part of the year, when
groundwater provides water for slream flow. During dry periods, intermittent streams may not have
flowing water. Runoff from rainfall is a supplemental source of water for stream flow. Intermittent
and Ephemeral Streams is a type of Stream Bank Protection Zone.

Stream, Perennial - a perennial stream has flowing water year-round during a typical year.
Groundwater is the primary source of water for stream flow. Runoff from rainfall is a supplemental
source of water for stream flow.

Stream, Local - Local Streams is a type of Stream Bank Proteclicn Zone.

Stream Bank Protection Zone — an area subject to the provisions of this chapter which includes
a stream and an associated riparian buffer of varying width, as established herein, localed
adjacent to the stream, and in which certain human activilies are regulated in order to protect the
structure and functions of the stream. A Stream Bank Protection Zone is a lype of Water
Resource Protection Zone. There are three types of Stream Bank Protection Zones defined,
established and protected in this chapter — Riparian Corridor, Local Slreams and Intermittent and
Ephemeral Streams.

Stream Bank Protection Zone Boundary - an imaginary line that is measured herizontally at a
standard distance upland from the top of bank or from the center line of the stream as required in
section 18.63.050.

Stream Corridor Functions - include providing shade for the stream, stream bank and channel
sltability, woody debris for the stream, sediment retention, litter for aquatic organisms in the
siream, water fillration, aguatic and riparian fish and wildlife habitat.

Top of Bank - means the elevation at which waler averflows the natural banks of streams or ather
waters of the state and begins to inundate upland areas. Physical characteristics that indicale the
elevation include a clear, natural line impressed on the shore, a change from bare soil lo upland
vegetation (e.g. oak, fir, pine), a change in vegetalion from riparian vegetation (e.g. willows, big
leaf maple, alders) to upland vegetation (e.g. oak, fir, pine), a textural change of depaositional
sediment or changes in the character of the soil {e.g. from sand, sand and cobble, cobble and
gravel to upland soils), absence of fine debris (e.g. needles, leaves, cones and seeds), and the
presence of water-borne litter or debris, water-stained leaves or water lines on tree trunks (Figure
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2). In the absence of physical evidence or where the top of each bank is not clearly defined, the
two year recurrence interval flood elevation may be used lo approximate the top of bank.

Clear natural
line impressed
on shore

CATEE
Upland Soil

Textural Change
in Soil

Figure 2: Top of Bank

Upland - land not charactesized by the presence of riparian area, water bodies or wetlands.

Water Resource - means a ripanian, local, intermittent or ephemeral stream corridor or a wetland,
as distinguished from a riparian or wetland buffer, which extends upland from the Water Resource. .

Water Resources Map - the adopted City of Ashland map which identifies the approximate
locations of Water Resources in Ashland including officially recognized streams and wetlands
identified on Ashland's Local Wetland Inventory.

Water Resource Protection Zone - an area subject to fhe provisions of this chapter which
“includes a Water Resource and an associated buffer of varying width, as established herein,
located adjacent to the Waler Resource and in which certain human aclivities are regulated in
order lo protect the struclure, functions and values of the resource. Water Resource Proteclion
Zone is a category including Stream Bank Protection Zones and Wetland Protection Zones, and is
used throughout this chapter to refer to Stream Bank Protection Zones and Welland Prolection
Zones.

Wetlands - means those areas that are inundated or saturated by surface or ground water at a
frequency or duration sufficient to support, and that under normal circumstances do support, &
prevalence of vegetation typically adapted for life in saturated soil conditions. Wetlands are a type
of Water Resource.
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Wetlands, Locally Significant - means those wellands identified on the Water Resources Map
and determined “significant wetlands" using the cnteria adopted the Oregon Department of State
Lands (DSL). Locally Significant Wetlands is a lype of Wetland Protection Zone.

Wetlands, Possible — means an area that appears to meet wetland cniteria but is loo small {less
than a half acre according to Oregon Department of State Lands (DSL) rules) to require its
inclusion in the Local Wetland Inventory. The Water Resources Map notes areas that are in the
Possible Wetland designation. However, there may be additional existing areas that meet the
DSL wetland criteria, but are not included on the Water Resources Map. Possible Wetlands is a
type of Wetland Protection Zone.

Wetland Boundary - means a line marked on a map or flagged in the field that identifies the
approximate wetland/non-wetland boundary.

Wetland Buffer — means an area extending away from the outer delineated wetland boundary or
upland edge that is preserved for the purpose of protecting the functions and values of the wetland
by serving to reduce the adverse effects of adjacent land uses.

Woetland Delineation - means a determination of wetland presence that includes marking the
wetland boundaries on the ground andfor on a detailed map prepared by professional land survey
or similar accurate methods.

Wetland Functions - include wildlife habitat, fish habitat, water quality and hydrplogical control.

Wetland Protection Zone — an area subject {0 the provisions of this chapter that includes all
wetlands determined to be Locally Significant and Possible Wetlands with confirmed jurisdictional
wetland presence, and an associated buffer area of varying width, as established herein, located
adjacent to the wetland, and in which cerlain human activities are regulated in order to protect the
structure and functions of the wetland. A Wetland Prolection Zone is a type of Water Resource
Protection Zone. There are two types of Wetland Protection Zones defined, established and
protected in this chapter — Locally Significant Wetlands and Possible Wetlands.

Wetland Protection Zone Boundary - an imaginary line that is measured horizontally at a
standard distance upland from the delineated wetland boundary as required in section 18.63.050.

Wetland Specialist — means an individual who has the appropriate credentials verifying proven
expertise and vocational experience conducting wetland delineations.

18.63.040 Inventory of Ashland's Water Resources

The approximate locations of Ashland's Water Resources are identified on official maps adopted
by the City of Ashland and added to the Comprehensive Plan through Ordinance 2419 (May
1987), Ordinance 2528 {July 1989} and Ordinance {December 2009). Because the
Comprehensive Plan maps are acknowledged to be approximate, the more precise welland
boundaries can be mapped, staked and used for development review purposes without a
modification of the Comprehensive Plan maps. '
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18.63.050 Establishment of Water Resource Protection Zones

A Water Resource Protection Zone is hereby established adjacent to and including all Water
Resources to protect their integrity, function and value. The boundaries of the following Water
Resource Protection Zones shall be established by an on-site survey based upon the following
standards.

A. Stream Bank Protection Zones. The following types of Stream Bank Protection Zones are
hereby established to protect streams and their associated riparian resources. The approximate
locations of streams are identified on the Water Resources Map.

1. Riparian Corridor — For streams classified as Riparian Corridor fish-bearing streams with
an annual average stream flow less than 1,000 cubic feet per second and on he Water
Resources Map, the Stream Bank Protection Zone shall include the stream, plus a riparian
buffer consisting of all lands within 50 feet upland from the top of bank (Figure 3).

riparlan buffer - riparian buffer
50 feet _ 50 foet

Stream Bank Protection Zone

Figure 3: Stream Bank Protection Zona for Riparian Corridor Streams

2. Local Streams - For streams classified as non-fish-bearing Local Streams and on the
Water Resources Map, the Stream Bank Protection Zone shall include the stream, plus a
riparian buffer consisting of all lands 40 feet from the centerline of the stream (Figure 4).
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riparian buffer
40 feet ) 40 feet

1
Centerline

Stream Bank Protection Zone |

Figure 4: Stream Bank Protection Zone for Local Streams

3. Intermittent and Ephemeral Streams - For sireams classified as intermittent and
Ephemeral Streams on the Water Resources Map, the Stream Bank Protection Zone shall
include the stream, plus a riparian buffer consisting of all lands within 30 feet from the
centerline of the stream (Figure 5).

riparian buffer
30 feet 30 feet

— 1

]
. 1
Ceanterline

Stream Bank Protection Zone

Figure 5: Stream Bank Protection Zone for Intermittent.and Ephemeral Streams

4. Significant Wetland Presence - Where a Stream Bank Protection Zone includes all or part
of a significant wetland as identified on official maps adopted by the City of Ashland, the
distance to the Stream Bank Protection Zone boundary shall be measured from, and include,
the upland edge of the wetland.

5. Determination of Protection Zone - The measurement of the Siream Bank Protection
Zones shall be a horizontal distance from the top of bank or from the center line of the stream
as specified above. For sireams that were piped or culveried prior to the effective date of this
chapler, the Stream Bank Protection Zones shall be reduced to half of the required width or
lhe width of any existing easement (e .g. drainageway easement), whichever is greater.
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8. Wetland Protection Zones. The following types of Wetland Protection Zones are hereby
established to protecl wetland resources. The approximate locations of Locally Significant
Wellands and Wetlands are identified on the Water Resources Map. The precise boundary of a
wetland and wetland buffer shall be established through conducting an on-site welland delineation
and survey based upon the following standards.

1. Locally Significant Wetlands - For wetlands classified as Locally Significant on the Water
Resources Map, the Wetland Protection Zone shall consist of all lands identified to have a
wetland presence on the wetland delineation, plus a wetland buffer consisting of all lands
within 50 feet of the upland-wetland edge (Figure 6). A wetland delineation prepared by a
qualified wetland specialisl shali be submitted to the City of Ashland that graphically.
represents Ihe location of wetlands on a site plan map in accordance with section
18.63.110.A.3. An average buffer width of 50 feet may be utilized around the perimeter of a
significant wetland upon submission of evidence and a detailed plan by a natural resources
professional demonstrating that equal or better protection of the functions and values of the
resource will be ensured, and that there will be an enhanced buffer treatment through the
implementation and maintenance of a restoration and enhancement plan within the buffer
area.

c‘-‘a“d P lotec”on

Figure 6: Wetland Prot_ectlon Zone for Locally Significant Wetlands

2. Possible Wetlands — For wetlands not classified as Locally Significant on the Water
Resources Map, the Wetland Prolection Zone shall consist of all lands identified to have a
wetland presence on the wetland delineation, plus all lands within 20 feet of the upland-
wetland edge (Figure 7). Possible Wetlands includes all areas designated as such on the
Water Resources Map and any unmapped wellands discovered on site. A wetland
delineation prepared by a qualified wetland specialist shall be submitted to the City of Ashland
that graphically represents the location of wetlands on a site plan map in accordance with
section 18.63.110.A.3. An average buffer width of 20 feet may be utilized around the
perimeter of a possible wetland upon submissien of evidence and a detailed plan by a natural
resources professional demonstrating that equal or better protection of the functions and
values of the resource will be ensured.
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Figure 7: Wetland Protection Zone for Possible Wetlands

3. Determination of Protection Zone - The measurement of the Wetland Protection Zone
shall be a horizontal distance from the upland-wetland edge as specified above.

18.63.060 Activities and Uses Exempt from These Regulations

A. Exempt Activities Within Water Resource Protection Zones. The following aclivities and
uses do not require a permit or authorization under this chapter to be conducted or to continue in a
Water Resource Protection Zone. Exempt activities and uses may qualify as development as
defined in section 18.62.030.E and may require a permit for development in Floodplain Corridor
Lands Chapter.

1. Vegetation Maintenance, Planting and Removal
a. Landscaping Maintenance. Continued maintenance of existing vegetation such
as landscaping, lawn, gardens and trees.

b. Lawn. Existing lawn within Water Resource Protection Zones may be maintained,
bul existing lawn shall not be expanded and new lawn shall not be installed.

¢. Tree Pruning. Mainlenance pruning of existing trees shall be kept lo a minimum
and shall be in accordance with the Tree Preservation and Protection Chapter 18.61.
Under no circumstances shall the maintenance pruning be so severe that it
compromises the tree’s health, longevily, or resource functions {i.e. shade, soil
stability, erosion control, etc.) -

. d. Non-native, Noxious and Invasive Vegetation Removal. Removal of non-native,
noxious and invasive vegetation, and replacement with local native plant species. The
act of removing non-native, noxious and invasive vegetation shall not result in the
removal of native vegetation. Local native plant species for both wetland and stream
bank applications are identified on the City of Ashland's Local Native Plant Species
List, and noxious and invasive vegetation approved for removal is identified on the
City of Ashland’s Prohibiled Plant List. Removal and mowing of blackberries shall
occur before May 1 or after July 31 to protect nesting birds.

e. Hazardous Tree Removal. Removal of a hazardous tree. A hazardous tree is a
Iree that is physically damaged to the degree that it is likely to fall and injure persons
or property. A permit for Hazardous Tree Removal shall be processed under the
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procedures and approval criteria described in the Tree Preservation and Protection
Chapter 18.61. ‘
f. In-channel Vegetation Removal. Removal of emergent in-channel vegetation that
is likely to cause flooding using non-invasive methods such as mowing or weed-
whacking that do not disturb the underlying substrate. Mechanized removal of
emergent in-channel vegetation that would involve associated removal of soif below
the ordinary high water line is not permitted and would otherwise be subject to state
and federal wetland permitting requirements. ,
g. Routine Planting. The planting of local native plant species or the replacement of
non-native, noxious and invasive plants with local native plant species. Local native
plant species for both wetland and stream bank applications are identified on the City
of Ashland’s Local Native Plant Species List, and noxious and invasive vegetation
approved for removal is identified on the City of Ashland’s Prohibited Plant List.
h. Use of Hand-held Equipment or Machinery. Use of hand-held equipment or
machinery for vegetation maintenance, planting and removal within Water Resource
Protection Zones.
i. Use of Power-assisted Equipment or Machinery. Use of power-assisted
equipment or machinery for vegetation maintenance, planting and removal within
Water Resource Proleclion Zones when soil disturbance and erasion are minimized
by all of the following measures.
i. Use of power-assisted equipment or machinery shall occur from May 1 to
October 31, and shall not occur during the remaining wet months of the year.
ii. The general lopography of the Water Resource Protection Zone shall be
retained.
iii. Soil compaction from construction equipment shall be reduced by distributing
the weight of the e quipment over a large area {e.g. laying lightweight geogrids,
mulch, chipped wood, plywood, OSB, metal plats or other materials capable of
weight distribution in the pathway of the equipment).
iv. Local native plant species shall not ke dantaged or removed.
v. Disturbed areas shall be replanted so that landscaping shall obtain 50%
coverage afler one year and 80% after five years.

2. Building, Paving and Grading
a, Testing. Site investigalive work with minimal surface area dislurbance conducted
by or required by a city, county, state, or federal agency such as surveys, percolation
tests, soil borings or other similar tests.
b. Unpaved Trails. The establishment of unpaved trails and related educational
displays. Trail width shall not exceed 36 inches, stair width shall not exceed 50
inches, and trail grade shall not exceed 20% except for the portion of the trail
containing stairs. Trails in public parks may be up to 72 inches in width to
accommodate high pedestrian traffic areas. Trails construction within a delineated
wetland boundary shall be by permit in accordance with local, state and federal
permitling requirements and approved management plans,
c. Storm Water Treatment Facility Maintenance. Routine maintenance of storm
water treatment facilities such as detention ponds or sediment traps, vegetated
swales and conslructed weflands in order (o maintain flow and prevent flooding when
conducted in accordance with local, state and federal permitting requirements and
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approved management plans. Muiti—year maintenance plans for existing storm water
treatment facilities without previously approved management plans require a Limited
Activity and Use Permit in accordance with seclion 18.63.070.A.2.

3. Nonconforming Activities, Uses and Structures - An activity, use or slructure legally
established prior to lhe adoption of this chapter, which would be prohibiled by this chapter or
which would be subject to the limitations and conirols imposed by this chapter shall be
considered a nonconforming activity, use or structure, and may continue subject to the
following provisions. -
a. Nonconforming Structures. Nonconforming structures within or partially within a
Water Resource Protection Zone may be maintained and used.
b. Expansion of Nonconforming Structures. Expansion of the footprint of a
nonconforming structure within or partially within a Water Resource Protection Zone if
the expansion of the footprint occurs outside the Water Resource Protection Zone
and additional surface area in the Water Resource Protection Zone is not disturbed.
Additional stories may be added to nonconforming structures if the existing building
footprint with the Water Resource Protection Zone is not changed in size or shape
and additional surface area in the Water Resource Protection Zone is not disturbed.
¢. Replacement of Nonconforming Principal Buildings in Residential Zoning
Districts. Nonconforming principal buildings within or partially within a Waler
Resource Protection Zone and [ocated in residential zoning districts may be replaced
or rebuilt if the existing building footprint within the Water Resource Protection Zone is
not changed in size or shape and additional surface area in the Water Resource
Protection Zone is not disturbed. Repair and reconstruction of a nonconforming
structure under this section shall be in accordance with the requirements of the Flood
Darnage Prevention Regulations Chapter 15.10.
d. Replacement of Nonconforming Structures in Non-Residential Zoning
Districts and Within Historic Districts. Nonconforming structures within or partially
within a Water Resource Protection Zone, located in a non-residential zoning district
and within a Historic District may be reptaced or rebuilt if the existing building footprint
wilhin the Water Resource Protection Zone is not changed in size or shape and
additional surface area in the Water Resource Protection Zone is not disturbed.
Repair and reconstruction of a nonconforming structure under this section shallbe in -
accordance with the requirements of the Flood Damage Prevention Regulations
Chapler 15.10. '
e. Previously Approved Building Envelopes and Driveways. Previously approved
building envelopes and driveways within or partially within a Water Resource
Protection Zone may be built as originally approved and do not have fo meet the
requirements of this chapter if the following conditions are met:
. Building permits are approved and construction is commenced within 36 months
from the effective date of this ordinance.
il. The building envelope or driveway location was established and received City
of Ashland Planning Division approval prior the effective date of this ordinance.
iii. The building envelope is located on a vacant lot.
iv. The building envelope is localed on a lot which was created prior to the
effective dale of this ordinance. :
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v. The driveway will provide access o a lot which was created prior to the

effective date of this ordinance. )
f. Exemptions for Historic Public Parks and Properties. Nonconforming activities,
landscaping, uses and structures included in Lithia Park, Blue Bird Park and Calle
Guanajuato and located in the Water Resource Protection Zone may be used,
maintained and replaced, but shall not be expanded or enlarged within the Water
Resource Protection Zone. Repair and reconstruction of a nonconforming structure
under this section shall be in accordance with the requirements of the Flood Damage
Prevention Regulations Chapter 15.10.

4, City Emergency Activities - Emergency repair authorized by the City Administrator or
histher designee which must be undertaken immediately, or for which there is insufficient time
for full compfiance with this chapter, in order to address at least one of the following.

a. Prevenl an imminenl threat to public health or safety.

b. Preventimminent danger to public or private property.

¢. Prevent an imminent threal of serious environment degradation.

B. Additional Exempt Activities and Uses within Stream Bank Protection Zones. [n addition
to the Fxempt Activities and Uses in section 18.63.060.4, the following activities and uses do nat
require a permit or authorization under this chapter to be conducted or lo continue in a Stream
Bank Protection Zone.

N\
4

1. Fire Hazard Prevention — Cutting or thinning of vegetation for fire hazard prevention
provided that the cutting or thinning is the minimum necessary to alleviate the potential fire
hazard and is consistent with City standards for Wildfire Lands described in the Physical and
Environmental Constraints Chapter 18.62.

2. Stream Restoration and Enhancement - Stream restoration and enhancement projects
when all of the following are met.
a. The restoration and enhancement results in a net gain in stream bank corridor
functions.
b. The lotis in a residential zoning district and occupied only by a single-family
dwelling and accessory structures.
¢. The property has not undergone stream restoration and enhancement work in the
past 12 monlhs.
d. The restoration and enhancement project does not involve in-stream wark.
e. The restoration and enhancement project may include minor earth moving activities
involving excavation or placement of up to five cubic yards of soil and earth-moving
activity disturbing a surface area of no more than 1,000 square feet.

3. Fences - Fences limited to open wire, electric or similar fence that will not collect debris or
obstruct flood waters, but not including wire mesh or chain link fencing, may be installed in the
upland half of the riparian buffer furthest away from the stream. Solid wood fencing is
prohibited in Water Resource Protection Zones. Fencing in a designated floodplain shall
conform to ihe requirements of section 18.62.070.K.
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4, Outdoor Patio Areas— Outdoor patio areas consisting of porous solid surfaces up to 150
square feet in size per lot, but not including decks, may be constructed in the upland half of
Ihe riparian buffer furthest away from the stream,

5. Public Utility Maintenance and Replacement - Routine maintenance and replacement of
existing public utilities and irrigation pumps if work disturbs no more tofal surface area than
the area inside the public utility easement and up to an additional five percent surface area of
the public utility easement outside of the public utility easement.

6. Private Utility Maintenance and Replacement - Routine maintenance and replacement of
existing private utilities and irrigation pumps.

7. Driveway and Street Maintenance and Paving - Maintenance, paving and reconstruction
of existing public and pnvate sireets and driveways if work disturbs no more total surface area
than the area inside the street right-of-way or access easement and up to an additional five
percent surface area of the street right-of-way or access easement outside of the right-of-way
or easement. Public streets shall be located in public right-of-way or a public easement.

C. Additional Exempt Activities and Uses within Wetland Protection Zones. In addition to the
Exempt Activities and Uses in section 18.63.060.A, the following activilies and uses do not require
a permit or authorization under this chapter to be conducted or to continue in a Wetland Proteclion
Zone. '

1. Fire Hazard Prevention - Perimeter mowing or thinning of vegetation only within the
wetland buffer for fire hazard prevention provided that the mowing or thinning is the minimum
necessary to alleviate the potential fire hazard and is consistent with City slandards for
Wildfire Lands described in the Physical and Environmental Constraints Chapter 18.62.

2. Fences - Fences limited to open wire, electric or similar fence that will not collect debris or
obstruct flood waters, but not including wire mesh or chain link fencing, may be installed in the
welland buffer. Solid wood fencing is prohibited in Water Resource Protection Zones.
Fencing in a designaled floodplain shall conform to the requirements of section 18.62.070.K.

18.63.070 Limited Activities and Uses within Water Resource Protection Zones

The following activities and uses within Water Resource Protection Zones are allowed under a
Type | iand use procedure provided the activities or uses comply with the approval standards set
forth in section 18.63.070.D.

A. Limited Activities and Uses within Water Resource Protection Zones.

1. Use of Power-assisted Equipment or Machinery — Use of power-assisted equipment or
machinery for vegetation maintenance unless otherwise exempled in section 18.63.060.A.1.1.

2. Multi-yéar Maintenance Plans — Multi-year maintenance plans may be authorized as
follows for exisfing areas or storm water treatment facilities in Water Resource Protection
Zones which do not have a previously approved managemenl plans.
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a. Publicly and Commonly Owned Properties. The routine restoration and
enhancement of publicly and commonly owned properties such as public parks and
private open spaces.

b. Storm Water Treatment Facilities. The ongoing routine maintenance of storm

water treatment facilities such as detention ponds or sediment traps, vegetaled
swales and constructed wellands in order lo maintain flow and prevent flooding.
Routine maintenance of storm water treatment facilities in accordance with an
approved management plan is exempted as outline in section 18.63.060.A.2.c.

3. Building, Paving, and Grading Activities - Permanent alteration of Water Resource
Protection Zones by grading or by the placement of structures, fill or impervious surfaces may be
authorized as follows. :
a. New Public-Access and Utilities. The location and construction of public streets,
bridges, irails, multi-use path connections and utilities deemed necessary o maintain
a functional system and upon finding that no other reasonable, alternate location
outside the Waler Resource Protection Zone exists. This title, the Comprehensive
Plan, Transporlation System Plan, adopted utilily master plans and olher adopled
documents shall guide this determination.
b. New Private Access and Utilities, The location and construction of private
streets, driveways and utilities to provide a means of access to an otherwise
inaccessible or landlocked property where no other reasonable, aliernate location
outside the Water Resource Protection Zone exists.
c. Storm Water Treatment Facility Instaliation. Installation of public and .private
slorm water treatment facilities such as delention ponds or sediment traps, vegetated
swales and constructed wetlands.
d. Replacement of Nonconforming Accessory Structures in Residential Districts
and Replacement of Nonconforming Structures in Non-Residential Zoning
Districts and Outside Historic Districts. Replacemenl of nonconforming structures
located within or parially within the original building footprint, except those
" nonconforming principal buildings exempted in section 18.63.060.A.3, provided
replacement does not disturb additional surface area within the Water Resource

Protection Zone.

B. Additional Limited Activities and Uses within Stream Bank Protection Zones. In addition
to the Limited Aclivities and Uses in section 18.63.070.A, the following activities and uses with the
Stream Bank Protection Zones are allowed under a Type | land use procedure provided the
activities or uses comply with the approval standards set forth in section 18.63.070.D.

1. Stream Restoration and Enhancement - Restoration and enhancement projects resulting
in a net gain in stream bank corridor functions unless otherwise exempted in section
18.63.060.B.2. Restoration and enhancement activities not otherwise associalted with
development involving building, grading or paving are encouraged, and planning application
fees associated with reviewing these activities for compliance with applicable land usé
standards may be waived by the Staff Advisor.

2. Driveway and Street Maintenance and Paving - Mainlenance, paving, and reconstruction
of existing public and private streets and driveways if work dislurbs more totai surface area
than the area inside the street right-of-way or access easement and an additional five percent
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surface area of the street right-of-way or access easement outside of the right-of-way or
easement. - Public streets shall be located in public right-of-way or a public easement.

3. Public Facility Paving and Reconstruction — Paving and reconstruction of public parking
areas and walkways if additional surface area in the Stream Bank Protection Zone is not
disturbed, the public facilities are deemed necessary to maintain a functional system and upon
finding that no other reasonable alternale location outside the Water Rescurce Protection
Zone exits.

4. Public Utility Maintenance and Replacement - Routine maintenance and replacement of
existing public utilities and irrigation pumps if work disturbs more total surface area than the
area inside the public utility easement and an additional five percent surface area of the public
utility easement outside of the public utility easement,

5. Erosion Controt - Erosion control and stream bank stabilization measures that have been
approved by the Oregon Depariment of State Lands (DSL), the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers, or other state or federal regulatory agencies, and that utilize non-structural bio-
engineering methods.

6. Storm Water Outfall - Construction of a storm water outfall discharging treated storm water
from an adjacent developed area provided that the discharge meets local, state and federal
water qualily regulations.

7. Bridges - The instaflation of a bridge or similar, bottomless crossing structure for the
purpose of constructing a public or private street, bicycle or pedestrian crossing, as well as to
provide a means of access to an otherwise inaccessible or landlocked property.

8. Flood Control Measures - Installation or expansion of structural flood control measures,
including but not limited to concrete retaining walls, gabions, gravity blocks, etc., shall
generally be prohibited, but approved only if demenstrated that less-invasive, non-structurat
methods will not adequately meet the stabilization or flood control needs.

C. Additional Limited Activities and Uses within Wetland Protection Zones. [n addition to the
Permitted Activities and Uses in section 18.63.070.A, the following activities and uses with the
Wetland Protection Zones are allowed under a Type | land use procedure provided the activities or
uses comply with the approval standards set forth in section 18.63.070.D.

1. Wetland Restoration and Enhancement - Wetland restoration and enhancement projects
resulting in a net gain in wetland functions. Wetland restoration and enhancement activities
not otherwise associated with development involving building, grading or paving are
encouraged, and planning application fees associated with reviewing these aclivities for
compliance with applicable land use standards may be waived by the Staff Advisor.

2. Driveway and Street Maintenance and Paving - Maintenance, paving, and reconstruction
of exisling public and private streets and driveways. Public streets shall be localed in public
right-of-way or public easement.
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3. Public and Private Utility Maintenance and Replacement - Routine maintenance and
replacement of existing public and private utilities that disturb lands within the Wetland
Protection Zone.

D. Approval Standards for Limited Activities and Uses within Water Resource Protection
Zones. All Limited Activities and Uses within Water Resource Prolection Zones described in
seclion 18.63.070 shall be processed as a Type | land use procedure. The approval authority may
approve or approve with conditions a request to conduct Limited Activilies and Uses in a Water
Resource Protection Zone based upon findings that the following standards have been satisfied.

1. Al activities shall be located as far away from streams and wetlands as practicable,
designed to minimize intrusion into the Water Resources Protection Zone and disturb as little
of the surface area of the Water Resource Protection Zone as practicable.

2. The proposed activity shall be designed, located and constructed to minimize excavation,
grading, area of impervious surfaces, loss of native vegetation, erosion, and other adverse
impacts on Water Resources.

3. On stream beds or banks within the bank full stage, in weilands, and on slopes of 25% or
greater in a Waier Resource Protection Zone, excavation, grading, installation of impeivious
surfaces, and removal of native vegetation shall be avoided except where no practicable
alternative exists, or where necessary to construct public facilities or to ensure slope stability.

4, Water, storm drain and sewer systems shall be designed, located and constructed to avoid
exposure to floodwaters, and to avoid accidental discharges to streams and wetlands.

5. Stream channel repair and enhancement, riparian habitat restoration and enhancement and
wetland restoration and enhancement will be restored through the implementation of a
mitigation plan prepared in accordance with the standards and requirements in section
18.63.120.

6. Long term conservation, management and maintenance of the Water Resource Protection
Zone shall be ensured through preparation and recordation of a management plan as
described in section 18.63.120.C, except a management plan is not required for residentially
zoned lots occupied only by a single-family dwelling and accessory structures.

18.63.080 Water Resource Protection Zone Reductions ‘

A Water Resource Protection Zone may be reduced by up to 25% through a Type | land use
procedure, and by greater than 25% and up to 50% through a Type Il land use procedure to allow
alteration within the Water Resource Protection Zone based upon findings that the following
approval criteria have been satisfied.

A. The proposed use or aclivity is designed to avoid intrusion into the Water Resource Protection
Zone through the use of up to a 50% reduction of any dimensional standards (e.g. required front,
side and rear yard setbacks; required distance between buildings) to permit development as far
outside or upland of the Water Resource Protection Zone as possible. Such adjustment to any
applicable dimensional standards shali be reviewed as part of the requested reduction, and shall
not be subject to a separate Variance application under Chapter 18.100. Reductions to
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dimensional standards may not be used to reduce required Solar Access setbacks without
evidence of agreement by the effected property owner(s) to the north through a concurrent Solar
Access Variance application as described in section 18.70.060.

B. The alleration of the Water Resource Protection Zone is the minimum necessary to efficiently
perform the proposed aclivity and/or use. The proposed development shall minimize disturbance
to the Water Resource Protection Zone by utilizing the following design options to minimize or
reduce impacls of development,

- 1. Mulli-story construction shall be considered.
2. Parking spates shall be minimized to no more than that required as a minimum for the use.

3. Pavement shall be minimized, and all pavement used shall be installed and maintained in a
pervious paving material. :

4. Engineering solutions shall be used to minimize additienal grading and/or fill.

C. The application demonstrates that equal or better proteclion for identified resources will be
ensured through restoration, enhancement and mitigation measures. The structures, functions
and values of the Water Resource will be restored through the implementation of a restoration and
enhancement strategy set forth in a mitigation plan prepared in accordance with the standards and
requirements described in section 18.63.120.

D. Long term conservation, management and maintenance of the Water Resource Protection
Zone shall be ensured through preparation and recordation of a management plan as described in
secltion 18.63.120.C, except a management plan is not required for residentially zoned lots
occupied only by a single-family dwelling and accessory structures.

18.63.090 Hardship Variances

Hardship Variances shall be processed as a Type |l land use procedure. Hardship Variances are
not subjecl to the Variance requirements of Chapter 18.100. The approval authority may approve
or approve with condilions a fequest for a Hardship Variance based upon findings thal the
following approval crileria have been satisfied. )

A. The application of this chapter unduly restricts the development or use of the lot, and renders
the ot not buildable.

B. The proposed aclivity or use of land would have been permitted prior to the effective date of
this ordinance.

C. The applicant has explored all other reasonable options available under this chapter and
throughout the Ashland Land Use Ordinance to relieve the hardship.

D. Adverse impacts on the structures, functions or values of the resource including water quality,
erosion, or slope stability that would resull from appreval of this Hardship Variance have been
minimized and will be mitigated to the greatest extent passible through restoration and
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enhancement of the Water Resource Proleclion Zone in accordance with a mitigation plan
prepared in accordance with the standards and requirements in section 18.63.120.

E. Long term conservation, management and maintenance of the Water Resource Protection
Zone shall be ensured through preparation and recordation of a management plan as described in
section 18.63.120.C, except a managemenl plan is not required for residentially zoned lots
occupied only by a single-family dwelling and accessory slruclures.

18.63.100 Approval Standards for Land Divisions and Property Line Adjustments within
Water Resource Protection Zones

Planning actions and procedures containing Water Resource Protection Zones and involving the
division of land or lot line adjustments shall comply with the following provisions and shall include
the plan reguirements in section 18.63.110.A.3.

A. Building Envelope Established. Each lot shall contain a building envelope outside the Water
Resource Proteclion Zone of sufficient size to permit the establishment of the use and associated
accessory uses.

B. Conservation Area. Performance Standards Option Subdivision, Subdivision, Partition, and
Site Design Review applications shall include the Water Resource Protection Zone within a
conservation easement or recorded development restriction, which stipulates that the use or
activity within the Water Resource Protection Zone shall be consistent with the provisions of this
chapter. The approval authority may require that the Water Resource Protection Zone be included
in a separate tract of land managed by a homeowners’ association or other common ownership

" entity responsible for preservation.

C. Density Transfer. Density calculated from the land area contained within the Water Resource
Protection Zone may be transferred to lands outside the Waler Resource Protection Zone
provided the following standards are met.

1. Partilions and subdivisions involving density transfer shall be processed under the
Performance Standards Options Chapler 18.88.

2. A map shall be submitted showing the land area not within the Water Resource Protection
Zone to which the density will be transferred.

3. The Water Resource Protection Zone shall be included in a separate preservation tracl to
be managed by a homeowner's association or other common ownership entity responsible for
managemen! of the area.

4. Density may only be tranéferred within the subject properly or to a lot or lots contiguous to
the subject property and within the same ownership.

5. The density transferred to lands not within the Water Resource Protection Zone may not be
increased to more than one and a half times the base densily of the underiying zoning district.
Fractional units are to be rounded down to the nearest whole number.
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D. Management Plan. Long term conservation, management and maintenance of the Water
Resource Protection Zone consistent with the requirements of this chapter shall be ensured
through preparation and recordation of a management plan as described in section 18.63.120.C.

. E. Mitigation Requirements. The approval authority may require a mitigation plan in accordance
with the requirements of section 18.63.120 to mitigate impacts resulling from land divisions.

F. Exemptions for a Public Purpose. An exemption o the requirements described above shall
be granted for lots created for public park purposes, or privately-owned tracts created for the sole
purpose of conserving in perpetuity the natural functions and values of the lands contained within
the Water Resource Protection Zone.

18.63.110 Plan Requirements

A. Required Plans and Information. The following plans and information shall be submitted with
the application for activities and uses in a Water Resource Protection Zone which are required to
be processed under a Type I or Type |l land use procedure including Limited Activities and Uses,
Water Resource Protection Zone Reductions and Hardship Variances.

1. A namative descriplion of all proposed activities and uses including the extent to which any
Waler Resource Protection Zone is proposed to be altered or affected as a result of the
proposed development activity or use (in terms both of square footage of surface disturbance
and cubic yards of overall disturbance).

2. Written findings of fact addressing all applicable development standards and approval
criteria. )

3. Site deveiopment plan map, drawn to scale - The application shall include a site map of the
subject properly prepared by a licensed surveyor, civil engineer or other design professional
that includes the information described below. The Staff Advisor may request additional
information based upon the character of the site or the specific nature of the proposal.

a. All watercourses identified (including any drainage ways, ponds, etc).

b. Surveyed location of the Water Resource Protection Zone, as described in section
18.63.050. For applications involving single-family residences or Limited Activities
and Uses, in lieu of a surveyed location, the Staff Advisor may approve a field
determination of the Water Resource Protection Zone by lhe Slaff Advisor or histher
designee in which the applicant shall be required to stake the iop-of-bank or the
upland-wetland edge and the boundary of the Waler Resource Protection Zone.

c. For activities and use proposed within a Stream Bank Prolection Zone:
identification of the stream as being either fish-bearing or non-fish-bearing;
identification of the top-of-bank or center line as required; and surveyed location of
the stream’s floodway and floodptain, if applicable.
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d. For activities and uses proposed within a.Wetland Protection Zone: a wetland

delineation (with an accompanying site map) prepared by a natural resource

professional and that has been concurred with by the Oregon Department of State
" Lands (DSL); and an aerial photo with the wetland boundaries identified.

e. Topographic information at two foot contour increments identifying both existing
grades and proposed grade changes.

f. Surveyed locations of all trees six inches in diameter at breasl height (dbh} or
greater located in the Water Resource Protection Zone and within 15 feet of the
Water Resource Protection Zone, identified by edge-of canopy, diameter at breast
height and species;

g. The outlines of non-tree vegetation, with a dominant species and any occurrence of
non-native, invasive species identified.

h. Location of existing and proposed development, including all existing and proposed
structures, any areas of fill or excavation, stream or wetland crossings, alterations to
vegetation, or other afterations to the site’s natural state.

i. The location of natural features, proposed and existing structures, and other
proposed and existing improvements associated with lands wilhin 100 feel of the
Water Resource Protection Zone.

j. Proposed and existing land uses within 100 feet of the Water Resource Protection
Zone.

k. The location of temporary fencing and erosion control measures installed to prevent
encroachment and flow of matenal into the Water Resource Protection Zone, such as
sediment fencing and hay bales, etc. '

. North arrow and scale.
m. Sources of information (federal, state and local).

4. Mitigation Plan prepared in accordance with the requirements described in section
18.63.120. .

5. Management Plan prepared in accordance with Ihe requirements described in section
18.63.120.C., excepl a management plan is not required for residentially zoned lols occupied
only by asingle-family dwelling and accessory structures.

B. Building Permits and Development Activities. When approval of a planning action is nol
required, other permit applications for the construction of structures or other development activilies
on properties containing Water Resource Protection Zones shall be reviewed by the Staff Advisor
lo assure that Water Resource Protection Zones are accurately identified on a site plan and that
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Limited Activities and Uses or other site disiurbances will not be conducted within the Water
Resource Protection Zone.

1. Temporary Fencing and Erosion Control Measures - Temporary fencing and erosion

- control measures may be required to be installed to prevent encroachment and flow of
material or other debnis into the Water Resource Proteclion Zone and to otherwise prevent
impacts to the Water Resource Protection Zone by clearly identifying its boundaries. When
required, these measures shall be installed and site-verified by the Staff Advisor before any
permits are issued and prior to the commencement of excavation, grading, site clearing,
construction or similar site work resulting in changes to the land.

C. Required Information Waived - Determination. Applications under this chapter involving
properties containing a Water Resource Protection Zone shall accurately indicate the locations of
these features and all olher information as described and required above. The Staff Advisor may
waive one or more of the required elements of the site development plan map in section
18.63.110.A.3 if evidence is provided conclusivety demonstrating that proposed excavation,
grading, site clearing, consiruction or similar actions resulting in changes to the property are not
located within the boundaries of the Water Resource Protection Zone.

18.63.120 Mitigation Reguirements

A. Vegetation Preservation and Construction Staging. The following standards shall be
addressed in mitigation plans to protect vegetation identified for preservation and water resources
from sedimentation when construction activity is proposed within a Water Resources Protection

Zone,

1. Work areas on the immediate site shall be identified and marked to reduce damage to trees
and vegetation. Temporary construction fencing shall be placed at the drip line of trees
bordering lhe work area. No equipment maneuvering, staging or stockpiling shall occur
outside of designaled work areas.

2. Trees shall not be used as anchors for stabilizing equipment.

3. Slockpiling of soil, or soil mixed with vegelation, shall not be permitted in Water Resource
Protection Areas on a permanent basis. Temporary storage shall empldy erosion control
measures to ensure sediments are not transported to adjacent suiface waters.

4. Temporary erosion control measures shall be installed to prevent encroachment and flow of
runoff, material or other debris into the Water Resource. These measures shall be installed
prior to the commencement of excavation, grading, site clearing, construction or similar site
work resuiting in changes to the land. Access roads, staging areas, storage areas and other
areas of lemporary disturbance necessary lo complele the proposed activity shall be restored
as soon as possible, but not more than 90 days after aulhorized land disturbance. Erosion
control measures shall be in place concurrently with construction or establishment of the
proposed activity. Temporary measures used for initial erosion control shall not be left in place
permanently.
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B. Options for Satisfying Restoration and Enhancement Requirements in Mitigation Plans.
Mitigation plans are required to meel the standards in either lhe Prescriptive Oplion or Alternative
Oplion as follows.

1. Prescriptive Option The mitigation plan shall meet the following slandards.

a. Re-planting Timeline. Re-planting shall occur within 90 days of authorized land
disturbance.

b. Restoration Area Ratio. Disturbed areas shall be re-planted and an additional
area restored, re-planted and enhanced at a one square foot to one and a half square
feet (1:1.5) ratio {e.g. if 100 square feet of surface area is disturbed, 150 square feet
shall be restored, re-pianted and enhanced).

c. Local Native Plant Species Coverage. The Stream Bank Protection Zone shall
be a minimum of 50% plant coverage in local native plant species with the installation
of new trees only to consist of native trees (Figures 8, 9 and 10). The Wetland
Protection Zone shall be 100% plant coverage in local native plant species and in
accordance with local, state and federal approved management pfans. Local native
plant species for stream bank and wetland applications are identified on the City of
Ashland's Local Native Plant Species List. The use of noxious and invasive plants on
the City of Ashland’s Prohibited Plant List in Water Resource Protection Zones is

prohibited.
Stream Bank Protection Zone
50 fect 60 feet
- Topof :
¥ Bank
A \
§0% Native Shrubs & 100% Native Trees

Figure 8: Native Plant Requirements for Riparian Corridor Streams
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Stream Bank Protection Zone

49 feet 40 feet

Centerline

50% Native Shrubs & 100% Native Trees

Figure 9: Native Plant Requirements for Lacal Streams

Stream Bank Protection Zone

30 feat 30 feet
I
: Centerline

| == |

" 50% Native Shrubs & 100% Native Trees

Figure 10: Native Plant Requiréments for Intermiftent and Ephemeral Streams
d. Re-planting Priorities.

i. Priority shall be given to remaoval of noxious and invasive vegetation and
planting of local native plant species.

ii. Plant materials shall be located in such a manner as to maximize enhancement
and restoration of the Water Resource Protection Zone, with particular emphasis
on temperature reduction of watercourses, erosian cantrol, bank stabilization and
wildlife habitat enhancement.
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iii. Nearby riparian plant communifies should be used as a quide for developing a
re-vegetation plan.

e. Shrub and Tree Requirements. Re-planting shall include shrubs and tree canopy
layers in accordance with the following coverage and spacing requirements,.

i. Shrubs shall be planted and maintained lo provide a minimum of 50% tolal
coverage of the restored area within a five year period. The minimum planting
size shall be one gallon. Restoration areas that have existing vegetated under-
story consisting of healthy riparian shrubs that covers at least 50% of the
restoration area are considered compliant with the restoration standards for
under-story plantings.

ii. Canopy lrees shall be planted at 20-foot inlervals. The minimum planting size
shall be one inch caliper. All new trees shall be staked and protected by
deer/rodent-proof fencing. Restoration areas that have an existing vegetated tree
canopy consisting of healthy trees at least four inches d.b.h. and at an average
spacing of 20 feet on—center are considered compliant with the restoration
standards for trees. '

f. Erosion Control. Erosion control material such as muich, hay, jute-netting, or
comparable material shall be applied to protect disturbed, re-planted areas.
Disturbed areas shall be replanted so that fandscaping shall obtain 50% coverage
after one year and 80% coverage after five years.

0. Irrigation. New planlings shall be irrigated for a period of five years to ensure
establishment.

h. Performance. Local native plant species that do not survive the first two years
afier pfanting shall be replaced.

i. Landscape and Irrigation Plans. A miligation plan shall include landscape and
irigation plans, with details addressing the proposed plant species, variety, size of
plant materials, number of plants, timing of plantings, plant spacing and installation
methods. The landscape plan shall address the plant coverage by local native plant
species after five years.

2. Alternative Option —The mitigation plan shall address the following requirements, and
shall meet or exceed the standards in the Prescription Oplion in section 18.63.120B.1. The
Staff Advisor may require the mitigation plan to be prepared by a natural respurce
professional.

a. Assessment of Water Resource Protection Zone Structures, Functions and
Values, A mitigation.plan shall include an assessment of the struclures, functions and
values (i.e. water quality, flood contfrol, habilat, etc.) that will be adversely impacted by
the proposed alterations of the Water Resource Protection Zone and a clear
explanation of how these impacts are to be mitigated.
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b. Objectives and Standards of Mitigation. A mitigation plan shall state specific
plan objectives and establish clear and measurable standards for determining if
stated objectives have been accomplished. For example, the objective might be to
restore or enhance the shade canopy within a Siream Bank Protection Zone lo benefit
fish and reduce water temperature, while the standard might be a certain percentage
of shade canopy covesage at the end of one year and 100% shade canopy coverage
after three years. .

c. Mitigation Site/Grading Plan. A statement and detailed plan of the location,
elevation, and hydrology of the mitigation area, including a grading plan at two foot
contour intervals. For applications involving Wetland Protection Zones, the application
shall demonstrate that plants have adequate access (o site hydrology. For
applications involving Stream Bank Protection Zones, the grading plan shall identify
newly planted areas and include slope stabilizing measures to prevent erosion,
ensure vegetative coverage and limit plant mortality.

d. Landscape Plan. The Stream Bank Protection Zone shall be a minimum of 50%
plant coverage in local native plant species with the installation of new trees only to
consist of native trees (Figures 8, 9 and 10). The Wetland Protection Zone shall be
100% plant coverage in local native plant species and in accordance with local, state
and federal approved managemenl plans. Local native plant species for stream bank
and wetland applications are identified on the City of Ashland’s Local Native Plant
Species List. The use of noxious and invasive plants on the City of Ashland's
Prohibited Plant List in Water Rescurce Protection Zones is prohibited. The
landscape plan shall address the plant coverage by local nalive plant species after
five years, and shall be size and species-specific, with details addressing the timing of
plantings, proposed plant placement and plant spacing.

C. Management Plan. The applicant shall implement a management plan for the Water Resource
Protection Zone and resource areas under the applicant's ownership or control, including the
areas restored and enhanced to assure long term conservation and maintenance. The
management pfan shall detail proposed monitoring and maintenance, and shal! include a schedule
delinealing how completed projects will be monitored and reported to the Staff Advisor, The
management plan shall contain the following requirements.

1. The approved mitigation plan.

2. Idenlification of Waler Resources and Water Resource Protection Zone management
practices to be conducted and proposed intervals.

3. The following statements.

a. “There shall be no alteration of the Water Resource Protection Zones as delineated
and shown on the attached plan” (attach reduced plan).

b. “There shall be no alteration of the size, shape or design of an approved Water
Resource Protection Zone without prior approval by the City of Ashiand”.
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¢. "There shall be no amendment or change to this Management Plan without prior
approval of the City of Ashland".

4, Provisions for the ongoing removal and management of noxious or invasive vegetation and
debris. .

5. Provisions for lhe protection of protected plant and animal species in accordance with
recommendations from applicable state and federal agencies.

6. Specific provisions for city enforcement of the management plan.

7. Any additional measures deemed necessary to protect and maintain the structures,
functions and values of the Waler Resource Protection Zone (e.g. signage delineating
preservation boundaries).

8. Provisions for the perpetual protection and maintenance of the Water Resource and Water
Resource Protection Zone including but not limited to the following.

a. Recordation of a conservation easement or Conditions, Covenants, and
Restrictions {(CC&Rs) which prescribe the conditions and restrictions set forth in the
approved planning application, development permit, building permit, or proposed
public facilities plans, and any imposed by state or federal permits.

b. Transler of the ownership and maintenance responsibilities for the area to a willing
public agency, non-profit association or private conservation organization with a
recorded conservation easement prescribing the conditions and reslrictions set forth
in the approved planning application, development permit, building permit, or
proposed public facilities plans, and any imposed by state or federal permits.

c. Other mechanisms addressing long-term protection, maintenance and mitigation
consistenl with the purposes and requirements of this ordinance as deemed
appropriate and acceplable by the approval authority.

D. A Performance Guaranteae. In general, mitigation shall be implemented prior to or concurrently
with the project. The approval authority may require a performance bond or similar monetary
insurance of up to 110% of the proposal's cost to guarantee that the mitigation proposal will be
carried out as approved, and to ensure that the objectives are met through demonstration of
compliance with measurable standards and that the site will be maintained to keep the Water
Resource functioning properly.

"18.63.130 Map Errors and Adjustments

A. Map Errors and Adjustments. The Staff Advisor may authorize a correction to a wetland on
the Water Resources Map when the applicant has shown that a mapping error has occurred and
the error has been verified by the Oregon Department of State Lands {DSL). Delineations verified
by DSL shall be used to automatically update the Water Resources Map and record the wetland
delineation document. No formal variance application or plan amendment is required for map
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corrections where an approved delineation with a DSL letter of concurrence is provided.
Approved delineations shall be subject to the terms of expiration set forth in the DSL approval.

18.63.140 Enforcement and Penalties

A. Fine. A violation of any provision of this chapter, a permit issued under this chapter or any
condition of a permit issued under this chapter shall be a violation as defined by General Penalty
Chapter 1.08 and punishable by a fine as set forth in that section.

B. Mitigation and Management. Within 30 days of notification by the City of Ashland Planning
Division of a violation of a provision of this chapter or any condition of a permit issued under this
chapter, mitigation shall be required and the Staff Advisor may require the property owner to
submit a miligation plan prepared by a natural resource professional and in accordance with
section 18.63.120.B.

C. Enforcement Fee. In addition to a fine, the court may impose an enforcement fee as
restitution for the enforcement costs incurred by the City. This fee may be imposed upon any
person who violates any provision of this chapter or who violates any permit or condition of any
issued permit under this chapter. The fee shall be in an amount established by resolution of the
City Council,
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ORDINANCE NO. J94§

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE ASHLAND LAND USE ORDINANCE
PHYSICAL & ENVIRONMENTAL CONSTRAINTS CHAPTER (AMC 18.62) AND
PROCEDURES CHAPTER (AMC 18.108), CONCERNING CONSISTENCY WITH
NEW CHAPTER AMC 18.63, WATER RESOURCE PROTECTION ZONES, AND

RESERVATION OF REGULATIONS FOR PURPOSES OF CLAIMS.

Annotated to show dsletions and additions to the code sections being modified.
Deletions are bold lined-through and additions are in bold underline.

WHEREAS, Article 2. Section 1 of the Ashland City Charter provides:

Powers of the City The- City shall have all powers which the constitutions,
statutes, and common law of the United States and of this State expressly or
impliedly grant or allow municipalities, as fully as though this Charter specifically
enumerated each of those powers, as well as all powers not inconsistent with the
foregoing; and, in addition thereto, shall possess all powers hereinafter
specifically granted. All the authority thereof shall have perpetual succession.

WHEREAS, the above referenced grant of power has been interpreted as affording all
legislative powers home rule constitutional provisions reserved to Oregon Cities. City of
Beaverton v. International Ass'n of Firefighters, Local 1660, Beaverton Shop 20 Or.
App. 293; 531 P 2d 730, 734 (1975); and

WHEREAS, the City of Ashland Planning Commission considered the above-referenced
recommended amendments to the Ashland Municipal Code at a duly advertised public
hearing on November 6, 2008 and following deliberations recommended approval of the
amendments; and

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City .of Ashland conducted a duly advertised public
hearing on the above-referenced amendments on April 21, 2009, and on several
additional public hearing continuance dates, and ;

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Ashland, following the close of the public
hearing and record, deliberated and conducted first and second readings approving
adoption of the Ordinance in accordance with Article 10 of the Ashland City Charter;
and

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Ashland has determined that in order to
protect and benefit the health, safety and welfare of existing and future residents of the
City, it is necessary to amend the Ashland Land Use Ordinance in manner proposed,
that an adequate factual base exists for the amendments, the amendments are
consistent with the comprehensive plan and that such amendments are fully supported
by the record of this proceeding.
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THE PEOPLE OF THE CITY OF ASHLAND DO ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. The above recitations are true and correct and are incorporated herein
by this reference.

SECTION 2. Chapter 18.62 (section index) of the Ashland Municipal Code
[PHYSICAL & ENVIRONMENTAL CONSTRAINTS] is hereby amended to read as
follows:

Chapter 18.62
PHYSICAL & ENVIRONMENTAL CONSTRAINTS

SECTIONS:

18.62.010 Purpose and Intent.

18.62.020 Regulations Where Regulations Apply.
18.62.030 Definitions.

18.62.040 Approval and Permit Required.
18.62.050 Land Classifications.

18.62.060 Official Maps. .
18.62.070 Development Standards for Flood plaln Corridor Lands.
landards—fer—mpaﬂanﬁesewaﬂon—l:ands

18.62.080 Development Standards for Hillside Lands.

18.62.090 Development Standards for Wildfire Lands.

18.62.100 Development Standards for Severe Constraint Lands.
18.62.110 Density Transfer.

18.62.130 Penalties.

SECTION 3. Section 18.62.020 of the Ashland Municipal Code [PHYSICAL &
ENVIRONMENTAL CONSTRAINTS - Regulations] is hereby amended to read as
follows:

SECTION 18.62.020 Where Regulations Apply -Regulations.

The type of regulation applicable to the land depends upon the classification in which the
land s placed, as provided in Section 18.62.050. H-these—regulations—sonflict-with
other—regilations—of-the-Gity-ef-Ashland's-Municipal Code—the-meore-stringent-of
the-tworegulations—shal-gevern. _Where this Chapter and any other ordinance,

easement, covenant or deed restriction conflict or overlap, whichever imposes the
more stringent restrictions shall prevail. It is likely that there will be some overlap
between the requlations in this Chapter and those in Chapter 18.63 Water
Resources, Where two (2) requlations are in conflict, the most stringent shall

overn.

SECTION 4. Sections 18.62.040A — C of the Ashland Municipal Code [PHYSICAL &
ENVIRONMENTAL CONSTRAINTS — Approval and Permit Required] are hereby
amended to read as follows:

Page 2 of 9



SECTION 18.62.040 Approval and Permit Required.
A Physical Constraints Review Permit is required for the following activities:

A. Development, as defined in 18.62.030.D, in areas identified as Flood plain Corridor
Land, Riparian-Preserve, Hillside Land, or Severe Constraint land.

B. Tree removal, as defined in 18.62.030. RT in areas Identified as Flood plain

Corridor Land and Riparian-Preserve.

C. Commercial logging, in areas identified as Flood plain Corridor Land, Riparian
Preserve, Hillside Land, or Severe Constraint Land.

SECTION 5. Section 18.62.050 of the Ashland Municipal Code [PHYSICAL &
ENVIRONMENTAL CONSTRAINTS — Land Classifications] is hereby amended to read
as follows:

SECTION 18.62.050 Land Classifications.

The following factors shall be used to determine the classifications of various lands and
their constraints 10 building and development on them:

A. Flood plain Corridor Lands - Lands with potential stream flow and flood hazard. The
following lands are classified as Flood plain Corridor lands:
1. All land contained within the 100 year Fiood plaln as defined by the Federal
Flood Insurance Program, and in maps adopted by Chapter 15.10 of the Ashland
Municipal Code.
2. Allland within the area defined as Flood plain Corridor land in maps adopted by
the Council as provided for in section 18.62.060.
3. Alltands which have physical or historical evidence of flooding in the historical
past.
4. All areas within 20 feet (horizontal distance) of any Stream ereek-designated
fer-identified as a Riparian Preservation Creek in-18-62.050-B-and-depicted-as

such-on-maps-adopted by the-Council-as previded-forin-on the Physical and
Environmental Constraints Floodplain Corridor Lands maps adopted pursuant
to seclion 18.62.060

5. All areas within ten feet (horizontal distance) of any stream drainage-channel
identified as a Land Drainage Corridor depicted-oen-maps-adopted by the
Council on the Physical and Environmental Constraints Floodplain Corridor

Lands maps adopted pursuant to section 18.62.060 but-hotdesignated-as
Riparian-Preservation.

hsted-en—um—ﬂhysmal—and—Emonmental—cens#mMs—Oveﬁay-Maps#elmm

) 1 1 H

G B. Hillside Lands - Hillside Lands are fands which are subject to damage from
erosion and slope failure, and include areas which are highly visible from other
portions of the city. The following lands are classified as Hillside Lands:
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1. All areas defined as Hillside Lands on the Physical Constraints Overlay map and
which have a slope of 25 % percent or greater.

BC. Wildfire Lands - Lands with potential of wildfire. The following lands are classified

as Wildfire Lands:
1. All areas defined as wildfire Iands on the Physical Constraints Qverlay map.

ED. Severe Constraint Lands - ands with severe development characteristics which
gererally limit normal development. The following lands are classified as Severe
Constraint Lands:

1. All areas which are within the floodway channels, as defined in Chapter 15.10.
2. Alllands with a slope greater than 35 % percent.

EE. Ciassifications Cumulative. The above classifications are cumulative in their
effect and, if a parcel of land falls under two or more classifications, it shall be
subject to the regulations of each classification. Those restrictions applied shall
pertain only to those portions of the land being developed and not necessarily to the

whole parcel.

SECTION 6. Section 18.62.070 of the Ashland Municipal Code [PHYSICAL &
ENVIRONMENTAL CONSTRAINTS — Development Standards for Flood Plain Corridor
Lands] is hereby amended to read as follows:

SECTION 18.62.070 Development Standards for Flood plain Corridor Lands.
For all land use actions which could result in development of the Flood plain Corridor,
the following is required in addition to any requirements of Chapter 15.10:

A. Standards for fill in Flood plain Corridor lands:
1. Fill shall be designed as required by the International Building Code and
International Residential Code, where applicable.
2. The toe of the fill shall be kept at least ten feet outside of floodway channels, as
defined  in section 15.10, and the fill shall not exceed the angle of repose of the
material used for fill.
3. The amount of fill in the Flood plain Corridor shall be kept to a minimum. Fill and
other material imported from off the lot that could displace floodwater shall be
limited to the following:

a. Poured concrete and other materials necessary to build perm:tted structures
on the lot.

b. Aggregale base and paving materials, and fill associated with approved
public and private street and driveway construction.

¢. Plants and other landscaping and agricultural materlal.

d. " A total of 50 cubic yards of other imported fill material.

e. The above limits on fill shall be measured from April 1989, and shall not
exceed the above amounts. These amounts are the maximum cumulative fill
that can be imported onto the site, regardless of the number of permits
issued.

4. If additional fill is necessary beyond the permitted amounts in (3) above, then fill
materials must be obtained on the lot from cutting or excavation only to the
extent necessary lo create an elevated sile for permitted development. All
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additional fill material shall be obtained from the portion of the lot in the Flood
plain Corridor.

5. Adequate drainage shall be provided for the stability of the fill.

6. Fill to raise elevations for a building site shall be located as close to the outside
edge of the Flood plain Corridor as feasible.

. Gulverting—or-bridging-Stream crossing for streets, access or utilities of any
waterway or stream ereek identified on the official maps adopted pursuant to section
18.62.060 must be designed by an engineer. Stream crossings shall be designed 1o
the standards of Chapter 15.10, or where no floodway has been identified, to pass a
one hundred (100) year flood without any increase in the upstream flood height
elevation. The engineer shall consider in the design the probability that the crossing
ctivert will be blocked by debris in a severe flood, and accommodate expected
overflow. The crossing shall be at right angles to the stream channel to the
greatest extent possible. Fill for culverting-and bridging stream crossings shall
be kept to the minimum necessary to achieve property access, but is exempt from
the limitations in section (A} above. Gulverting-or-bridging-of streams-identified
as Riparian-Rreservation-are- subject to-the requiroments 0£18.62.076-

. Non-residential structures shall be flood-proof to the standards in Chapter 15.10 to
one foot above the elevation contained in the maps adopted by chapter 15.10, or up
to the elevation contained in the official maps adopted by section 18.62.060,
whichever height is greater. Where no specific elevations exist, then they must be
floodproofed to an elevation of ten feet above the ereek stream channei on Ashland,
Bear or Neil Creek; to five feet above the ereek-stream channel on all other Riparian
Preserve-sreeks-Preservation Creeks defined-in-section18.62.050.B identified
on the official maps adopted pursuant to section 18.62.060; and three feet above

the stream channel on all other drainage—ways—identified Land Drainage
Corridors identified on the official maps adopted pursuant to section 18.62.060.

. All residential structures shall be elevated so that the lowest habitable floor shall be
raised to one foot above the elevation contained in the maps adopted in chapter
15.10, or to the elevation contained in the official maps adopted pursuant to by
section 18.62.060, whichever height is greater. Where no specific elevations exist,
then they must be constructed at an elevation of ten feet above the ereek stream
chanrel on Ashland, Bear, or Neil Creek; to five feet above the sreek stream
channel on all other Riparian Preserve cresks Preservation Creeks defined-in
sesction-18-62.050.-B identified on the official maps adopted pursuant to section
18.62.060; and three feet above the stream channel on all other drainage-ways
identified—Land Drainage Corridors identified on the official maps adopted
pursuant to section 18.62.060, or one foot above visible evidence of high flood
water flow, whichever is greater. The elevation of the finished lowest habitable floor
shall be certified to the city by an engineer or surveyor prior to issuance of a
certificate of occupancy for the structure.

. To the maximum extent feasible, structures shall be placed on other than Flood plain
Corridor Lands. In the case where development is permitted in the Flood plain
corridor area, then development shall be limited to that area which would have the
shallowest flooding.
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Exisling lols with buildable land outside the Flood plain Corridor shall locate all
residential struclures outside the Corridor land, unless 50% or more of the lot is
within the Flood plain Corridor. For residential uses proposed for existing lots that
have more than 50% of the lot in Corridor land, structures may be located .on that
portion of the Flood plain corridor that is two feet or less below the flood elevations
on the official maps, but in no case closer than 20 feet to the channel of a Riparian
Preservation Creek identified on the official maps adopted pursuant to section
18.62.060. Construction shall be subject to the requirements in paragraph D above.

. New non-residential uses may be Iocated on that portion of Flood plain Corridor
lands that equal 1o or above the flood elevations on the official maps adopted in
section 18.62.060. Second story construction may be cantilevered or supported by
pillars that will have minimal impact on the flow of floodwaters over the Flood plain
corridor for a distance of 20 feet if it does not impact riparian vegetation, and the
clearance from finished grade is at least ten feet in height;-and-have-minimal

impact-on-the-flow-of floodwaters. The finished floor elevation may not be more

than two feet below the flood corridor elevations.

. All lots modified by lot line adjustments, or new lots created from [ots which contain
Flood plain Corridor land must contain a building envelope on all lot(s) which
contain(s) buildable area of a sufficient size to accommodate the uses permitled in
the underling zone, unless the action is for open space or conservation purposes.
This section shall apply even if the effect Is to prohibit further division of lots that are
larger than the minimum size permitted in the zoning ordinance.

Basements.
1. Habitable basements are not permitted for new or existing structures or additions

located  within the Flood plain Corridor.
2. Non-habitable basements, used for storage, parking, and similar uses are
permitted for residential structures but must be flood-proofed to the standards

of Chapter 15.10.

Storage of petroleum products, pesticides, or other hazardous or toxic chemicals is
not permitted in Floed plain Corridor lands.

. F tr I ' -!I . 29 E l F . R' £ p l. c I

Fences shall be located and constructed in

accordance with section 18.63.060.B. 3. Fences shall not be constructed across
any waterway or stream identified on the official maps adopted pursuant to

section 18.62.060 MH&MW

Fences shall not be constructed within any designated floodway.

Decks and structures other than buildings, if constructed on Flood ptain Corridor
Lands and at or below the levels specified in section 18.62.070.C and D, shall be
flood-proofed to the standards contained in Chapter 15.10,

. Local streets and utility connections to developments in and adjacent to the Flood
plain Corridor shall be located outside of the Flood plain Corridor, except for crossing
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the Corridor, and excepl as provided for in Chapter 18.63 Water Resource
Protection Zones, or in the Bear-Greek Flood plain corridor as outlined below:

1. Public streel construction may be allowed within the Bear Creek Flood plain
corridor as part of development following the adopted North Mountain
Neighborhood Plan. This exception shall only be permitted for that section of
the Bear Creek Flood plain corridor between North Mountain Avenue and the
Nevada Street right-of-way. The new street shall be constructed in the general
location as indicated on the neighborhood plan map, and in the area generally
described as having the shallowest potential for flooding within the corridor.

2. Proposed development that is not in accord with the North Mountain

Neighborhood Plan shall not be permitted to utilize this exception. -

SECTION 7. Section 18.62.075 of the Ashland Municipal Code [PHYSICAL &
ENVIRONMENTAL CONSTRAINTS — Development Standards for Riparian
Preservation Lands] is hereby amended to read as follows:

SECTION 8. Section 18.108.040. A 2. of the Ashland Municipal Code [TYPE |
PROCEDURE, Miscellaneous Actions] —is hereby amended to read as follows:

SECTION 18.108.040 Type | Procedure.

LA

2. Miscellaneous Actions.

a. Amendments or modification to conditions of approval for Type | planning actions.

b. Amendment or modification to conditions of approval for Type !l actions where the
modification involves only changes to tree removal and/or building envelopes.
planning actions.

Physical and Environmental Constraints Review permits as allowed in Chapter 18.62.
Tree removal permits as required by Section 18.61.042(D).

Limited Activities and Use permits as allowed in Chapter 18.63.

Water Resource Protection Zone Reductions of up to 25% as allowed in

_ Chapter 18.63.

o an

SECTION 9. Section 18.108.050. A. of the Ashland Municipal Code [TYPE I}
PROCEDURES] —is hereby amended to read as follows:
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SECTION 18.108.050 Type |l Procedure.

A. Actions Included. The following planning actions shall be subject to the Type |l

Procedure:

1. All Conditional Use Permits not subject to a Type | procedure.

2. Al variances not subject to the Type [ procedure.

3. Outline Plan for subdivisions under the Performance Standard Options (AMC
Chapter 18.88). )

4. Preliminary Plat for subdivisions under the standard subdivision code (AMC
Chapter 18.80).

5. Final Plan approval for all subdivision requests under the Performance Standard
Options not requiring Outline Plan approval.

6. Water Resource Protection Zone Reductions greater than 25% and up to 50%
as allowed in Chapter 18.63,
7. Hardship Variances as allowed in Chapter 18.63.
68. Any appeal of a Staff Advisor decision, including a Type | Planning Action or
Interpretation of the Ashland Land Use Code.
79. Any other planning action not designated as subject to the Type | or Type IH
Procedure.

SECTION 10. Note: Reservation of Existing Regulations for Purposes of Claims.

Notwithstanding that existing land use regulations are being amended and/or repealed
in this Ordinance and that those amendments and/or repeals shall be reflected in the
Codification of the Ashland Municipal Code, the amendments and/or repeals
implemented by this ordinance shall not be effective for purposes of claims against the
City of Ashland, including but not limited to regulatory taking and Measure 49 claims.
Notwithstanding the amendments and/or appeals shown herein, existing regulations
that are shown as amended or repealed in this Ordinance shall continue in full force and
effect with regard to any claim filed, and shall stand behind the new or amended
regulations should the new or amended regulations be set aside. The City Recorder
shall maintain a copy of the existing 18.62 regulations without the amendments and
repeals implemented by this ordinance for purposes of future claims and shall place a
note in Section 18.110 [Measure 49] indicating the reservation of existing ordinances for
purposes of claims. :

SECTION 11. Severability. The sections, subsections, paragraphs and clauses of this
ordinance are severable. The invalidity of one section, subsection, paragraph, or clause
shall not affect the validity of the remaining sections, subsections, paragraphs and
clauses.’

SECTION 12. Savings. Notwithstanding this amendment/repeal, the City ordinances
in existence at the time any criminal or civil enforcement actions or other actions as
required by state law, were commenced_shall remain valid and in fult force and effect for
purposes of all cases filed or commenced during the times said ordinance(s) or portions
thereof were operative. This section simply clarifies the existing situation that nothing in

Page 8 of 9



this Ordinance affects the validity of prosecutions or applications commenced and
continued under the laws in effect at the time the matters were originally filed.

SECTION 13. Codification. Provisions of this Ordinance shall be incorporated in the
City Code and the word “ordinance” may be changed to “code”, “article”, "section”, or
another word, and the sections of this Ordinance may be renumbered, or re-lettered,
provided however that any Whereas clauses and boilerplate provisions (i.e. Sections 1,
11-13) need not be codified and the City Recorder is authorized to correct any cross-
references and any typographical errors, including specifically changing the words
“flood plain” to “floodplain” throughout the code.

The foregoing ordinance was first read by title only in accgrdance with Article X,
Section 2(C) of the City Charter on the day of , 2009,
and duly PASSED and ADOPTED this day of , 2008.

/é/%« N e

Barbara M. Christensen, City Recorder

SIGNED and APPROVED this /> day of%ﬁoog.

n Stromberg, MayoH

-Reviewed as to form:

Dol

Richard Appicellct,lg:ity Attorney

Page 9 of 9



ORDINANCE NO. aq q [/i

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE CITY OF ASHLAND COMPREHENSIVE
_PLAN CHAPTER IV, [ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES] TO ADD A NEW
AND UPDATED RESOURCE MAPS AND ADOPTING THE LOCAL WETLANDS
INVENTORY AS A SUPPORTING DOCUMENT

Annotated to show deletions and additions to the code sections being modified.

Deletions are bold lined-through and additions are in bold underline.

WHEREAS, Article 2. Section 1 of the Ashland City Charter provides:

Powers of the City The City shall have all powers which the constitutions,
statutes, and common law of the United States and of this State expressly or
impliedly grant or allow municipalities, as fully as though this Charter specifically
enumerated each of those powers, as well as all powers not inconsistent with the
foregoing; and, in addition thereto, shall possess all powers hereinafter
specifically granted. All the authority thereof shall have perpetual succession.

WHEREAS, the above referenced grant of power has been interpreted as affording all
legislative powers home rule constitutional provisions reserved to Oregon Cities. City of
Beaverton v. International Ass'n of Firefighters, Local 1660, Beaverton Shop 20 Or.
App. 293; 531 P 2d 730, 734 (1975); and

WHEREAS, the City of Ashland Planning Commission considered the above-referenced
recommended amendments to the Ashland Municipal Code at a duly advertised public
hearing on October 28, 2008 and following deliberations recommended approval of the
amendments; and

WHEREAS, the City Counci! of the City of Ashland conducted a duly advertised public
hearing on the above-referenced amendments on April 21, 2009, and on several
additional public hearing continuance dates; and

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Ashland, following the close of the public
hearing and record, deliberated and conducted first and second readings approving
adoption of the Ordinance in accordance with Article 10 of the Ashland City Charter;
and

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Ashland has determined that in order to
protect and benefit the health, safety and welfare of existing and future residents of the
City, it is necessary to amend the Ashland Comprehensive Plan in manner proposed,
that an adequate factual base exists for the amendments, the amendments are
consistent with the comprehensive plan and that such amendments are fully supported
by the record of this proceeding.

THE PEOPLE OF THE CITY OF ASHLAND DO ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:
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SECTION 1. The above recitations are true and correct and are incorporated herein
by this reference.

SECTION 2. The City of Ashland Comprehensive Plan; Chapter IV,
[ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES] is hereby amended to add the 2009 Ashland Water
Resources Map, attached hereto as Exhibit A, and made a part hereof by this reference.

SECTION 3. The City of Ashland Comprehensive Plan, Chapter IV,
[ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES] is hereby amended to replace the existing Physical
and Environmental Constraints Floodplain Map with a new 2009 Physical and
Environmental Constraints Floodplain Map Ashland Water Resources Map, attached
hereto as Exhibit B, and made a part hereof by this reference.

SECTION 4 The City of Ashland Comprehensive Plan, Chapter |V,
[ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES] is hereby amended to add as a support document
1o the Comprehensive Pian, Ashland Local Wetlands inventory, attached hereto as
Exhibit C, and made a part hereof by this reference.

SECTION 5. Severability. The sections, subsections, paragraphs and clauses of this
ordinance are severable. The invalidity of one section, subsection, paragraph, or clause
shall not affect the validity of the remaining sections, subsections, paragraphs and
clauses. .

SECTION 6. Codification. Provisions of this Ordinance shall be incorporated in the
City Comprehensive Plan and the word “ordinance” may be changed to “code”, “article”,
“section”, or another word, and the sections of this Ordinance may be renumbered, or
re-lettered, provided however that any Whereas ¢lauses and boilerplate provisions (i.e.
Sections 1, 5-6) need not be codified and the City Recorder is authorized to correct any
cross-references and any typographical errors.

The foregoing ordinance was first read by title only in accordance with Article X,
Section ) of the City Charter onthe /7 day of ‘ , 2009,

and PASSED and ZOPT%WS /S dayof M 2009.

Barbara M. Christensen, City Recorder

SIGNED and APPROVED this /!‘/day of MO
Q

ohn Stromberg, Mayor

Reviewed as iq form;
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Ore On Department of State Lands

) 775 Summer Street NIE, Suite 100
Theodore R. Kulongoski, Governar Salemn, OR 97301-1279
(503) 378-3805

FAX (503) 378-4844

www.oregonstatelands.us.

State Land Board

March 21, 2007
Theodore R. Kulongoski

Governor
John Morrison, Mayor . )
City of Ashiand Secratary ot S
20 East Main Street
Ashland, OR 97520 Randall Bdwards
State Treasurer

Re: Approval of the City of Ashland Local Wetlands Inventory and Assessment

Dear Mayor Morrison:

| am pleased to notify you that the Department of State Lands (DSL) has
approved your Local Wetlands Inventory (LWI) and assessment. We appreciate
your planning staff and the wetland consultant working with our staff to ensure
that the inventory meets state LWI requirements (OAR 141-86-180 to 240) and
the city’s needs. The final inventory requirement is for the city to notify property
owners with wetlands mapped on their property within 120 days of this approval.
Please provide us with a copy of the landowner notification, once completed,

indicating the date of notification. '

Approval by DSL means that the LWI becomes part of the Statewide Wetlands
inventory. The LWI must now be used by the city instead of the Nationali
Wetlands Inventory for the Wetland Land Use Notification Process (ORS
227.350). The LWI and functional assessment also form the foundation for your
wetland planning under Statewide Planning Goal 5, and the LWI must be
adopted by the city per the Goal 5 requirements. Please note when significant
wetlands are designated by the city, “non-significant” wetlands may be coded to
distinguish them from “significant wetlands,” but must not be removed from the
approved LWI| maps. These wetlands are still subject to state and federal permit

.regquirements.

While considerable effort has been made to accurately identify most wetlands
within the study area, DSL’s approval does not guarantee that all regulated
wetlands have been mapped. The mapped wetland boundaries are estimated
boundaries, they have not been surveyed, and there are inherent limitations in
mapping accuracy. DSL advises persons proposing land alteration on parcels
containing mapped wetlands to contact DSL or obtain a wetland boundary
delineation by a qualified consultant and submit it to DSL for approval prior to the

land alteration.


http://www.oregonsta

John Morrison, Mayo..
March 21, 2007
Page 2

it will be important to annotate your map A(and associated database, if any) as
new wetland delineations are completed and approved by DSL in order to keep
your L WI updated. Future wetland delineation report approvals will be provided to

the planning department.

We are pleased that the City of Ashland has conducted a thorough wetlands
inventory and has made wetland planning a high priority. We look forward to
working with you and your staff as you continue on the Goal 5 wetland planning
effort. Please feel free to contact Peter Ryan at extension 232, with any
questions you may have about the LWI or its use.

Sincerely,

o

Louise Solliday
Director

cc: Bitl Molnar, Planning Manager, City of Ashland
John Renz, DLCD
Stacy Benjamin, SWCA
Yvonne Vallette, EPA
Jim Goudzwaard & Benny Dean, Corps of Engineers (enclosure}

John Marshall, FWS, Portland Field Office
Patty Snow, QODFW

Bill Kirchner, FWS Regional Office

Bob Lobdell, DSL

Kevin Moynahan, DSL
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Summary

SWCA Environmental Consuitants' {Fishman/SWCA), conducted a Local Wetlands
Inventory and Assessment and Riparian Corridor Inventory for the City of Ashlaud. The
study area included the Ashland city limits and urban growth boundary, Total study area
boundary acreage is 4,959 acres or 7.75 square miles.

Fourteen wetland units (W1 — W14) were inventoried and assessed. Eight of these i3
units (W1, Wd, W5, W6, W7, W11, W12 and W13) were not previously mapped in the
National Wetlands Inventory or the City's GIS database. Eleven wetland units were
associated with streams or were hydrologically connected 1o a stream via roadside or
agricultural drainage ditches. Three (W2, W8 and W9) wetlands did not contain a surface
water connection to a stream or other wetland and were therefore determined to be
isolated. Total wetland acreage within the study area was calculated to be 28.31 acres.

Locally significant wetlands were identified using the Oregon Freshwater Wetland
Assessment Method {OFWAM). Significance was determined based on a wetland's
ability to provide high function in one or more of the following categories: wildlife
habitat, fish habitat, water quality or hydrologic control, or the wetland's ability to
provide medium water guality function if located within (.25 mile of a DEQ water
quality listed stream. Eleven wetland units were determined to be locally significant. The
Ashland Demonstration Wetlands (W2) were not designated as locally significant due to
their creation for the purpose of wastewater weatment per QAR 141-086-350(1). The
Billings Ranch wetland (W3) and the Washington Street wetland (W11) were determined

to be non-locally significant,

All riparian corridors were inventoried to evaluate general stream characteristics and
hydrology, adjacent landform, and vegetation. Significant riparian corridors were
determined using the Goal 5 Safe Harbor criteria. Riparian corridors along streams
identified by the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife as being fish-bearing were
determined to be significant according to the Safe Harbor criteria. Significant riparian
conridors in the study area include Ashiand Creek, Bear Creek, Emigrant Creek, Kitchen

Creek, Neil Creek, and Tolman Creek.

Further information is included in the accompanying report, and the reader is referred to
the appendices for wetland and riparian summary sheets, wetland sample plot data,

OFWAM dara sheets and other information.

' The Portland, Oregon office of SWCA Environmental Consultants was acquired from
Fishman Environmental Services in 2004.
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Project Purpose

The City of Ashland is required to update their Comprehensive Plan under periodic
review for Goal 5 wetland resources. The Goal 5 rule requires the City to inventory its
natural resources according o the general inventory process outlined in OAR 660-023-
0030 as well as specific guidelines for wetlands (660-023-0100) and riparian corridors
(OAR 660-023-0090), Fishman Environmental Services, a Division of SWCA
Envirommental Consultants [Fishman/SWCA), conducted a Local Wetlands Inventory
(LWI) and Riparian Corridor Inventory (RCI) for the City of Ashland to meet statewide
planning Goal 5 requirements. The LWI was prepared to meet the Departiment of State
Lands (formerly the Division of State Lands) Local Wetlands Inventory Standards and
Guidelines (OAR 141-086-0180 through 141-086-0240; effective July 1, 200!).
Significant riparian corridors were mapped using the Safe Harbor criteria identified under
OAR 660-023-0090(5). The LWI and RCI are required to be submitted to the Oregon
Departrnent of State Lands (DSL) and the Department of Land Conservation and
Development (DLCD) for review and approval before they can be adopted by the City
and used to develop a tand use program to conserve and protect significant Goal §

resgurces.
Background Information

Study Area

The study area for the Local Wetlands Inventory and Riparian Corridor Inventory
includes the City of Ashland city limits and the urban growth boundary. Total study area
boundary acreage is 4,959 acres or 7.75 square miles. The study area is Jocated in
Township 38 South, Range | East, Sections 31, 32, and 33 and Township 39 South,
Range | East, Sections 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 22, and 23. An jndex
map of the study area is included in Appendix i. The stndy area is contained on 12 base

maps.

Drainage Basin
The City of Ashland is located within the Rogue River basin. The study aree is contained

entirely within the Bear Creek watershed. The study area contains twoe major drainages:
Bear Creek in the north and Ashland Creek in the west.

Topography

Topography of the study area consists of steeply sloped foothills in the south, a relatively
flat central portion that is highly developed, and the Bear Creek floodpiain in the north.
Streams in the higher elevation areas are confined within steep V-shaped drainages, and
streams in lower elevation areas are typically confined within a well-defined stream
channel. Therefore, stream-associated wetlands are generally either not present or are
limited to a narrow fringe along the stream channel. Fishman/SWCA obtained two-foot
contours of the study area from the City of Ashland. Two-foot contours were not
available for the northwest portion of the study area in Sections 31 and 32,

City of Ashland Local Wetlands & Riparian Corridor Inventory & Assessment, July 20035, revised February 2007
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Vegetation
Wetland indicator status is according to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service National List

of Plant Species that Occur in Wetlands: Northwest (Region 9).

Soils
Soils were mapped in the Soil Survey of Jackson County Area, Oregon (USDA SCS

1993). The vast majority of the study area is mapped as containing hydric soil inclusions.
The only area of mapped hydric soils in the study area is located afong Kitchen Creek.

National Wetlands Inventory & Previous Wetland Inventory

Approximately fifty wetlands were mapped in the National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) on
the Ashland, Oregon NWI quadrangle. A few mapped wetlands are associated with
streams, but the majority of wetlands appear to be isolated. A field survey of Ashland’s
wetlands was conducted by two Southern Oregon University students in 1990, The 1990
study area generally coincided with the study area of the present inveatory, with the
exception of that the previous inventory did not include the area located outside the City
limits and inside the UGB in Sections 5, 31, and 32. The 1990 inventory focused almost
exclusively on field verifying the presence of NWI-mapped wetlands, collecting samnple

plot data, and photodocumenting the wetlands.

Floodplain

The floodplain was mapped by the Federal Emergency Management Agency on the
Flood Insurance Rate Map for the City of Ashland, Oregon. A 100-year floodplain is
mapped along Ashland, Bear, Clay, Emigrant, Hamilton, and Neil creeks. The City of
Ashland modified the FEMA floodplain boundaries following the 1997 flood, including

mapping the 100-year floodplain adjacent to Cemetery Creek.

Department of State Lands Files
Fishman/SWCA obtained copies of wetland determinations, delineations, and permit

applications within the study area from the Departmeni of State Lands. A list of the DSL
files obtained along with their approximate locations and current status of these wetlands
is included im Appendix 2. Wetland delineation boundaries from maps included in DSL
files were hand mapped onto aerial photograph base maps and were field verified where

permission to access was graited.

Aerial Photographs & GIS Data
Fishman/SWCA obtained black and white aerial photographs dated April 16, 1998,

which showed spring hydrology, and color aerial photographs dated July 2001 from the
City of Ashland. The 1998 aerial photos were previously used by the City of Ashland
Geographic Information Department to prepare a Geographic Information System (GIS)
layer of streams, ditches and ponds in the study area,
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Scope of Work

Local Wetlands Inventory
A Local Wetlands Inventory has been prepared in accordance with the Department of

State Lands Local Wetlands Inventory Standards and Guidelines (QAR 141-086-0180
through 141-086-0240; effective July 1; 2001). Fishman/SWCA mapped all wetlands
greater than 0.5 acre according to the LWI rules. The approximate locations of many
wetlands less than 0.5 acre in size were also mapped. These small wetlands are identified
as “possible wetlands” on the LWI maps. Many isolated man-made ponds are present in
the study area, most of which are less than 0.5 acre. Man-made ponds were also included
on the LWI maps. Mapping protocol follows the DSL L.WI rules and wetland boundaries
have been digitized in an ESRI-compatible format for use by the City and DSL.

Wetland Assessment and Determination of Locally Significant Wetlands
Wetlands greater than 0.5 acre in size have been assessed using the Oregon Freshwater
Wetland Assessment Method (OFWAM) as required by the LWI rules, The OFWAM
assessment consisted of evaluating Wildlife Habitat, Fish Habitat, Water Quality, and
Hydrologic Control functions. Per the Department of State Lands Administrative Rules
for Identifyiug Significant Wetlands (OAR 141-86-300 through 14[-86-350), if' the
assessed wetland unit provided diverse wildlife habitat, intact fish habitat, intact water
quality function, or intact hydrologic control function, then the wetland was determined

to be significant,

Wetlands not meeting the significance criterion based wpon the QFWAM assessment
were also evaluated according to the other criteria for detennining Locally Significant
Wetlands established by DSL. These criteria include (but are not limited to): the wetland
or a portion of the wetland is within a horizontal distance less than one-fourth mile from a
waier quality limited water body (DEQ’s 303(d) list) and its water quality function is
intact or impacted or degraded; the wetland contains one or more rare plant communities;
the wetland is inhabited by any species listed by the federal government as threatened or
endangered or listed by the state as sensitive, threatened or endangered; or the wetland
has a direct surface water connection to 2 stream segment mapped by ODFW as habitat
for indigenous anadromous salmonids and the wetland is determined to have intact or

impacted or degraded fish habitat function.

Riparian Corridor Inventory .
Although the Goal 5 Rule is very specific regarding Local Wetlands Inventory

methodology, the Goal 5 Rule does not include a prescribed method for the preparation
ot a Riparian Corridor Inventory. Discretion pravided to local communities through the
Goal 5 rule allows for inventory methods which are created by the City, reviewed by its’
citizens, and implemented in 2 manner that best fits with the local natural resources.

The process of determining an exact location of a riparian corridor requires an on-site
resource delineation. Even among the experts, the definition of “riparian™ and the

position of the boundary is often debated,

City of Ashland Local Wetlands & Riparian Corridor Inventory & Assessment, July 2005, revised February 2007
Fishman/SWCA Page 4



Determination of Significant Riparian Corridors

Goal 5 provides a Safe Harbor optional course of action rather than following the
standard Goal S process, including the ESEE decision process. The Safe Harbor criteria
identified under OAR 660-023-0090(5) establish a standard setback distance from all

fish-bearing lakes and streams as tollows:

(a) Along all streams with average annual streamn flow greater than 1,000 cubic
feet per second (cfs) the riparian corridor boundary shall be 75 feet upland from

the top of each bank.

(b) Along all lakes, and fish-bearing streams with average annual stream flow less
than 1,000 cfs, the riparian corridor boundary shall be 50 feet from the top of

bank.

(c) Where the riparian corridor includes all or portions of a significant wetland as
set out in OAR 660-023-0100, the standard distance to the riparian corridor
boundary shall be measured from, and include, the upland edge of the wetland.

(d) In areas where the top of each bank is not clearly defined, or where the
predominant terrain consists of steep cliffs, local governments shail apply OAR
660-023-0030 rather than apply the safe harbor provisions of this section.

Public Involvement Process

A newspaper article was published in the Ashland Daily Tidings on May 23, 2003
notifying the public of the onset of the Local Wetlands Inventory and Riparian Corridor
Inventory. A second newspaper article appeared in the Medford Mail Tribune on July 23,

2003 describing the status of the inventory process.

Fishiman/SWCA conducted two public open house ineetings for the project. The first
meeting was held on June 4, 2003 to present the Goal 5 requirements and inventory
process. The second meeting was held on November 20, 2003 to present the draft
inventory resnlts and maps and to receive public comments on the draft maps.
‘Approximately two dozen cilizens attended the second meeting, A third public meeting
will occur to present the final inventory and 1maps to the City planning commission,

Local Wetlands Inventory and Assessment (OAR 660-023-0090)

Wetland Definition
Wetlands are federally defined as *“‘areas that are inundated or saturated by surface or

ground water 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” (Environmental Eaboratory 1987). In other words, wetlands
typically display three wetland criteria: a predominance of hydrophytic (wetland)
vegetation, the presence of hydric (wet) soils, and wetland hydrology (ponding or near-
surface saturated soils for at least 5 percent of thé growing season; typically 11 days or so
City of Ashland Loca] Wetlands & Riparian Corridor Inventory & Assessment, July 2005, revised February 2007
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during the growing season. According to the Jackson County soil survey, the growing
season in Medford is April 7" through November 3" (the growing season may vary

annually).

Wetland Methodology

The Goal 5 rule is very specific in the method required for wetland inventories. The
wetland inventory must be prepared using OAR 141-086-0210 through 0240. The
product of the wetland inventory is a Local Wetlands Inventory (LWI). The Oregon

Department of State Lands (DSL) must approve the LWL

Prior to conducting field work, background information was reviewed in the office to
identify possible wetland areas and to prioritize sites for field verification. Background
information included USGS topographic map, national wetlands inventory map, Jackson
County soil survey, and FEMA floodplain maps; DSL wetland determination/delineation
and permit files; two-foot contour mapping from the City; and 1998 and 2001 aerial
photos from the City. Field work included verification of the presence or absence of NW1
mapped wetlands and wetlands previously identified in DSL files; identification of
previously unmapped wetlands areas greater than 0.5 acre; and identification of possible
wellands less than 0.5 acre, even though these areas are nol required to be mapped
according to LWT standards. Identification of new (i.e. previously unmapped) wetland
areas was facilitated by field visits of sites which contained either a topographic drainage
on the 2-foot contour maps or a wetland hydrology signature visible on the aerial

photographs.

Letters requesting permission to access were mailed to 1,513 property owners. The City
sent out letters to the property owners requesting written permission to access these
parcels. The list of parcels for which permission to access was requested was generated
primarily based upon a GIS query identifying parcels containing either NWI or City
mapped streams, wetlands or ponds, parcels mapped within the 100-year floodplain. and
parcels located within 50 feet of any one of these mapped resource boundaries. In
addition, several parcels which contaiued either a topographic drainage based uporn 2-foot
conlours or a wetland hydrology signature on the aerial photographs were also included
on the list. Of the approximately 1,500 letters, the City received 589 yes responses and
104 no responses. Field work was conducted ou June 3. 4, 5, 24, 25, and 26, 2003.

Properties for which on-site data collection was allowed were identified on a {ax lot base
map which was color coded to identify publicly-owned parcels as well as properties for
which permission 10 access was either granted or granted with conditions (i.e. call to
notify property owner prior to site visit). On-site data collection consisted of either
preparation of wetland determination sample plot data sheets documenting vegetation,
soils, hydrology, and topography (included in Appendix 3) or tield notes recording our
visual abservations of one or more of these parameters. No on-site data was collected on
parcels for which permission to access was not granted or for which no response to the
publi¢ notice requesting permission to access was received by the City. For areas where
permission to access was not granted, off-site data was collected where possible by
viewing the site with the vuse of binoculars from adjacent roads, parking lots or public
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properties. Base maps used for field work and mapping consisted of 2001 color aerial
photographs plotted at a scale of | inch to 300 feet. The City’s stream, ditches and ponds
GIS layer, which was created based on interpretation of 1998 aerial photographs, and the
NWI mapping were overlayed onto the aerial photographs. Wetland and riparian
boundaries, sample plots, and off-site observation points were hand mapped on the aerial

photograph base maps in the field.

Wetlands were identified based on the methodology contained in the 1987 Corps of
Engineers Wetlands Delineation Manual (Environmental Laboratary 1987), used by the
Department of State Lands, Wetlands generally include swamps, marshes, bogs, and
similar areas, but also include seasonally wet meadows, farmed wetlands and other areas
that may not appear “wet” at all times throughout the year. Aecrial photograph signatures
of wetland habitat types were groundtruthed at the start of the inventory at publicly
owned sites including the Ashland Demonstration Wetlands and adjacent BMX park and
at the North Mountain Nature Park. Wetland habitat types were labeled according to
Cowardin class, Wetland habitat types present in the study area include: palustrine scrub-
shrub (PSS). palustrine emergent (PEM), and palustrine open water (POW}.

Wetland boundaries, sainpie plot locations, and field observation points were mapped by
hand on the color aerial photo base maps. Wetland boundaries and other data were then
digitized onto digital aerial photographs in a Geographic Information System. The GIS
attribute tables contain data for each wetland polygon including unique polygon ID
number, wetland unit number, habitat type, wetland acreage, and DSL file number (if

any),

The locations of several isolated wetlands that were too small to be inventoried according
to DSL rules (<0.5 acre) were mapped approximately as *“‘possible wetlands™, In addition,
several other areas that appeared to be wetland from off-site, but for which the presence
of wetland could not be field verified since permission to access these properties was not
granted, were also mapped as possible wetlands. Many isolated man-made ponds are
present in the study area, most of which are less than 0.5 acre. Man-made ponds were
mapped separately from possible wetlands and wetiands greater than 0.5 acre.

Wetland summary sheets have been prepared for each wetland unit. Wetland summary
sheets include the site name, site code, general location, Township, Range, and Section
location, DSL file number (if any), acreage, Cowardin (NWI} classification,
hydrogeomorphic classification, hydrologic basin, mapped soils, sample plot numbers (if
any), date(s) of field work, dominant vegetation, primary hydrology source, OFWAM
summary, significance determination, and general wetland description including basis for
wetland boundary determination. Wetland summary sheets are included in Appendix 4.

The approximate locations of potential wetland mitigationfrestoration sites are also
required to be identified according to DSL's local wetlands inventory standards and
guidelines. According to OAR [41-086-210 (19), “Vacant, former wetlands, consisting
mostly of relict (dewatered) hydric soils, which are five (5) acres or larger in size shall be
identified and mapped as potential wetland mitigation or restoration sites....” No sites
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within the study area meeting these criteria were identified; therefore, a map of potential
wetland mitigation/restoration sites is not included in the LWI.

Wetland Assessment Criteria
Wetlands were assessed using the Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology

(OFWAM; Roth et al. 1996), which evaluates wetland functions and values relative to
other wetlands within the study area. The four functions listed below were assessed for
each OFWAM unit, and each function was rated high, medium or low based on how
many of the criteria listed below for each function were met. OFWAM evaluation sheets
are included in Appendix 5. OFWAM wetlands of special interest for protection and
wetlaud characterization evaluation sheets which evaluate general watershed

characteristics are included in Appendix 6.

Wildlife Habitat - The following criteria contribute to wetlands having high wildlife
hahitat function: two or more Cowardin wetland classes (i.e. forested, scrub-shrub,
emergent) are present; woody vegetation is the dominant wetland vegetation cover type;
there is liigh interspersion among Cowardin classes; more than one acre of open water is
present; the wetland is connected to other wetlands or bodies of water by surface water
(stream, lake, pond, ditch, or culvert); no upstream or adjacent stream reaches are listed
as water guality litnited: the dominant existing land use withiu 500 feet of the wetland’s
edge is exclusive forest use or open space; and greater than 40 percent of the wetland’s
edge is bordered by a vegetated buffer at least 25 feet wide.

Eish Habitat - The following criteria contribute to wetlands having high fish habitat
function: more than 75 percent of the stream is shaded by stream-side (riparian)
vegetation; the stream is in a natural channel, or modified portions of the streain are
returning to'a natural channel; more than 25 percent of the entire stream contains
instream structures such as large woody debris, floating submerged vegetation, large
rocks, or boulders; no upstream or adjacent stream reaches are listed as water quality
limited; the dominant existing land use within 500 feet of the wetland’s edge is exclusive
forest use or open space; and salmon, trout or sensitive species are present in a stream,
lake or pond assoctated with the wetiand at soime time during the year.

Water Quality Protection - The following criteria contribute to wetlands having high
water quality protection function: the wetland’s primary source of water is surface flow,
including streams and ditches, or precipitation; there is evidence of flooding or ponding
during a portion of the growing season; wetland vegetation cover is greater than 60
percent; the wetland is greater than 5 acres in size or is between 0.5 acre and 5 acres in
size and is counnected to other wetlands within a 3 niles radius by surface water (stream,
ditch, canal or lake); the dominant existing land use within 500 feet of the wetland’s edge
is developed uses or agriculture; and one or more upstream or adjacent strearn reaches are

listed as water quality limited.

Hydrologic Contrg] - The following criteria contribute to wetlands having high
hydrologic control function: the wetland is located within the 100-year floodplain or

within an enciosed basin; there is evidence of flooding or ponding during a portion of the
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growing season; the wetland is greater than 5 acres in size; waterflow out of the wetland
is restricted {beaver dam, concrete siructure, undersized culvert) or the wetland has no
outlet; woody vegetation is the dominant wetland vegetation cover type; the dominant
existing land use within 500 feet of the wetland on the downstream or downslope edge of
the wetland is developed uses; and the dominant land use in the watershed upstream from

the assessment area is urban or urbanizing.

OFWAM Units

Fourteen wetland units (W1 ~ Wi4) were inventoried and assessed. Wetland units are
listed below along with their Township, Range and Section, general location, Cowardin
wetland habitat classification, and wetland acreage. Wetland units may contain one or
more wetland areas. Wetlands along the same stream reach with the same hydrology
source and adjacent land use are grouped into ‘the same OFWAM unit for assessment
purposes. Similarly, if a wetland is bisected by a road crossing and each wetland area
contains similar characteristics, they are grouped into the same wetland unit. Eleven
wetland units were associated with streams or weye hydrologically connected to a stream
via roadside or agricultural drainage ditches. Three {W2, W8 and W9) wetlands did not
contain a surface water connection to a stream or other wetland and were therefore
deterimined to be isolated. Narrow wetland fringes, ranging from I to 5 feet wide, were
present along several streams within the study area., These wetland fringes were much
smaller than 0.5 acre (the miniinum wetland size required by DSL to be mapped) and are
not included in the OFWAM units in the table below. It was not possible to map wetland
fringes given the map scale of a wetland inventory. Wetland fringes were included within
the riparian corridor mapping along streams in the study area, including forested wetland
fringes along Ashland Creek and Bear Creek.

[ TABLE 1, OFWAM UNITS, WETLAND HABITAT TYPES & ACREAGES

' Wetland | TRS Location Habitat Wetland
Unit Type* Acreage
Wi T39S, RIE, 54 | Ashland Creek/BMX PEM 2.23

Park
w2 T39S, RIE, 84 | Ashland Demonstration | POW/PEM 0.64
Wetlands
W3 T39S, RIE, S5 | Billings Ranch PEM 1.83
W4 T39S, RIE, S10 | Cemetery Creek PEM 3.86
W35 T39S, R1E, S4 | Clear Creek Village PEM/POW 1.29
& 9
W6 T39S, R1E, S11 | Knoll Creek PEM 1.71
& T39S, R1E, S4 ! North Mountain Nature | PEM/POW 3.25
Park
W38 T39S, RI1E, S4 | NWI Wetland 4G PSS (.90
W9 T39S, RIE, S10 | NWI Wetland 10B PEM 5.38
Wio0 T39S, RIE, S13 | NWI Wetland 13B & PEM 2.12
13C
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TABLE 1. OFWAM UNITS, WETLAND HABITAT TYPES & ACREAGES
Wetland | TRS Location Habitat Wetland
Unit Type* Acreage
| W11 T39S, R1E, S14 | Washington Street PEM 0.85
wi2 T39S, RIE, S10 | West of Cemetery PEM i.68
Creek |
wi3 T39S, RIE, S1! | West of Hamilton PEM 1.41
Creek
w4 T38S, R1E, S33 | Ashland Creek, near POW/PEM 1.16
sewage treatment plant |
I Total Wetland Acreage | 28.31

* PEM = palustrive, emergent; POW = palustrine, open water; PSS = palustrine, screb-shrub

Determination of Significance for Wetland Areas

The 14 wetland units listed above were evaluated using the Oregon Freshwater Wetland
Assessment Methodology (OFWAM) as reguived by the LWI rules. The OFWAM
assessment consisted of evaluating Wildlife Habitat, Fish Habitat, Water Quality, and
Hydrologic Control functions, Per the Department of State Lands Administrative Rules
for Identifying Significant Wetlands (OAR 141-86-300 through 141.86-350), if the
assessed wetland unit provided diverse wildlife habirtat, intact fish habitat, intact water
quality function, or intact hydrologic control function, then the wetland was determined
to be locally significant. Wetlands W1, W4-W9 and W12-W14 were determined to be
locally significant wetlands according to this methodology. Although Wetland W2
displays intact water quality function, it is excluded from the locally significant wetland
criteria according to OAR 141-086-0350(1) “Exclusions, Regardless of their standing in
relation to the criteria in OAR 141-086-0350(2) or (3) of these rules, wetlands shall not
be designated as locally significant if they fall within any oue of the following
categories:...(E) Of any size and created for the purpose of wastewater treatment,,,.”

Three wetlands (W3, W10 and W11) did not meet the significance critcrion based upon
the OFWAM assessiment and were therefore evaluated according to the other criteria for
determining Locally Significant Wetlands established by DSL. These criteria include: the
wctland or a portion of the wetland is within a horizontal distance less than one-fourth
mile from a water quality limited water body (DEQ’s 303(d) list) and its water quality
function is intact or impacted or degraded, the wetland contains one or more rare plant
comimnunities; the wettand is inhabited by any species listed by the federal governmeat as
threatened or endangered or listed by the state as sensitive, threatened or endangered; or
the wetland has a direct surface water connection to a stream segment mapped by ODFW
as habitat for indigenous anadromous salmonids and the wetland is determined to have
intact or impacted or degraded fish habitat function.

Wetland W10 was determined to be locally significant based on rating medium for water
quality function and occurring within % mile of a water-quality limited stream listed by
DEQ on the 303(d) list. Wetlands W3 and W11 did not meet any of these criteria and
were therefore determined to be non-locally significant.
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The table below summarizes the wetland function ratings and wetland significance for
each OFWAM unit. OFWAM evaluation sheets for each unit are included in Appendix 5,
and OFWAM wetlands of special interest for protectionr and wetland characterization
evaluation sheets are included in Appendix 6. A complete list of all vegetation observed
in wetlands and uplands in the study area is included in Appendix 7.

TABLE 2. LOCAL WETLANDS INVENTORY
DETERMINATION OF LOCALLY SIGNIFICANT WETLANDS
OFWAM FUNCTIONS'
Wetland | Wildlife | Fish Water Hydrologic | SIGNIFICANT?
Unit Habitat Habitat Quality Control
1 M L H M Y
2 M L H M N
3 M L M M N
4 M M H M Y
5 M M H H Y
6 M H H M Y
7 H M H H Y
8 M L M H Y
9 M L H H Y
10 M L M M Y*
1l M L M M N
2 M L H M Y
13 M L H M Y
14 H M M H Y

! Wildiife Habitat Function: H = Diverse wildlife habitat, M = Habitat for some species, L = Lost or not
present. Fish Habitat, Waler Quality and Hydrologic Control Functions: H = Intact, M = Impacted or

degraded, L = lost or pot present -
Wetlands which score high in at least one of the four functions evaiuated are determined to be locally

iigniﬁcanr according to DSL rules. except as noted below.
" Wetlands of any size that were created for the purpose of wastewater treatment shall not be designated as

locally signiticant per OAR 141-086-350(1).
* Wetland W10 was determined to be locally significant based on rating medium for water quality function
and occusring within ¥4 mile of a water-quality Jlimited stream listed by DEQ on the 303(d) list.

Status of National Wetlands Inventory Mapped Wetlands

We attempted to field verify the presence or absence of all wetlands mapped on the NWI
in the study area. Several of the larger NWI-mapped wetlands have been incorporated
into the wetlands mapped in the local wetlands inventory, including units W3, W8, W9,
WI0 and W13. Many of the NWI-mapped wetlands were determined to be man-made
ponds and are mapped as ponds on the local wetlands inventory maps. Several wetlands
mapped as less than 0.5 acre in size on the NWI could not be field verified due to lack of
permission to access the sites and are therefore identified as Possible Wetlands (PW) on
the local wetlands inventory maps. The local wetlands inventory maps replace the
national wetlands inventory maps and the City's stream, ditches and ponds GIS layer and
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provide the most accurate inventory of wetlands inside the Ashland urban grown
boundary,

Riparian Corridor Inventory (OAR 660-023-0090)

Riparian Corridor Definition
Goal 5 definitions:

“Riparian area” is the area adjacent to a river, lake, or streamn, consisting of the atea of
transition from an aquatic ecosystem to a terrestrial ecosystem.

“Riparian corridor” is a Goal 5 resource that includes the water areas, fish habitat,
adjacent riparian areas, and wetlands within the riparian area boundary.

“Riparian carridor boundary” is an imaginary line that is a certain distance upland from
the top of bank...

Riparian Corridor Methodology
The method for conducting a riparian corridor inventory is not prescribed. The Goal 5

Rule permits the application of a “Safe Harbor” setback distance to all fish bearing lakes
and streams. The standard setback is 50 feet for streams with more than 1000 cubic feet
per second (cfs) stream flow and 50 feet for fish bearing lakes and streams with less than
1000 cfs. The rule also lists the following resources that must be consulted when

completing the tiparian corridor inventory:;

Oregon Department of Forestry stream classification maps

USGS 7.5-minute quadrangle map

National Wetland Inventory Maps

Oregon Department of Wildlife (ODFW) maps indicating fish habitat
Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) flood maps

Aerial photographs ‘

Fishman/SWCA has prepared the riparian cotridor inventory using a modified on-site
method. Time and budget constraints typically make it infeasible to conduct an on-site
delineation of ail riparian corridors in the City, Therefore, we conducted brief an-site
field visits to document vegetation and topography adjacent to streams at several
locations along each stream to determine the approximate location of the riparian
corridor. The location of the riparian corridor was hand mapped on the aerial phato base
map (photo date 2001, scale ! inch to 300 feet). Two foot contour data and vegetation
signatures on the aerial photos were used to approximate the location of the riparian
corridar for areas that were not field verified. For areas where permission to access was
not granted, off-site data was collected if possible by viewing the site with the use of
binoculars from adjacent roads, parking lots or public properties. No field data was
collected for Strawberry Creek or Twin Creek since permission to access the properties
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containing these small sections of sirearn was not granted, and the streams were not
visible from adjacent public roads. Field work was conducted on June 3, 4, 5, 24, 25, and

26, 2003.

Riparian summary sheets include the site name, Township, Range, and Section lacation,
sample plot numbers (if any), dates(s) of field work, dominant vegetation, and general
riparian corridor description. Riparian sunnnary sheets are included in Appendix 8.

Riparian Corridor Units
Riparian corridors were mapped along all streams in the study area, which include:
Ashland Creek

Ashland Creek Tributary |

Beach Creck

Bear Creck

Bear Creek Tributary 1

Cemelery Creek

Clay Creek

Clear Creek

Emigrant Creek

Fordyce Creek

Golf Course Creek

Hamilton Creek

Hamilton Creek Tributaries | & 2
Kitchen Creek

Kuoll Creek

Mountain Creek

Neil Creek

Paradise Creek

Paradise Creek East

Pinecrest Creek

Roca Creek

Strawberry Creek

Tolman Creek

Twin Creek

Wrights Creek

Wrights Creek Tributaries 1 - 5

OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO

Determination of Significance for Riparian Corridor Areas
Significant riparian corridors mapped using the Safe Harbor criteria identified under

OAR 660-023-0090(5). The Safe Harbor criteria establish a standard setback. distance
from all fish-bearing lakes and streams as follows: ‘

a) Along all streams with average annual stream flow greater than 1,000 cubic
feet per second (cfs) the riparian corridor boundary shall be 75 feet upland from
the top of each bank. (Top of bank is defined by the DSL as “bankfull stage.” and
in the absence of obvious tops of bank can be approximated by the two-year flood
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elevation. Most streams in the City of Ashland have well-defined channels and
the top of bank is in most cases easily observed in the field.)

b} Along ail lakes, and fish-bearing streams with average annual stream flow less
than 1,000 cfs, the riparian corridor boundary shall be 50 feet from the top of

bank.

¢) Where the riparian corridor includes all or portions of a significant wetland. the
standard distance to the riparian corridor boundary shall be measured from, and

inclnde, the upiand edge of the wetland.

d) In areas where the top of each bank is not clearly defined, or where the
predominant tetrain consists of steep cliffs, local sovernments shall apply OAR
660-23-030 (the inventory process defined in the subject document) rather than

apply the safe harbor provisions.

Fish-bearing streams were determined based upon ODFW SureamNet data and a map
from the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife showing stream segments where fish
presence was documented based upon ODFW ohservations during electroshocking and
snorke) surveys conducted in 1997 through 2000. The ODFW map identifies Ashland
Creek, Bear Creek, Emigrant Creek, Kitchen Creek, Neil Creek, and Tolman Creek as
being fish-bearing within the study area. According (o the Safe Harbor criteria, a 50 foot

buffer is required adjacent to these streams.

Most of the streams in Ashland are not docnmented as fish-bearing, and therefore would
not be protected under the safe harbor requirements. Short sections of Clay Creek,
Hamilton Creek and Wrights Creek located downstream of the study area were mapped
as fish-bearing; however, the streams are not documented as being fish-bearing within the
study area, so a safe harbor has not been applied to these streams. The City currently
requires 10 to 20 foot buffers adjacent to all streams within the Ashland urban growth
boundary, including those that are not fish-bearing. The City of Ashland is currently
discussing alternatives for additional inventory, assessment, and regulation of riparian
corridors not addressed under the Safe Harbor.

Staff Qualifications

As required by LWTI rules, technical stalf qualifications are described below.

Project Manager: Daniel Stark, AICP, Natural Resource Planner / GIS Program

Manager
Responsibilities: Dan provided project management and coordination with the City of

Ashland Planning Staff, provided coordination of the GIS database development, and
assisted in preparing the Goal § report.

Dan Stark is certified by the American Institute of Certified Planners and provides land
use expertise and public service sector personal experience. Dan’s specialties include
natural resource planning, GIS, and land use planning. Dan had more than five years
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experience as a Planner and GIS Analyst for Marion County, Oregon where he deveioped
and maintained the County Planning Division GIS using Arclnfo, ArcView and Map
Objects. Dan has developed tools using AML (Arc Macro Language) to analyze the
county groundwater consumption rates and determine compliance with the county
groundwater ordinance. His GIS database included tax lot-level analyses of soils,
wetlands, floodplains, other natural resource features and urban infrastructure. Dan also
" participated in the long-range planning program at Marion County by providing support
to the periodic review tasks including Goals 3, 4, 5, 7, 14 and others. Since joining
Fishman/SWCA in November of 1999, Dan has managed several large inventory and
assessment projects including the City of Hillsboro Local Wetlands, Riparian Corridor,
and Wildlife Habitat Inventory and Assessinent (Goal S project), Watersheds 2000 stream
assessmeiit for Clean Water Services (Washington County’s stormwater management
agency). and has also assisted with the City of Wilsonville’s Goal 5 Inventory, Tide 3

Compliance, and ESA Compliance project.

Field Inventory Staff: Stacy N, Benjamin, Wetland Ecologist
Responsibilities: Stacy managed the field inventory, prepared the wetland and riparian

corridor maps, conducted OFWAM, prepared the resource site summary sheets and
sumunary tables, and prepared the Goal 5 report, Stacy provided review and quality

control of GIS map products.

Stacy Benjamin is experienced in wetland determination and delineation, wetland
permitting, mitigation design, wetland monitoring, and natural resource assessment.
Stacy’s Goal 5 experience includes conducting local wetlands inventories for the Cities of
Hillsboro aud Lakeside; wedand, riparian and upland habitat function and value
assessments; and updating the natural resource inventory (riparian and upland resources)
for the Lane Council of Governments. Stacy is experienced in both on-site and off-site
wetland inventory imethodology, aerial photograph interpretation and mapping, and
conducting function and value assessments for wetland, riparian, and uplaud areas. Stacy
has completed training in the 1987 Wetlands Delineation Manual and has been
conducting wetland determinations and delineations since she joined Fishman/SWCA ia

1996.

Field Inventory Staff: C. Mirth Walker, Pws, cwD, Wetlands Program Manager
Responsibilities: Mirth assisted with the field inventory and provided review and quality

assurance for all inventory and assessment products.

Mirth Waiker is responsible for coordination of wetland work orders and provides
wetland delineation QA/QC and project management. She is certified as a Professional
Wetland Scientist (PWS) by the Society of Wetland Scientists and is a provisionaily
certified Wetland Delineator by the Seattle District U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.
Mirih's specialties include wetland determinations and delineations, wetland mitigation
and monitoring, permit coordination, aerial photograph interpretation, wetland training,
and natural resource inventories. Mirth managed and conducted the City of Wilsonville
LWI/RCI/ Upland Wildlife Habitat Inventory and Assessment, the Lakeside LWI, the
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La Grande LWI, and she assisted with the Cities of Hillsboro, Tualatin, Tigard, and
Stayton wetland inventories and assessinents.

Geographic Information System Management: Rafael Gutierrez, GIS Analyst
Responsibilities: Preparation of GIS maps and management of the GIS database

Rafael’s specialties include ESRI's ArcView and ArcInfo software, Global Positioning
Systeins, database design and development, and cartographic design. He has a firm
understanding of projection, datuin, and coordinate systemn concepts. Rafael also has four
years experience in web development and design including client/server administration,
PHP and MySQL database construction and CGI programmming. Many of Rafael's
projects include digitizing, editing and topological operations, area calculations,
transforming datasets to and from various projections and coordinate systems, and spatial
analysis using raster datasets. Otler project experience includes using dynamic
segmentation for linear surveys, multiple criteria analyses, and integrating large relational
database management systems with GIS.

Project / Contract Oversight: Paul A, Fishman, CEP, Principal Ecologist
Responsibilities:  Paul provided contract management oversight and assistance as
necessary iu this project, and assisted with public involvement

Paul is a Certified Environmental Professional by the Academy of Board Certified
Environmental Professionals. Paul has over 34 years management experience in natural
resource assessment and planning. He has managed small and large, individual consultant
and multi-discipline team efforts for dozens of clients in the western U.S. Paul has
organized and/or participated in community-based processes to guide and isnplement
these efforts. He has developed an extensive hetwork in the environmental coitununity,
including resource and regulatory agencies, local jurisdictions, consultants, and public
groups, He has developed his company as a key consultant to local jurisdictions for
natural resource inventory and planning projects. Paul has a history of providing training
and educational seminars to a variety of audiences: in 1996, he conducted a half-day
wetland training 10 help attendees understand the basic requirements for wettand issues;
in 1999, Paul provided an educational program for recognizing wetlands, Goal 5 criteria
and conducting assessments for the Endangered Species Act.

City of Ashland Local Wetlands & Riparian Corridor Inventory & Assessment, July 2005, revised February 2007
Fishman/SWCA Page 16



References

Ashland Ranger District, Rogue River National Forest. 1995 Bear Creek Watershed
Analysis. 2 Volumes.

Begnoche, D. 2002. Islands in Time. The Klamaths. A Tour. Purchased from the
Northwest Natre Shop, Ashland, Oregon.

Begnoche, D. 1999. Siskiyou Sundays. A Tour of Southwestern Oregon. Purchased from
the Northwest Nature Shop, Ashland, Oregon.

Bossard, C.C., ].M, Randall, and M.C. Hoshovsky, Eds. 2000. Invasive Plants of
California’s Wildlands. University of California Press. Berkeley, California,

City of Ashland. Municipal Code Chapter 18.62. Physical & Environmental Coastraints.
http:///www.ashland.or.us/CodePrint.asp?ChapterID=168

City of Ashland GIS Department. 1998. Digital Orthophotos (b/w). Photo date April 16,
1998, plotted at scale [ inch = 300 feet.

City of Ashland GIS Department. 2001, Digital Orthophotos (colar). Photo date July
2001, plotted at scale 1 inch = 300 feet.

City of Ashland GIS Departiment. 2003. FEMA 100 Year Floodplain and Ashland
Modified Floodplain Maps.

City of Ashland GIS Department. 2003. 10 Foot and 20 Foot Riparian Buffer Maps

City of Ashland GIS Departinent. 2003. Storm Drain Features Map. Data Version:
30Jan2003.

Cooke, S.S. 1997. A Field Guide to the Common Wetland Plants of Western Washington
and Northwestern Oregon. Audubon Society. Seattle, Washington.

Cowardin, L.M,, V. Carter, F.C. Golet, and E.T LaRoe, 1979. Classification of Wetlands
and Deepwater Habitats of the United States. U.S, Fish and Wildlife Service.

FWS/0OBS-79/31.

Department of Land Conservation and Development. Division 23. Procedures and

Requirements for Complying with Goal 5.
http://arcweb.sos.state.or.us/ruIes/OARS_600/0AR_660/660_023.html

Division of State Lands. 2001. Local Wetland Inventory (LWI) Standards and
Guidelines. Adopted February 15, 2001. Effective July [, 2001].
http://statelands.dsl.state.or,us/141-086_LWLhum

City of Ashland Local Wetlaads & Riparian Corridor Inventory & Assessment, July 2008, revised February 2007

Fishman/SWCA Page 17


http:///www.ashland.or,us/CodePrint.asp?ChapterID=168
http://arcweb.sos.state.or.us/rules/OARS_600/OAR_660/660_023.html
http://stateiands.dsl.state.or.us/141-086_LWI.htm

Division of State Lands. 1997. Identifying Significant Wetlands.
hutp://statelands.dsl.state.or.us/141-086 1.SW.hum

Environmental Laboratory. 1987. Corps of Engineers Wetlands Delineation Manual,
Technical Report Y-87-1. Vicksburg, Mississippi.

Federal Emergency Management Agency. 1981. Flood Insurance Rate Map, City of
Ashland, Oregon, Jackson County. Community Panel Numbers 410090 0001B,

0002B & 0003B. Effective date June 1, 1981.

Guard, B.J. 1995, Wetland Plants of Oregon and Washington. Lone Pine Publishing,
Canada.

Hickma, J.C., Ed. 1993, The Jepson Manual: Higher Plants of California. University of
California Press. Berkeley, Califomnia.

Hitchcock, C.L., A. Cronquist, M. Ownbey, and J.W.Thompson. 1969. Vascular Plants of
the Pacific Northwest. Five volume set. Uuiversity of Washington Press. Seattle,

Washington.

Hitchcock, C.L. and A. Cronguist. 1973. Flora of the Pacific Northwest. University of
Washington Press, Scattle,

Jacksonville Woodlands association. A Visual Guide to Flowering Plants of the
Jacksonville Woodlands. 541-899-7402. www jvwoodlands.org

Kartesz, J.T, 1994. A Synonymized Checklist of the Vascular Flora of the United States,
Canada, and Greenland. Volume 1_Checklist and Volume 2_Thesaurus. Second
Edition. In association with Biota of North American Program of the North

Carolina Botanical Garden. Timber Press, Portland.

Kollmorgen Instrument Corporation. 1998 revised washable edition, Munsell Soil Color
Charts. Baltimore.

Petrides, G.A. & O, Petrides. 2000, Trees of the California Sierra Nevada. Explorer
Press. Williamston, Michigan.

Pojar, J. and A. MacKinnon, Eds. [994, Plants of the Pacific Northwest Coast.
" Washington, Oregon, British Columbia and Alaska. Lone Pine Press, Redmond,

Washington,

Reed, P.B., Jr. 1988, National List of Plant Species that Occur in Wetlands: Northwest
(Region 9}. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Biological Report No. 88 (26.9).

City of Ashland Local Wetlands & Riparian Corridor Inventory & Assessment, July 2005, revised February 2007
Fishman/SWCA Page 18


http://statelands.dsl.state.or.us/14j-086
http://www.jvwoodIands.org

Reed, P.B,, Jr.. et al. 1993, Supplement to List of Plant Species That Occur in Wetlands:
Northwest (Region 9). .

Reyes, C. 1994, The Table Rocks of Jackson County: Islands in the Sky. Last Minute
Publications. Ashland, Oregon.

Roth, E.M., R.D. Olsen, P.L. Sttow, and R.R. Sumuer. 1996 Revised Edition. Oregon
Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology. Ed. by S.G. McCannell. Oregon
Division of State Lands, Salem, Oregon. (And supplement dated July, 1997.)

Siskiyou Research Group, 2000. Ashland Creek Stream Survey (Bear Creek (o Reeder
Reservoir). Greg Bennett. 7 pages.

Taylor, R.J. 1990. Northwest Weeds: The Ugly and Beautiful Villains of Fields, Gardens,
and Roadsides. Mountain Press Publishing Company. Missoula, Montana.

Tetra Tech/KCM, Inc. 2000. City of Ashland Stormwater and Drainage Master Plan.
Final Repoit. June 2000, In association with Greenworks, PC. KCM Project #

284003 1. Brad Moore.

USDA Namral Resources Conservation Service. 1999, Jackson County Area, Oregon,
Hydric Soils List. Parts of Jackson and Klamath Counties: Detailed Soil Map

Legend. Compiled by Steve Campbell February 9, 1999. 116 pages.

USDA Soil Conservation Service. 1993. Soil Survey of Jackson County Area, Oregon. In
cooperation with United States Deparument of the Interior, Bureau of Land
Management; United States Department of Agriculture, Forest Service; and
Oregon Agricultural Experiment Station. 3 Volumes. Aerial photographs from

1974-1979. Sheet Numbers 101 and 112.

US Fish and Wildlife Service. 1994. Ashland, Oregon National Wetland Inventory Map.
Color infra-red aerial photography 8/82 at a scale of 1:58,000.

US Geological Service. 1983. Ashland, Oregon Provisional Edition 7.5 minute
Topographic Map.

US Geological Service. 1996. Ashland, Oregon 7.5 minute Topographic Map.

Whitson, T.D., Ed. 1992. Weeds of the West. Pioneer of Jackson Hole. Jackson,
Wyoming,

Enclosures:
City of Ashland Local Wetlands Inventory Maps

City of Ashland Local Wetlands & Riparian Corridor [nventory & Assessment, July 2005, revised February 2007
Fishman/SWCA Page 19



APPENDICES

-Appendix l: Local Wetlands Inventory Index Map & Detail Maps
Appendix 2: List of DSL Wetland Determination and Permit Files
Appendix 3;: Wetland Determination Sample Plot Data Sheets
Appendix 4: Wetland Summary Sheets
Appendix 5: OFWAM Evaluation Sheets
Appendix 6: OFWAM Wetlands of Special Interest for Protection

& Wetland Characterization Sheets

Appendix 7: Vegetation List

Appendix 8: Riparian Corridor Summary Sheets

City of Ashland Local Wetlands & Riparian Corridor Inventory & Assessment, July 2005, revised February 2007
Fishman/SWCA Page 20






A

CiTY OF

City of Ashland
Local Wetlands Inventory

ASHLAND T39S R1E 4

Legand
Wotlands, feld verfind S, Tarkns
TR v/atiands, not feld =T Uren Growth Boundaty
verfed
Poaibes Watlends £ ey
B Fora {21 eactions
Riparian Camikdod
Bala Harbor(50fesr) ~ —— Svedls
~—— Raltoad

®  Gampie Plot
4 Obsarvation Poim

==, Gtrasins, ianmBient drtlregse,
ond drchaa

Mg lakimb
St ek Imgation Distril Canel
s Cubaned Snamy

WiWia th{ﬂ:.hk

' Fishman

SWEA

twea

Eadrinarersel Cormbori, bn,

WD et 4 i

4 g Som, e 30
, O FIORS 2D

e e bty B A ) WA Thar
et 4t oSO, it 4

Y04 by dctritec b Lower D Omprrvioni of Shaky
Livete b P 2.4, Avary Gerpt. o | rpiommiet. win oty
Poiprery qern

Tho ool srerety brreaicry Pt bian pracis of b
OAR, €41008-018] Facuch 161 008~
240 el SAR |4 1- 0] P, 144008 £XXD by
A b

Coy o Jubburst OO TR LI
Hrokn sre 970 ovedd
Phcwt Prmctaline | povml
e ¢ Prosccscly. 3y 7991
:E“M

1A SatwPun Dregon Scus 17 004 Frsl
AL wratwri Coriorout Corkc.
Pt Carirg. 4821 P8 L0060
Frudiut MOy 6L
Owret WarSon - S 33 KON
Envmrt fory 1: ULS3TH
Barcard bysral ¥ LUOKITA
Lattuds O G4 4( SO ?

OC Boan s kan 1D
$7icd Swis 121204 Procermi Sy, A Gidnay
—

Study area is conlgined within the Besr Creak unlershad




.(k‘ Clty of Ashland
f.ﬂo, Local Wetlands Inventory

ASHLAND T39S R1E 5

E

L P : .
 Talent imigation

Legond
220 Watanda. foid verffnd . . Texale o~ oveams,irambenidmimges, | . SIVCA
- ord dRches B
R Houanch. 1o e =1 Ut Growth Baudery it At e Y
voiffied . g4 lLapfel ARCA aﬁ-;a_oﬂ 41 Q0 LR 1S IR0 By
m Chylimla Prirorseenial Connianiy, b, L]
(S0 Pasaits Watlande Dz, TaRD inigation Ofstrick Canal Ao T
I o {2 Baclom poader ey e Ll
U7 QipatanConk LN s Cuiveriad Sirmama 3013906139 mgwﬁ‘nh:
N = Sl
1, a
Bals Harbor (50 let1) ‘ W14 Wetard Wt m-;_—,_?”w”mm,_
& Sample Pk Raifoad .-¢-. ey vt 2]
& Obmrvation Point Y [rerdynasdorr-v- 9
toa. ey Prrptad 1: € FIY
s, e Bursind St 44
M) x > -~ Latitn RSN ALSYINT

B i ined Wilfia the Baar K ol




.ém‘ Clty of Ashland
Vam ¥ Local Wetlands Inventory

ASHLAND T39S R1E 8

i - .
L » sty
— e P g
- fc) -
Le Fishnan et ey AN H SpTTararn #1 64 DR,
gend £y Tt o W
EZ77) Wetarde, Reld verffeed . .. . Tadote —~ Strecms, Yeermtent dralnages, | . q('—\;EA mm‘qwm et
and dilghen B
B wetorets, rctfid [T Unbant Grown Boundary W Nyt rp ettt Y
vedfied Py Loterets e
E2=21 Oy Limas Tavroomand Cormtemn, lrs, | S¥CA K
=] Posalble Wathends g, Taend tigalion Distict Canal ey prcr com :r.nnma;:-am
[ e LILIPN 88 Are, L 30K Prvace e 60 ormat
3. : Sadom Portard, ORAIRRINAD P Riwon 1°pbwt
12731 Riperhn Comth “ T Cuheded St LNV Do o Prosogpuony Aty 031
Bata Harbor (50 foel) 9";"" WI-We4 Wﬂanﬁ.Um m%ﬂ-—nn—nmmm
®  Eampin Pod Raload ,¢., Fteg Lot 721 23 600000
A Observation Polyt : D i 135 o0
_ = g Paretet 1; QITIX
—~ T ——— Purntal 3 4 RO
- e ~ Bl Luthcie OF Ocre 41 4300

OLA Nt Araricon VNS
O gata- 141206 Propurs By R Octmrar

Study area 13 contoined withia the Bear Crask walsrshed



.&‘ City of Ashland
. Local Wetlands Inventory

cCrYY OF

-ASHLAND T39S R.‘ E o

: . R, PN /: t /\Q\\ "l -
,/ s ‘// N o ]‘/xi-‘ R
»\\\\/\v\— PW 7 _‘LJ/ [ ,_[L ' A !

2, - .. m‘ml

Ii

Legsnd
o RPN Mnmhwnmwﬁdw
T2 Wolsnds, faH vettied 1 1. Tawkis —~ Soene (warmittent dealnagat, ™
a chas
R Wstands, nat feld m Urban Growih Baundsry mmh’%'mummmm
vartied oLk - Lawmls m.douluw»mo 056490 BY
[=0) =2 chyLima
=3 Possiie Welands Sz TAN Imgeton Disvict Gane) ;.-...,-.‘.:—m-n
- {7t o memens | SRR
:%; FrparenCa , =~ CuhunedSirnems o 2lien O & oty by et
Safe Hastor SN“l W v Prapusion Socraarien
{ ) ;"“ WIWI4 Waland PM mm—.——mwmmmm
o Sarpl Pt road .+. B g 11199 02000
A  Ovesrvabon Poinl H tows oy 000000
R re——— e T, 4 et
- " » =) " Larback Gl GADIT ALADYAS P

OFS Waty Adaricaa
e bt by @ G aers

Si s ainad within the Basr Crepk walstsi



.4&;\‘ City of Ashland
f.,-v.,. Local Wetlands Inventory

ASHLAND  Ta99S R1E 10

S

=

e

N

AN

Legand Fishman B Tt
Crrre
. T Tow a4 64006 1 et ¥t Crogrn Cepm b of Gain
B2 Violands, fedd veried . .. Texdls —_— Girsams, WamMont dratneges, . ‘;V\;E‘A e I Ik U & Ay L2700 QI 8 oy
and déthes AR
T V¥etands, not fesd E===F urban Growih Bowdary £ ol et oy b b ragarad
weckied PAae Laberats ' mz&mw1nn~:¢mm
50 Posaitio Wetlands ESE CyLims A | b d il
Sy el irripation Districl Ganas v st Pars bvan 7 ouws i
Pond P g ot Agiare chgrat
£ Bedbas QU A dy Sum 0 € el Ay
T e s =~r Cutveried Btrearms. Sestmd, DESTIONHEO Pt Snecl e $ plett
Bty npn-ncum 4334013 Pam o Premgagty: iy 1061
Bafo Hazbor {5 loet) Sireols W14 Weland Uk ::3@""*’"“"
* e Ratrosd [ §36) RapmPtwtal Oty Erneh FIF-D B2 Fad
Faze [ raxyr 1L EOUD)
A Observeton Poird Fiaa i 80007,
ot Yiprrbare 320 EQHN
Fradars forsoet £ £301133
Sarcsacs Pyrsiat 84 4030
Lot OF DAGY 10RO

93 Ly Awjricen 18T
FER cate: 13N208; Prrderad By & Buimar

Sturly pren Is conteined within ihe Bags LCrook ueiarshed



Siudy orae Is contained wiltin ite Boar Creek walershed

A

CITY OF

ASHLAND

City of Ashland
Local Wetlands Inventory

T39S R1E 11

NR T
¢~wn\\

Tl

Legond

E222) Waterds. ok wrlied T T Tazolx

R vaonds, KA ok =] uban Gromn Boundary
varifiod

Posgible Wellanda E27 caylLimie

R Pond (:;:_-, Secions

S0 Ripertan Comdor
Sals Harbor {50 fael)

®  Sampia Pol
A Obsareatinn Point

=== Sirwels
== Ra08d

- Steama, iamflan| deinagas,
and dichas

e Lettrals
Ex=  Tetnt imgalkn Dalddl Canat
"\ Culverted Biwams

WEWI4 Walland Lk

SIWEA

L2}

b

L 2 )
I OA Aw pu J)L
Partowd, CARY KA 2

K220

Indgrg-rt-in afyamry on s oy iy &7 pisanig e
oy st et oeaton W A1 arm Viwrw
aders] temrriuny aprtd o OrO0eRES I 20
actag tabd ot ot

Nk ipulom-muy s Vs

A Gmtoss

Tra ostemicn hod bt grocr sty

pasdriirm iy dov iyt riy Y
o

Pawa 1: 23 33EDS
vamcard Parshed #. 5400538
Lot Of Ouiche 4 temod?

00 Narts Arsarican 1503
PATOvtr F21209. Pragerad By . Qutn-ros




| /A City of Ashland
Yan Local Wetlands Inventory

Corvy OF

1

o Tirowy b b
. ﬁﬂ.ﬂm'&r.mn—
Legend Fisiumnan UMY Y FUCE T @ Kirirmats, i g cobr?,
;- | atwteil v
B vortaces, tekd e © - Tawots - o ] SR Lot 4 U3 frmg Gt ol st o 0
T Yretanch, ot beid =3 urtan Growth Bourtary 104 Stchmt — I Ty —
o, TR it SV 511 S 1D It 161098
waiired won  Lateraly ey 000 oyl G 4 (G proagy 111680 9360 by
5 Posuble Wetkands el Ay Umts . Sratucasmay Chtastuts, e Qo b
B3z, Ysbend Wigatbon Dwbict Conet Cay of mbbersd 53 ornhokee.
R Pond YL Gections £ 1 0 p, e 04 s @2 80 et
~ e S~ Cibvaried Streanu P, O 1/ Jay oorrmid el
A% Riparian Cowtor #1RLOR O~an ol Pbigragry: ary FOU1
Bato Horten (S low) T et WLWH Wetand Unt o
Fiob . 1) Baaim Oy fone VPP B4 Ppae
@  Bampis Pict eyt W
& Obsstewlion Polnt _mw-:~mmm
Srantd Puni 1 111 YETS
Bt Putdad - #350000
Vit 3 O 41 40057
Surdy erea s contmined within the Besr Creek watershad ﬁ:mmnﬁuornm



A

LYY OF

City of Ashland
Local Wetlands Iinventory

ASHLAND T39S R1E 13

< 'h,%;:g ’

i
i
{
i

Legand
(2R Wetlardy, fakt vfiad ... " Taxiol .
A \Wetiards, nol held =] urban Growth Boundary
vesifind
Poxiths Wetlands 3yl
TS P {5575 Sections
FENEE Riparan Cofridor )
Gofo air (50 fort)  To= OUOSd
o Sampiofit «e——s Ralknad
A Cbasevrtion Point

- Btreatns, termitlen| drubwgas,
and diches

- Lalevals

EQas  Telent Lrigaton District Canal
S Culverled Streums
WIWI4 Weliand Und

Fishinai
sz

SWEA
ek
Terviromgeepeted Corpiliven, Im.
el
AL I Ae, B L

X- 1

7108 366
417124000

Informatscn Cutent bk it tamg U K Lk rOObH
0Ty s warares riywmton § et | leﬂ-ll

y [l
‘et Tty Pah 0 8 il s 1A oo,

4 e st 0 i s Cricron Cuca-rnrt of Blata
Lt 4 ok . B. ety IR f Emsar wilhs 07y
i) e

The (ot 0 Ermiery P teh s o
wtmimron o) LA (410854105 v ¢ 41300
D il GARL 41855300 oo LET-OM X0 by
ovea

Fotea Hesipings

Orrref Liersdun 1 149 K0

Tarctord fursted £; G RIY
Porwni

OCE My Amarkcan 1349
FYYe outtr 1201208 Pragersd By R, Ordaser

Study areg Is contginad within the Boar Creek walsrshed




.@‘ Chty of Ashland
i Local Wetlands inventory

ASHLAND T39S R1E 14

"y

™

wtﬂmﬁ—h-mm
ety o vacerd bormeey 3 pERC) H UL Ty
out! H
b e L o G
T et b AP e G O\ frouct of S84
u«mmummdlwl‘\"

e duktry pler

Logond
D Wotands fakdvarhed Twidts . Staam, imarmMent drainages.
T vroraids, o fekd =T Uas Growth Seundery and diches

vanhed

i Vit Latarais
T
- ) Exe Talantkrigalion Oisrict Cenat
F padan o tugai SpeRna = Cutvared Stesma
EafoMaror ($fee) S WA Yistand Unt Profmdonmiorahry
Radetnd » HAD 1) an”\ Bty PFIQSE Famt
t¢l Mhﬂvn‘lmm
Pk baping Q£

e Kot wpierct ety b i cromarad s
el 1S AR 14T 0880 192 P 1€3L08
I OMR 410U 0 pro iy 11064 3300 by
BAEA

®  Sampb Pal
A  Oteonaton Point
LW Bearetord. 2
T Bearsderd Fwrwtet 3 84
-— - mduoe X Okpe <14 800

004 Marh Snaroan 190
P 24 1211153 Progared Dy AL QUANE
p————

Study praa is cortalned, wilin 1he Bans Creck walarshed




Local Wetlands Inventory

he]

c

s

£

4

<

2

O
2
o

<E

| O
<

oS R1E 15

TS

e Bear

verfied
550 Poseltie Yintande

Bt Heortar {0 el

s Smrye Picl

A Oueersion Poinl
ape fi contained

Wellercis, Said westhed
T Wotiards, ok Said
BEE Poxd

R ipirian Comridor

Legend




.4”‘ Clty of Ashland
e Local Wetlands Inventory

ASHLAND T39S R1E 16

S -,

5 £
i
¢ M
H !
;
i
rHomarkon shw ot GH 230 s It PTG BrTORT
- e g v rtomiony ettt e T
Legand Fighigan S L A
o e Yas 78 v el I Ltz Doy Ovgrns Dow rvownd of el
EZZ27R Wedands, fiekd veitied . Taxols - Stmams, kievmitom dreiages, | S\‘J'\:\._':;\ m;ﬂ‘w.ﬂmkmﬂm-mw
and diches =i
h
e e R - | BECEEER,
- v
Psaivée Wedands % cyums Tartoranarsel Comsibonts, tox. -
TR Tawnt imigstion District Canal hiatiiens bty doprdori M
Pond I T i ey b f.'.'.:..mﬂ
T Porhasd, ok, 5|
Rspartan Comdor TN Cuvelsd Sroam 21316030 Pz Lyr PO
Bafo Hubor (B0loey T Sueets WI-W/14 Watard uen Srobatbrtrdurton
» RAD TH) SdvPwt Oragyn Sou FIFS 3511 Pt
¢ EamioPit — Ratoed . ety N
& Obseryetion Point ' e e oo
- Eoncued Parw'sl 4. 2 3XD2
: A —— g Parret 44000000
= e 4 ™ - Lactucn O Cigic 41868681

G Mo sraricnn 114
Frig Sobe 111208 Prochad By 4. Gueens

Study araa is contained viltin the Bosr Croek watsrshed



A\

CITY OF

ASHLAND

City of Ashland
Local Wetlands Inventory

T39S R1E 17

Legand
Weands, Fakt verfierd

N VY etande, nol fokd

! Riparian Cormidor
Safe Harbor (50 feet)

Study srea is confsined withia the Bosr Ceok walarshad

N w:‘d—mmtwh&v i
. 1
" ignnan el rerrou woras et
N waal faby econdbcna
<.« Toxkis < reerencs T2 i 13 e L i o £
Stroemmes, intertient dainages, SWC A A8 ey Com od drgbuarcmdy oy
E=F Lrban Grouth Bounas ond diches 2258 -
L4 Wi youtyrgrigucly rrsaicny hes b poapessd
™nes  Laterats mmtven wAYGAA 141 GAHS1H Droich 141 8-
[ Q1 a1 CAR 14 COBAGII0 g 1410684 5T by
£ cayLimse Wb et Comnant, lnr. | S#RALS
- Takolingaton Distict Canal i s M 1d Lt el by
LT Sedboms QU b o, by 304 e e
“\— Ctivertad Streams ferderd, CA92300.500 P RrechLrm 1-plcar
Bt #H1NL0Q Onin of Phaieraty. Sudy PR
Wiwid Waetlsnd bt bt
— mimmmmi\mml—
Fadrosd 1 Lt Corderomi Corvg.
14 + b o ¢ autr 11138 00008
H Padia hovoing . 20000
€ e - 5
- Saderd Pl 1: @AY
. Senvciand Pasate? § 415D
Lttt On D 47 Moedd P

GC3 ot Awricant 1543
Pred gata A3N300. Pracensd By R 0-Lemez




.ée.‘ City of Ashland
Van

cLrY ov

Local Wetlands Inventory

H
M

Legend
222D Wetandy, fekd verfiod [ ... Taxiols = Streems, Innemdten dransges.

MR Wodtarxts, mot fiekd =1 Urtur Growth Boundsry wel diches
vesifiad Letavals

S
3= et trigalion Disirict Carma)

(=] Posaltie Wetlands
N S
. Quiverted Smame
Safe Harhor (S0 (oet) W14 Weltand Unf)
N
¢ Sampla Pt — Ralroed

QN ok by i 208
Prciond ORPSIN A0
$0)-33103%

Puraticns W Ch EVY Paig) 19 %2 DL O pomen
3y o i et s vt i chare. Traem

-y Lcindid
rvtaeyd ety P M 0 O vels O Cover

(3408 i 1t (LA Serey g ol & rpprmmmen it g7y
o fakiry QResera

Tha el wallwsts vanyy Pt W friod #d 1
s v 64 141 G800 Erough 1414~
£14 and OAR 14£ 466300 P (41000438 by
eveare

Jiazn Jawn Bt f2 Rkt 14y
aPepleion

Plareie- Pararni 2 41 XA

Lafvcly (O 41 250997

Q08 NrA Arwricar 1241

Pt i AR Frocund By 1 Odmaas

Sty araa {s contained within tha Baar Craak watorshed




.4 ‘ Clty of Ashland
:ﬁm Local Wetiands Inventory

ASHLAND  136S R1E 31

S, bt draeges.
560 SNt

IR vretarts, rok fielc
verTied hep VPR T, Y
L] Pouaios Wedlanas CXuz Taies irpation
1B Pood _—~
55X Reparian Camiane Cubraried Siresms
Sam Hatbor (50 feat) WLWIE Yetand Unk
» SampPhl A

A Obaatvrtion Fonl

Stidy sren 1 contained within the Basr Crvek witarshod ﬁ::?mm..“:.’...&.m



. ‘ City of Ashland
!ﬂo. Local Wetlands Inventory

ASHLAND 1386 R1E 32

Baar Crask

T385 R1E 32

;" Tatent Ivigaton

.,__i\tlish'id Canal

[tmefy

E e N -

. iy 2l pyetary) PoCation & nowes Man
wary b WS vERITS e mgytpon o 2
Legend Tislnnan e iy e Lo e sy
TrAro—a B g b5 C0LICt Pt Grrprn Superaent of Btskl
(22722 voetanss, bid vetes ~ . Tedols Besme, intermiient draina o LT U s o e o e
» B V) .':IHI. lert [N :r\\_/\rg_& ey g,
O gy ol E= U oot By A
vithed TRupr  Lulnalt TWCA m.ﬁummmmwn
Ll ot al Cistunlogpde, bor,
Cl Pomhwanss ot Oy Umin . .
Bz Telen! irigaton District Consl
BB Povd e AT A o, S 300 et sz,
1, Qettem - Cuierted Skeams Paortory, OL 0 208 2000 Papl Bkt | phond
Ripartan Soemidar 724 0314 Oua of Phoicyaphy dy 311
BateHarbor {0 rel) o Tmb WI-WL4 Wetand Unit B e o PP 3882 it
> Sampis Pl e Rabruad e T
A Diaetvsion Point . oo ol Whoteurs | JANNXDR
) Parshed ) €330
e = = rre— T Pyl 2 &4 0XXXD
- o™ . ) - Lazinse QI Qrigin 4% BoitLd

06 tarts A 1681
brra doe {1 L0 Prisanna 0y, B, O Amrit

Study areg /s cormieined within the Bear Creek welershad



WETLAND SUMMARY SHEETS
TABLE OF CONTENTS

SITE

WELIANA [ eroeieiieee ettt s bttt e e eeeaeeneeeananeessaernbsessnsaesssrtrassessnnsasssssans |
Wetland 2 .......cvcvveviveieiveennen. vererinrone b sarennesee e er et nbenttnnreaas ot s iueenenesaanteseesa e arneraeens 2
Wetland 3 ..o, berearnes bttt ha—ttheaeeaaatanh ettt e ee sett et esteenearearaeseianraseerararan 4
Wetland 4 ....... e rerer e tnneaboraaneasanran Chbrebrnererasaeeesee st aareaassaes e eeaeere e e et e s ereraa st rteen 6
Wetland 5 .......... et e sttt nenaer e saesies teeerrreeieraas erereeeeartet e ioant b orasiaesabaeananess rnann 7
Wetland 6 ....cvveveeeevee veererees Cereeeerereaeraaraataashaaa i athnerarsiaits Fee et e ni b reerareasiaaeesane 8
Wetland 7 c.oovvveeeeciiviee e ee s e eteeseintrestaeerarattnannrtreetaeearnnne et r e raatbe e sareas 9
Wetland 8 ........oovenneernerenn ererrere e, eaaaas .10
WELIANA Dottt ceetese s sbrbee s e ssn st eeerasenatsessesassnesarntsn sntasesnsnseasans
Wetland 1Q......oovoiviiiiiiiee i e et e sre s ennees enertriererirserternraressaanateteneesrnsserarees 1 2
Wetland 11........... eeereras e eeriretssveeaiaistnireeaereerennas vrrannnne Crabnieian e bberrrtatorerearenera sananes
Wetland 12.............. Crerteteioeretr et e aarrrtee b raenrarenassesres eeereereraeaiann rere e Creeeaen 14
WELIANA 13 oottt ettt ese et sesisiae s ese s b erscnssaensssstonsroesssnesssvasosenaiss 1D
WELIANA L4 .ovinnriivriie i ceecer ettt tre s e s set s seea e asersaseessrassbtbesssesersrasnssesesnnessenias L

City of Ashiand Local Wetlands & Riparian Cortridor Inventory & Assessment, July 2005, revised February 2007
Fishmaw/SWCA Page i



City of Ashland Local Wetland and Riparian Corridor Inventory and Assessment
Wetland Sununary Sheet

Site: Wetland 1

Site Code: W1
Location: South of Ashland Creek, west of sewage treatment plant, east of BMX park

Township 39S Range 1E Section 4 Quarter NW
Tax Map Tax lot(s) 391EG4BB 102 & 200
DSL #: none

Approximalte size (acres): 2.23

Cowardin classification: PEM HGM classification: Slope Valley

Hydrologic basin: Ashland Creek
Soil type(s): Brader-Debenger, Barron

Sample Plot Nummber(s): 7, 8 & 9 Field verification date(s): 6/4/03

Dominant Plant Species (Common Names):
Trees:

Shrubs:
Herbs: cattail, poison hemlock, and creeping spikerush
Other:

Primary hydrology source:
(including hydrology source and use of artificially created wetlands: any potential non-jurisdictional status)

Precipitation & groundwater seeps

OFWAM Summary:

Function Rating Rationale

Wildlife Habitat: Medium 1 Cowardin class, no woody vegetation, <0.5 acre open water

Fish Habitat: Low wetland does not include a stream, lake or pond

Water Quality: High evidence of ponding, high veg. cover, Ashland Creek is WQ limited
Hydrologic Control:  Medijum unrestricted outlet, no woody veg., upstream land vse is developed

Determination of Goal S Locally Significant Wetland: Significant

Description of the wetand, including tepographic position. land uses, alterations, and the basis for the wetland boundary

determinatjon:
This emergent wetland is dominated by cattail, poison hemlock (a noxious species) and creeping spikerush.

Other species noted in the wetland include meadow foxtail, teasel. Himalayan blackberry, willow-herb, soft
rush, sedge and bedstraw. The wetland is connectcd to Ashland Creek at its downslope edge. Adjacent uplands
are dominated by ryebrome, downy cheat grass. tall fescue, geranium and hairy vetch.

City of Ashland Local Wetlands and Riparian Carridor Inventary & Assessment, July 2005, revised February 2007
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City of Ashland Local Wetland and Riparian Corridor Inventory and Assessment
Wetland Sununary Sheet

Site: Wetland 2

Site Code: W2
Location: Ashland Demonstration Wetlands, south of Ashland Creek, east of sewage treatment plant

Township 39S Range 1E Section 4 Quarter NW
Tax Map Tax loi(s) 391E04BB 200
DSL #: none

Approximate size (acres): .16+ 0,22 +0.26 = 0.64

Cowardin classification: POW/PEM HGM classification: Depressional Closed Nonpermanent
Hydrologic basin: Isolated

Soil type(s): Brader-Debengey

Sample Plot Number(s): none Field verification date(s): 6/4/03 & 6/24/03

Dominant Plant Species (Common Names):
Trees:

Shiubs:

Herbs: narrow-leaf catail, hardstem bufrush

Other;

Primary hydrology source:
(including hydrolopy source and use of artificially created wetlands; any potential non-jurisdictional status)

Precipitation

OFWAM Summary:

Function Rating Rationale
Wildlife Habitat: Medium sparse woody veg., low interspersion, <0.5 acre open water, isolated

small seasonal ponds with no connection to stream, no cover or shade

Fish Habitat: Low
Water Quality: High evidence of ponding, high veg. cover, Ashland Creek is WQ limited
Hydrologic Control: Medium outside floodplain, no woody veg., upstream land use is developed

Determination of Goal § Locally Significant Wetland: Not localty significant, not subject to state jurisdiction,
Note: although Wetland W2 displays intact water quality function, il is excluded from the locally significant
wetland criteria according to0 QAR 14]-086-0350(1) since it was created for the purpose of wastewater
treatment. The wetland is also non-jurisdictional since it was created in upland soils and is smaller than I acre.

Description of the wetland, including topogtaghic position, land uses, alterations. sud the basis for the wetland boundary

determination:
The Ashland Demonstration Wetlands consist of 3 excavated ponds, 0.16, 0.22 and 0.26 acre in size, dominated

by narrow-leaf cattail and hardstem bulrush. The upper pond also contained poison hemiock (noxious) and
floating pennywort with red-osier dogwood, rose and willow shrubs planted on the side slopes. The middle
pond also contained globepodded hoarycress, a noxious species. The ponds were constructed in 1996 and were
lined and planted. The ponds were built as an experimental system to determine their effectiveness for removing

City of Ashland Local Wetlands and Riparian Corridor Inventory & Assessment, Iuly 2005, revised February 2007
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City of Ashland Local Wetland and Riparian Corridor Inventory and Assessment
Wetland Summary Sheet

Wetland 2, continued

phosphorous from the City’s wastewater. The ponds received 10,000 gailons per day from the sewage treatinent
plant until 1998 or 1999 when the experiment was discontinued since preliminary results revealed that this type
of natural treatment system would not be adequate to meet DEQ's phosphorous standard given the volume of
the City’s wastewater and small size of the treatment ponds. The wetiand/upland boundaries are well-defined by
topography and a change to non-hydrophytic vegetation surrounding the ponds consisting of ripgut brome,

ryebrome, tall fescue, hairy vetch, and two-calor lupine.

Three rectangular areas were excavated immediately north of the Ashland Demonstration Wetlands to provide
stormwater infiltration. These areas are cutrently dominated by non-hydrophytic vegetation and do not meet the
wetland criteria. The upper two excavated areas are dominated by dead giant reed (invasive in California), and
the lower excavated area is dominated by a brome species. These three excavated areas are not included in the

mapping for wetland unit 2.

City of Ashland Local Wellands and Riparian Comidor Inventory & Assessment, Juiy 2005, revised February 2007

Fishman/SWCA Page 3



City of Ashland Local Wetland and Riparian Corridor Inventory and Assessment
Wetland Summmary Sheet

Site: Wetland 3

Site Code: W3

Location: Billings Ranch, north of railroad, just south of City limits
Township 398 Range 1E Section 5 Quarter NE

Tax Map Tax lot(s) 391E05 200

DSL #: WD 02-0472; RF-30032

Approximate size (acres): 1.83
Cowardin classification: PEM
Hydrologic basin: Bear Creek
Soil type(s): Sheftlein, Coker

HGM classificatiou: Slope Valley

Sample Plot Number(s): none (recent delineation) Field verification date(s): 6/25/0»3 (off-site)

Dominant Plant Species (Comumon Names):
Trees:

Shrubs:
Herbs: common velvetgrass, grass species, bulrush and cattail
Other:

Primary hydrology source:
(including hydrology source and use of artificially created wetlands; any potential non-jurisdictional status)

Precipitation & groundwater seeps (seeps noted in wetland delineation report)

OFWAM Sumimary:

Function Rating Rationale
Wildlife Habitat: Medium 1 Cowardin class, no woody veg.. <0.5 acye open water
Fish Habitat: Low wetland does not include a streamn, lake or pond

ritnary water source = groundwater, evidence of ponding, high veg. cover
g P g, g

Water Quality: Medium
outside floodplain, unrestricted outlet, upstreamn land use is developed

Hydrologic Control: Medium

Determination of Goal 5 Locally Signiticant Wetland: Not locaily significant but still jurisdictional

Description of the wetland, including topographic position, land uses, alterations, and tlie basis for the wetland boundary

determination:
The Billings Ranch residential subdivision site was under construction at the time of the site visit. This wetland

was viewed from off-site from Nevada Street using binoculars. Grading activity was occurring, and orange
construction fencing was present adjacent to the wetland area. Vegetation was dominated by grasses, including
common velvetgrass (all species could not be identified with binoculars). Trace amounts of teasel, hardstem
bulrush, rush and dock were also noted. The wetland delineation report describes the portion of the wetland to
be impacted as being dominated by upland and wetland grasses (aften facultative wetland grasses) with lesser
amounts of rushes and sedges. The portion of the wetland to be protected is described as having bulrush and

cattails.

City of Ashland Locat Wetlands and Riparian Corridor Inventory & Assessment, July 2005, revised February 2007
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City of Ashland Local Wetland and Riparian Comridor Inventory and Assessment
Wetland Suminary Sheet

Wetland 3, continued

This site was delineated in 2002 (DSL WD 2002-0472). A portion of this wetland is slated to be filled under
permit (DSL RF-30032), with mitigation to occur adjacent to Billings Pond just north of this wetland. The size
of the wetland to remain afier pennitted impacts is 1.14 acres.

City of Ashland Local Wetlands and Riparian Corcidor Inventory & Assessment, July 2003, revised February 2007
Fishman/SWCA Page 5



City of Ashland Local Wetland and Riparian Corridor Inventory and Assessinent
Wetland Summary Sheet

Site: Wetland 4

Site Code: W4
Location: Cemetery Creek, north of railroad, south of Main Street

Township 398 Range 1E Section 10 Quarter SE
Tax Map Tax lot(s) 391EI0D 201; 391E10DA 3200, 3500 & 3600

DSL #: WD 03-0203 (east side of tax lot 3600 only)

Approximate size (acres): 3.86
Cowardin classification; PEM
Hydrologic basin: Cemetery Creek
Soil type(s): Kubli

HGM classification: Riverine Flow-Through

Sample Plot Number(s). none (no permission tu access) Field verification date(s): 6/3/03

Dominant Plant Species (Common Names):
Trees:

Shrubs: Pacific willow, weeping willow
Herbs: reed canarygrass, catail
Other:

Primary hydrology source:
(inctuding hydrology source and use of artificially created wetlands; any potential non-jurisdictional status)

Cemetery Creek, also stormwater input from adjacent residential development to east noted

OFWAM Summary:

Function Rating Rationale

Wildlife Habitat: Medium 1 Cowardin class, no woody veg., <0.5 acre open water
Fish Habitat: Medium low shading and cover, adjacent land use is agriculture

High evidence of ponding, high veg. caver, adjacent land use is agriculture

Water Quality:
outside floodplain, unrestricted outlet, upstream land use is developed

Hydrologic Control:  Medium
Determination of Goal 5 Locally Significant Wetland: Significant

Description of the wetland, including topographic pesition, land uses, alterations, and the basis for the wetland boundary

determination:
This wetland unit js associated with Cemetery Creek. Vegetation is dominated by reed canarygrass (invasive)

and cattail, with areas of Pacific willow and weeping willow shrubs, Himalayan blackberry and white poplar
shrubs were also noted in areas. A few biack cottonwood trees are also present along the stream. The wetland is
closely bordered by residential development along its east edge. The western wetland boundary is defined by a
change to upland grasses. A wetland fill violation occurred at the west end of Creek Drive, and an on-site
wetland determination was conducted by the Division of State Lands in April 2003 (DSL WD 03-(203).

City of Ashland Local Wetlands and Riparian Corridor Inventory & Assessment, July 2003, revised February 2007
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City of Ashland Local Wetland and Riparian Corridor Inventory and Assessment
Wetland Summary Sheet

Site: Wetland 5

Site Code: W5
Location: Clear Creck Village mitigation site, north of Chegar Street, south of Hersey Street

Township 39S Range 1E Section 4 Quarter SW
Tax Map Tax lot{s) 391E04CD 1904
DSL #: WD 02-0292

Approximate size (acres): 1.29
Cowardin classification: PEM/POW HGM classification: Riverine Impounding

Hydrologic basin: Clear Creek
Soil type(s): Coker

Sample Plot Number(s): none Field verification date(s): 6/3/03

Dominant Plant Species (Common Names):
Trees:

Shrubs: Oregon ash, red-osier dogwood, Douglas spirea, willow, red elderbeiry

Herbs:; cattail, hardstem bulrush, rush, blue wildrye, wfted hairgrass, buttercup

Other:

Primary hydrology source;
(including hydrology source and use of artificially created wetlands; any potential ron-jurisdictional status)

Stormwater runoff, wetland is the headwaters of Clear Creek

OFWAM Summary:

Function Raiing Rationale

Wildlife Habitat: Medium mod, interspersion, <.5 acre open water, adjacent land use = developed
Fish Habitat: Medtum low shading and cover, adjacent land use is developed

Water Quality: High evidence of ponding, high veg. cover, adjacent land use is developed
Hydrologic Control: High enclosed basin, evidence of ponding, upstream fand use is developed

Determination of Goal 5 Locally Significant Wetland: Significant

Description of the wetland, including topographic position, land uses, alterations, and the basis for the wetland boundary

determination:
A wetland delineation of the Clear Creek Village mitigation site was recently conducted by Integrated

Environmental Design (DSL WD 02-0292). Two on-line ponds are present on Clear Creek. The site contains a
diverse vegetation community in the emergent wetland area and native shrub plantings should develop into a
scrub-shrub wetland cornmunity over time. Wetland boundaries are well-defined by topography and a change to

non-hydrophytic vegetation.

City of Ashland Local Wetlands and Riparian Carridor Inventory & Assessment, July 2005, yevised Februacy 2007
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City of Ashland Local Wetland ard Riparian Corridor Inventory and Assessment
Wetland Summary Sheet

Site: Wetland 6

Site Code: Wé

Location: Knoll Creek, north of Interstate-5, south of East Main Street
Township 398 Range 1E Section 11 Quarter SE

Tax Map Tax lot(s) 391E!ID 109, 300, 900 & 1000

DSL #: none

Approximate size (acres): 1.71

Cowardin classification: PEM

Hydrologic basin: Knoli Creek

Soil type(s}: Kubli, Brader-Debenger, Central Point

HGM classification: Riverine Flow-Through

Sample Plot Number(s): none (no permission to access)  Field verification date(s): 6/4/03 (off-site)

Dominant Plant Species (Common Names):
Trees:

Shrubs:
Herbs: cattail, msh
Other:

Primary hydrology source:
(including hydrology source and use of artificially created wetlands; any potential non-jurisdictional statis)

Knoll Creek

OFWAM Summary:

Eunction Rating Rationale

Wildlife Habitat: Medium sparse woady vegetation, moderate interspersion, <0.5 acre open water
Fish Habitat: High natural stream channel, adjacent land use is undeveloped

Water Quality; High surface water-driven, evidence of ponding, high veg. caver
Hydrologic Control: Medium outside floodplain, unrestricted outlet, upstrearn land use is developed

Determination of Goal 5 Laocally Significant Wetland: Significant

Description of the wetland, including topographic position. land uses, alterations, and the basis for the wetland boundary

determination:
‘This unit was viewed from off-site from the Windmill Inn parking lot using binocuiars. Two stream-associated

wetlands are present along Knoll Creek. The wetlands are predominantly emergent with a minor scrub-shrub
- component. Vegetation is dominated by cattail and rush, with a few willow, black cottonwood, Oregon ash and
rose shrubs also present. Adjacent uplands are dominated by Himalayan blackberry and upland grasses.

City of Ashland Local Wetlands and Riparian Corridor Invenlory & Assessment, July 2005, revised February 2007
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City of Ashland Local Wetland and Riparian Corridor Inventory and Assessment
Wetland Summary Sheet

Site: Wetland 7

Site Code: W7
Location: North Mountain Nature Park, south of Bear Creek, east of Mountain Avenue

Township 398 Range 1E Section 4 Quarter SE
Tax Map Tax lot(s) 32]JE04DA 300; 391E04DD 100 & 400

DSL #: WD 95-0229

Approximate size (acres): 3.25
Cowardin classification: PEM/POW HGM classification: Riverine Impounding

Hydrologic basin: Bear Creek
Soil type(s): Camas-Newberg-Evans

Sample Plot Number(s): noue Field verification date(s): 6/24/03

Dominant Plant Species (Common Names):
Trees:

" Shrubs: Douglas spirea, Oregon ash, sandbar willow, black hawthorn and biack cottonwood

Herbs: cattail, hardstem bulrush, soft rush, sedge, meadow foxtuil, bentgrass and creeping buttercup

Other:

Priimary hydrology source:
(including hydrology source and use of artificially created wetlands; any potential non-jurisdictional status)

Beach Creek (ponds) & precipitation (emergent wetlands)

OFWAM Summary:

Function Rating Rationale

Wildlife Habitat; High connected to Beach & Bear Creeks, moderate interspersion, wide buffer
"Fish Habitat: Medium Jow shading and cover, stream channel modified (on-line ponds)

Water Quality: High surface water-driven, evidence of ponding, high veg. cover

Hydrologic Control: High within floodplain. evidence of ponding, upstream land use is developed

Determination of Goal $ Locally Significant Wetland: Significant

Description of the wetland, including topographic position, land uses, alterations, and the hasis for the welland boundary

determination:
Three on-line ponds (upper, middle and lower ponds) are present ou Beach Creek. We refer to the pond at the

downstream end of Beach Creek as the lower pond and to the pond further upstream on Beach Creek the upper
pond, although the North Mountain Park informational brochure refers to the lower pond as the upper pond and
vice versa. The ponds are fringed by emergent wetlands containing cattail, hardstem bulrush, soft rush, sedge,
and meadow foxtail with Douglas spirea, Oregon ash, sandbar willow, black hawthorn, and black cottonwoad
shrubs, The lower wetlands are located in the floodway of Bear Creek. Floating aquatic vegetation in the ponds
includes lesser duckweed and Mexican water fern. Western pond turtle were observed in the upper pond.
Additional emergent wetland vegetation observed in the non-ponded areas included meadow foxtail, bentgrass,

creeping buttercup, teasel, Watson’s willow-herb, and rush.

City of Ashland Local Wetlands and Riparian Corridor Inventory & Assessment, July 2005, revised February 2007
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City of Ashiand Local Wetland and Riparian Corridor Inventory and Assessment
Wetland Suimmary Sheet

Site: Wetland 8

Site Code: W8
Location: North of Bear Creek, west of Mountain Avenue

Township 398 Range 1E Section 4 Quarter NE
Tax Map Tax lot(s) 391E04AC 900
DSL #: none

Approximate size (acres): 0.90
Cowardin classification: PSS HGM classification: Slope Valley

Hydrologic basin: Isolated, no apparent connection to Bear Creek
Soil type(s): Camas-Newberg-Evans, Darow, Medford

Sample Plot Number(s): 16 & 17 Field verification date(s): 6/24/03

Dominant Plant Species (Common Names):
Trees.

Shrubs: sandbar willow, Pacific willow and Himalayan blackberry
Herbs:

Other:

Primary hydrology source:

(including liydrology source and use of artificially created wetlands; any potential non-jurisdictional status)
Precipitation, may be spring-fed

OFWAM Summary:

Function Rating Rationale

Wildlife Habitat: Medium 1 Cowardin class, <0.5 acre open water, isolated

Fish Habitat; Low wetland does not include a stream, lake or pond

Water Quality: Medium no evidence of ponding, high veg. cover, Bear Creek is WQ Iimited

Hydvologic Control: High restricted outlet, woody veg., upstream land use is developed

Determination of Goal 5 Locally Significant Wetland: Significant

Description of the wetland, including topographic position, fand uses, alterations, and the basis for the wetland boundary

determination;
This scrub-shrub wetland is downinated by sandbar willow and Pacific willow shrubs surrounded by a dense

Himalayan blackberry thicket. One Oregon ash tree was also present in the wetland, along with trace amounts
of soft rush, spreading rush and teasel (invasive), This wetland is bordered on the south and west by a gravel
road, and no culvert was observed under the road that would connect the wetland with Bear Creek to the south.
Upland vegetation adjacent to the wetland is dominated by yellow starthistle (noxious), ripgut brome,
tumblemustard, poison hemlock (noxious), teasel and Himalayan blackberry and hairy.

Cily of Ashlend Local Wetlands and Riparian Corridor Inventory & Assessnient, July 2005, revised February 2007
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City of Ashland Local Wetland and Riparian Conidor Inventory and Assessment
Wetland Sununary Sheet

Site: Wetland 9

Site Code: W9
Location: North of railroad, south of East Main Street, west of Cemetery Creek

Township 398 Range 1E Section 10 Quarter NE & SE
Tax Map Tax lot(s) 391E10D 903, 909,910,913 & 1000

DSL #: WD 91-003]
Approximate size (acres): 5.38

Cowardin classification: PEM HGM classification: Slope Valley

Hydrologic basin: Isolated
Soil type(s): Kubli

Sample Plot Number(s): none (difficult access) Field verification date(s): 6/25/03 (off-site)

Dominant Plant Species (Common Narmes):
Trees:

Shrubs: Himalayan biackberry is around the perimeter

Herbs: (from 1991 delineation) fine grass, cattail, soft rush, creeping buttercup, common velvetgrass

Other:

Primary hydrology source:
(including hydrology source and use of artificially created wetlands; any patential non-jurisdictional status)

Precipitation, apparently spring-fed

OFWAM Summary:

Function Rating Rationale

Wildlife Habitat: Medium 1 Cowardin class, <0.5 acre open water, isvlated

Fish Habitat: Low wetland does not include a stream, lake or pond

Water Quality: High evidence of ponding, high veg. cover, adjacent land use is developed

Hydrologic Control: High evidence of ponding, outlet restricted, upstream land use is developed

Determination of Goal 5 Locally Significant Wetland: Significant

Description of the wetland. including topographic position, land uscs, alterations, and the basis for the wetland boundary

determination:
This wetland was difficult to view from off-site due to the presence of berms bordering much of the site and the

lack of viewing points from adjacent roads. The south portion of the wetlaid was partially viewed from a
permission 0 access parcel on Normal Street and was observed to be surrounded by dense blackberry with a
few a few willow and black cottonwood. A portion of this wetland was delineated in 1991 (DSL WD 91-0031).
Wetland vegetation on the wetland data sheets included a fine grass, cattail, soft rush, creeping buttercup,

common velvetgrass and Himalayan blackberry.
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City of Ashiand Loca! Wetland and Riparian Corridor Inventory and Assessment
Wetland Suinmary Sheet

Site: Wetland 10

Site Code: W10

Location: North of Highway 66, south of Neil Creek
Township 398 Range 1E Section 13 Quarter NW
Tax Map Tax loi(s) 391EI3B 2001

DSL #: WD 90-0119

Approximate size (acres): 2,12

Cowardin classification: PEM

Hydrologic basin: Neil Creek

Soil type(s): Barmron, Kubli, Camas-Newberg-Evans

HGM classification: Slope Valley

Sample Plot Number(s); 19 & 20 Field verification date(s): 6/25/03 & 6/2G/03
Dominant Plant Species (Common Names):

Trees.

Shiubs:

Herbs: reed canarygrass, poison hemlock; teasel

Other:

Primary hydrology source:
(iucluding hydrology source and use of artificially created wetlands; any potentia} non-jurisdictional status)

Precipitation

OFWAM Summary:

Funection Rating Rationale

Wildlife Habicat: Medium 1 Cowardin class, no woody vegetation, <0.5 acre open water
Fish Habitat: Low wetland does not include a stream, lake or pond

Medium no evidence of ponding, high veg. cover, Neil Creek is WQ [imited

Water Quality:
within floodplain, unrestricted outlet, upstream land use is developed

Hydrologic Control: Medium
Determination of Goal 5 Locally Significant Wetland: Significant

Description of the wetland. including topographic position, land uses, alterations, ard tle basis for the wetland boundary

determination:
This wetland is dominated by reed canarygrass (invasive), poison hemlock (noxious) and teasel (invasive). A

few willow, white alder and Oregon ash shrubs are also present. Soils are hummocky, indicating possible prior
agricultural use, The wetland appears (o be connected to Neil Creek at its downslope end. Adjacent uplands
consist of quack grass, ripgut brome, downy cheat grass, yellow starthistle (noxious), globepodded hoarycress

(noxious) and Himalayan blackberry.

Historically this site appears to have been upland, per the 1990 wetland determination; however, recent nortal
hydrologic conditions present for several years support a revised finding that it is now jurisdictional wetland.

City of Ashland Local Wetlands and Riparian Corridor Inventory & Assessment, July 2005, revised February 2007
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City of Ashland Local Wetland and Riparian Corridor Inventory and Assessment
Wetland Summary Sheet

Site;: Wetland 11

Site Code: W11
Location: Southwest of Washington Street & Interstate-5, north of railroad

Township 39S Range 1E Section 14 Quarter NE
Tax Map Tax lot(s) 391E14A 1102 & 1104
DSL #: none

Approximate size (acres): 0.85
Cowardin classification; PEM HGM classification: Slope Valley

Hydrologic basin: Kooll Creek
Soil type(s): Kubli
Sample Plot Number(s): none o permission to access) Field verification date(s); 6/5/03

Dominant Plant Species (Common Names):
Trees:

Shrubs:

Herbs: meadow foxtail
Other:

Primary hydrology source:

(including hydrology source and use of artificially created wetlands; any poteatizl non-jurisdictional status)
Precipitation

OFWAM Summary:

Fanction Rating Rationale

Wildlife Habijtat: Mediumn 1 Cowardin class, no woody vegetation, <0.5 acre open water

Fish Habitat: Low wetland does not include a streatn, lake or pond

Water Quality: Medium no evidence of ponding, high veg. cover, adjacent land use is developed

Hydrologic Control:  Mediuin outside floodplain, no evidence of ponding, upstream land use developed

Determination of Goal 5 Locally Significant Wetland: Not locally significant but still jurisdictional

Description of the wetland, including topographic position. land nses, alterations, and the basis for the wetland boundary

determination:
This wetland was viewed from off-site from Washington Street with binoculars. This wetland consists of a

roadside emergent wetland along the southwest side of Washington Street, dominated by meadow foxtail, with
lesser amounts of blue wildrye, birdsfoot-trefoil and catchweed bedstraw. This wetland is connected to Knoil
Creek via a roadside ditch at its downstream end. The wetland boundary is detined by a change to upland

grasses,

City of Ashland Local Wetlands and Riparian Corridor Inventory & Assessment, July 2005, revised Februayy 2007
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City of Ashland Local Wetland and Riparian Corridor Inventory and Assessment
Wetland Summmary Sheet

Site: Wetland 12

Site Code: W12

Location: Wesl of Cemetery Creek, north of railroad, south of East Main Street
Township 39S Range 1E Section 10 Quarter NE & SE

Tax Map Tax lot(s) 391E10D 201, 203, 204, 300 & 700

DSL #: none

Approximate size (acres): 1.68
Cowardin classification; PEM
Hydrologic basin: Cemetery Creek
Soil type(s); Kubli

HGM classification: Slope Valley

Sample Plot Number(s): 10 & 1] Field verification date(s): 6/5/03

Dominant Plant Species {Common Names):
Trees:

Shrubs:

Herbs: cattail, meadow foxtail, water foxtail and soft rush
Other:

Primary hydrology source:

(including hydrology source and use of artificially created wetlands; any patential non-jurisdictional status)

Precipitation & TID

OFWAM Summary:

Function Rating Ratignale

Wiidlife Habitat: Medium |1 Cowardin class, no woody vegetation, <{.5 acre open water

Fish Habitat: Low wetland does not include a streain, lake or pond

Water Quality: High evidence of ponding, high veg. cover, adjacent land use is agriculture

Hydrologic Control;  Medium outside floodplain, unrestricted outlet, upstreamn land use is developed

Determination of Goal 5 Locally Significant Wetland: Significant

Descriplion of the wetland, including topographic pesition, land uses, aiterations, and the basis for the wetfand boundary

determination. :
This wetland swale originates in a horse pastuve north of the railroad tracks and is located approximately 400

feet west of Cemetery Creek. The wetland is dominated by cattail, meadow foxtail, water foxtail and soft rush.
Lesser amounts of western buttercup, forget-me-not, common velvetgrass, spreading rush and creeping
spikerush were also present, with a few biack cottonwood trees also present in the northern portion. Adjacent
uplands contain Mediterranean barley, ryebrome, tall fescue, yellow clover and inayweed chamomile.

City of Ashfand Local Wetlands and Riparian Corridor Inventory & Assessient, July 2005, revised February 2007
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City of Ashland Loocal Wetland and Riparian Corridor Inventory and Assessment
Wetland Summary Sheet

Site: Wetland 13

Site Code: W13
Location: West of Hamilton Creek, north of Ashland Street, south of East Main Street

Township 39S Range 1E Section 11 Quarter SW
Tax Map Tax lot(s) 391E11C 2500; 391E1ICA 2762 & 12761; 391E11CB 1000 & 1100

DSL#: WD 01-0613

Approximate size (acres): 1.41
Cowardin classification: PEM HGM classification: Slope Valley

Hydrologic basin: Bear Creek
Soil type(s): Kubli

Sample Plot Number(s): | - 4 Field veritication date(s): 6/3/03

Dominant Plant Species (Common Names);
Trees:

Shrubs:

Herbs: common velvetgrass, meadow foxtail, Kentucky bluegrass, soft rush, cattail and spearmint

Other:

Primary hydrology source:
(including hydrology source and use of aitificially created wetlands; any potential non-jurisdictional status)

Precipitation & TID

OFWAM Summary:

Function Rating Rationale

Wildlife Habitat; Medium 1 Cowardin class, no woody vegetalion, <0.5 acre open water

Fish Habitat: Low wetland does not include a stream, lake or pond

Water Quality: High evidence of ponding, high veg. cover, adjacent land use is agriculture
Hydrologic Control; Medium outside floodplain, unrestricted outlet, upstream land use is developed

Determination of Goal 5 Locally Significant Wetland: Significant

Description of the wetland, including topozraphic position, land uses, alterations, and the basis for the wetland boundary

determination:
This wetland is the headwaters of a small unnamed tributary to Bear Creek that flows hehind a residential

subdivision. The wetland consists of a gentle topographic swale trending north through several agricultural
properties. A portion of this wetland was previously delineated (DSL. WD 01-0613) and the adjacent area was
partially plowed up to the edge of wetland. The wetland is described as containing common velvelgrass,
meadow foxtail, Kentucky biuegrass, soft rush, cattail and spearmint in the wetland delineation report. Several
Canada geese were observed on the headwater area in this area from off-site. Uplands are ineadow foxtail,

brome, tall fescue and orchard grass.
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City of Ashland Local Wetland and Riparian Corridor Inventory and Assessment
Wetland Suminary Sheet

Site: Wetland 14

Site Code: W14
Location: East pond between Ashland Creek & Bear Creek, dowustream of sewage treatment plant

Township 385 Range 1E Section 33 Quarter SW
Tax Map Tax lot(s) 391E05 100
DSL #:

Approximate size (acres): 1.16
Cowardin classification: POW/PEM HGM classification: Depressional Closed Nonpermanent

Hydrologic basin: Ashland Creek
Soil type(s): Camas-Newberg-Evans

Sample Plot Number(s): Field verification date(s): 6/24/03

Dominant Plant Species {Comimon Names):
Trees:

Shrubs: Himalayan blackberry, Oregon ash, wiliow and black cottonwood

Herbs: cattail, knotweed (Pofvgonum species), yellow iris, poison hemlock and willow-herb

Other:

Primary hydrology source;
(including hydrology source and use of artificially created werlands; any polential non-jurisdictional statas)

Inlet from Ashland Creek

OFWAM Summary:

Function Rating Rationale

Wildlife Habitat: High >1 acre open water (seasonal) & emergent veg., connected to Ashland Cr.
Fish Habitat: Medium low shading and cover, Ashland Creek is water quality limited

Water Quality: Medium moderate veg. cover, adj. fand use undeveloped, Ashland Cr. WQ limited
Hydrologic Control: High within floodplain, evidence of ponding, restricted outlet

Determination of Goal 5 Locally Significant Wetland: Significant

Description of the wetland, including topographtc position, land uses, aiterations, and the basis for the wetland boundary

determination:
This wetland is a seasonal open water pond located near the confluence of Ashland Creek with Bear Creek just

downstream of the Ashland sewage treatment plant. The pond is signed as the “Ashland Sediment Passive
Treatment Pond™ and was repottedly constructed in 1987 as a settlement pond to divert water from Ashland
Creek during sluicing of the upstream Reader Reservoir, Sluicing iast occurred in 1985. The pond is connected
to Ashland Creek and contains both an inlet and outlet structure, The pond bottom and side slopes are
comprised of granite sediment. Pond depth appeared to range from 1 to 6 feet. Vegetation fringing the pond
includes cattail, yellow iris, poison heinlock, willow-herb, a few Oregon ash, willow and black cottonwood
shrubs. Dense Himalayan blackberry is present along the north side adjacent to Bear Creek. Smal! diameter

City of Ashland Local Wetlands and Riparian Corridor Inventory & Assessment, July 2005, revised February 2007
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City of Ashland Local Wetland and Riparian Corridor Inventory and Assessiment
Wetland Summary Sheet

Wetland 14, continued

branches and woody debris were present in the pond. The pond dries up in the summer and becomes an
emergent wetland dominated by knotweed in the middle and other emergents around the perimeter. Wildiife use
included the following birds: wood duck, mallard, barn swallow, tree swallow, red-winged blackbird, and great

blue heron.
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City of Ashland Local Wetland and Riparian Corridor Inventory and Assessment
Riparian Summary Sheet

Site: Ashland Creek
Township 388 Range IE Section 32; Township 39S Range 1E Sections 4,9, 16 & 17

Sample Plot Number(s): 13 (npland) Field verification date(s): 6/4/03, 6/5/03, 6/24/03, 6/26/03

Dominant Plant Species (Common Names)f

Trees:
White alder, black cottonwood, big-leaf maple, Oregon ash, and Pacific willow; with lesser amonnts

of weeping willow, choke cherry, incense cedar, and Douglas fir

Shrubs:
Oregon ash, Pacific willow, sandbar willow, red-osier dogwood, and Himalayan blackberry. with

lesser amounts of snowberty, mock orange, Pacific ninebark, bittersweet nightshade, Pacific yew,
thimbleberry, oceanspray, beaked hazelnut, madrone, and California myrtle

Herbs:
English ivy, periwinkle, sword fern

Other:

Description:

Ashland Creek originates outside the study area in the steep hillside south ot Ashland. The Granite
Street Reservoir is present on Ashland Creek at the upstream end of the study area. The reservoir is
surrounded by a fringe of Himalayan blackberry with black cottonwood, white alder, Pacific willow,

Oregon ash, Oregon white oak and hig-leaf maple trees.

The vpstream portion of Ashland Creek meanders through Lithia Park for approximately | mile,
Ashland Creek receives flow from Lithia Springs. The stream channel ranges from 15 to 30 feet
wide and generally widens as it trends downsteeam. Cobbles, boulders, and woody debris provide
good in-stream structure, and the stream is well shaded by a viparian and upland forest consisting of
white alder, big-leaf maple, and Oregon ash. Invasive species including Himalayan blackberry and
English ivy are present in a tew areas along Ashland Creek. The swrean channel is confined by well-
defined stream banks in Lithia Park. No wetland benches were noted; however, a few off-channel
shallow water areas were created during the 1996 flood. These shallow water areas contain
mannagrass, comnmon velvetgrass, American speedwell, sawbeak sedge, and willow-herb. Two off-
line ponds are present adjacent to Ashland Creek. Both ponds have concrete lined sidey with
embedded boulders and contain floating “Lake Restorer” islands designed to improve water quality.
The upper pond is the larger pond and is used by wood ducks, mallards, and tortles. A few
topographic draws were noted in the steep hillside above Ashland Creek, indicating that intermittent
drainages may flow downslope to Ashland Creek. At the downstream end of Lithia Park beginning
at the bridge at Calle Guanajuato Way, Ashland Creek is coufined within a series of concrete
sidewalls, some with adjacent planter boxes containing red-osier dogwood and willow shrubs,

The downstream portion of Ashland Creek ranges from 10 to 20 feet wide and is bordered
predominantly by residential development, a few agricultural parcels and the Ashland Community
Garden. Ashland Creek contains good in-stream structure with many cobbles and boulders as well as
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City of Ashland Local Wetland and Riparian Corridor Inventory and Assessment
Riparian Summary Sheel

Ashland Creek, continued

in-stream woody debris in some areas. Portions of the stream channel bottom are comprised of
bedrock. Ashland Creck is confined within its stream banks due to topography of the adjacent side
slopes and armoring of banks with riprap and boulders in soine areas; therefore, wetland benches are
generally not present along Ashland Creek. A riparian and upland forest corridor generally ranging
from 50 to 150 feet wide is present along Ashland Creck. Development along Ashland Creek has
resulted in some fragmenlation and open canopy areas, but the stream is well-shaded in many areas.
Dominant riparian vegetation consists of white alder, black cottonwood, Oregon ash, Pacific willow,
sandbar willow, weeping willow and red-osier dogwood. Some areas of Himalayan blackberry and
English ivy were noted, although invasive species are not generally dominant along the streamn

corridor.

Two large man-made open water ponds are present near the confiuence of Ashland Creek with Bear

Creek just downstream of the Ashland sewage treatment plant. The east pond is seasonal and
becomes an emergent wetland in the suminer and was therefore mapped as wetland unit W14.

The west pond (1.9 acres) is accessible from a trail off the end of Glendower and appears to be a
diversion pond from Ashland Creek. The pond was reported to have been constructed approxinately
30 years ago. An overflow structure to Ashland Creek was noted at the west end. The pond contains
a fringe of reed canarygrass, teasel, and poison hemlock with scattered black cottonwood, sandbar
willow, Oregon ash and rose shrubs. This pond appears to contain water year-round and was
therefore mapped as a pond rather than a wetland. Wildlife use noted includes wood duck, mallards

and western pond turtle,
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City of Ashland Local Wetland and Riparian Corridor Inventory and Assessment
Riparian Summary Sheet

Site: Ashland Creek Tributary 1
Township 39S Range 1E Section 17

Sample Plot Number(s): none Field verification date(s): 6/26/03
Dominant Plant Specics (Common Names):
Trees:

Shrubs;
Willow, Himalayan blackberty, Oregon ash

Herbs:
Common horselatl, soft rush, periwinkle, sword tern, hosta, columbine

Other:

Description:

The headwaters of this tributary to Ashland Creek are located in the steep hillside to the west of
Ashland Creck. The sueam channel is confined within steep side slopes and is 2 to 5 feet wide with
large cobbles. The stream was not flowing during the June site visits. Riparian side slopes contained
a mixture of native and ornamental species in the herb layer. Adjacent uplands contain paintbuush,

oceanspray, poison oak, madrone, and Oregon white oak.
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City of Ashland Local Wetland and Riparian Corridor Inventory aud Assessment
Riparian Summary Sheet

Site: Beach Creek
Towuship 39S Rauge 1E Sections 4,9 & 16

Sample Plot Number({s): none Field verification date(s): 6/4/03, 6/24/03

Dominant Plant Species (Common Naines):
Trees:
Big-leaf maple, Oregon white oak

Shrubs:
Oregon ash, Pacific willow, willow

Herbs:
cattail, curve-pod yellow-cress, poison hemlock, spearmint, teasel, bitrersweet nightshade, yellow

starthistle
Other:

Description:
The downstream section of Beach Creek daylights north of the railroad tracks where the stream is

confined within steep Himalayan blackberry covered slopes. A weir structure is present on Beach
Creek at the BPA substation site. Sedimentation has occurred upstream of the weir and a namrow
wetland fringe is present containing cattail, curve-pod yellow-cress, poison hemlock and Pacific
willow. A few Oregon ash and willow shrubs are also present, along with planted big-leaf maple and
Oregon white nak saplings. Downstream vegetation along the stream channel consists of spearmint,
teasel, bittersweet nightshade and yellow starthistle. Uplands consist of downy cheat grass, blue
wildrye, Italian ryegrass, and planted big-leaf maple saplings. Downstream of the BPA substation,
Beach Creek and an emergent wetland swale flow northwest through the North Mountain Nature
Park to Bear Creek. Three on-line ponds (upper, middle and lower ponds) are present on Beach
Creek. These ponds and associated wetlands were mapped as wetland unit 7.

The headwaters of Beach Creek originate in the steep hillside south of Ashfand Street. Much of the
stream is culverted through residential development. Beach Creek is intermittent where it is
daylighted above Ashland Street. Downstream of Beach Street, the stream is bordered by steep side
slopes with dense Himalayan blackberry and Pacific willow, black cottonwood and weeping willow
trees in the riparian area. Adjacent uplands contain catchweed bedstraw, periwinkle, Himalayan
biackberry, Oregon white oak and ponderosa pine. Upstream of Beach Street, Beach Creek is forked.
The east fork is approximately I foot wide and flows through a rock and flagstone water feature
through a backyard area and then continues upslope where it is confined at the bottom of steep
Himalayan blackberry covered side siopes with tall fescue, bulbous bluegrass, and Oregon white oak
further upslope. The west fork is an undefined channel at the bottom of a steep topographic ravine
with very sparse herb layer that had been recently cleared of blackberry. Oregon white oak,
madrone, big-teaf maple, Douglas fir and ponderosa pine were present in the tree canopy.
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City of Ashland Local Wetland and Riparian Corridor Inventory and Assessiment
Riparian Summary Sheet

Site: Bear Creek
Township 38S Range 1E Sections 31 & 32: Township 39S Range 1E Sections 4 & 11

Sample Plot Number(s): 14 (upland) Field verification date(s): 6/5/03, 6/24/03, 6/26/03

Dominant Plant Species (Common Names);

Trees:
black cottonwood, white alder, Oregon ash, weeping willow

Shrubs:
Himalayan blackberry, Pacific willow, sandbar willow, Piper’s willow, black hawthorn

Herbs:
cattail, soft rush, coimmon horsetail, curve-pod yellow-cress, buttercup, poison hemlock, teasel,

hardstem bulrush
Ohher:

Description:

Bear Creek originates at the confluence of Emigrant Creek and Neil Creek just downswream of the
airport. The downstream portion of Bear Creek varies from 30 1o 75 feet wide. Bear Creek was
observed at the Mountain Avenue bridge and the Bear Creek Greenway Trail bridge (Talent-Ashiand
Trail segiment). The portion of Bear Creek located within the study area is bordered mostly by
undeveloped land. Bear Creek has good in-stream structure with many cobbles and nice channel
meanders. Bear Creek is topographically confined within its stream banks; therefare, wetland
benches are generally not present. The stream is well-shaded by its riparian corridor which contains
a mixture of native trees and shrubs and is generally dominated by black cottonwaood, white alder,
and Oregon ash in the tree canopy and by Pacific willow, sandbar willow and Piper's willow in the
shrub layer. The stream channel is inaccessible in many areas due to dense thickets of Himalayan
blackberry in the riparian corridor. An approximately 20 foot wide wetland bench containing cattail,
yellow iris, American speedwell and soft rush is present on the north hank, downstream of Mountain
Avenue, The stream channel is confined in this location by a steep Himalayan blackberry covered
slope on the south bank. Two great btue heron nests with herons were observed in black cottonwood
wees in the riparian corridor near Mt. Meadows Drive. Adjacent uplands contain a variety of upland
pasture grasses, yellow starthistle, potson hemlock, Himalayan blackberry, oak and ponderosa pine,

The North Mountain Nature Park borders Bear Creek to the south at the northeast edge of the study
area, The 14 acre park is being managed and enhanced by planting a variety of native species with
the goal of improving the quality of fish and wildlife habitat in the Bear Creek riparian corridor.
Bear Creek adjacent to the North Mountain Nature Park was approximately 30 to 35 feet wide and
was flowing 1 to 2 feet deep and contained many in-stream cobbles and boulders.
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City of Ashland Local Wetland and Riparian Corridor Inventory and Assessment
Riparian Summary Sheet

Site: Bear Creek Tributary 1
Township 388 Range 1E Section 31

Sampie Plot Number(s): none Field verification date(s): 6/5/03, 6/26/03

Dominant Plant Species (Common Names):

Trees:
Oregon ash, white alder

Shrabs:
Himalayan blackberry, Pacific willow, Piper’s willow, cherry

Herbs:
Catrail, curve-pod yellow-cress, reed canarygrass, soft rush, common horsetail, hardsten bulrush,

poison hemlock, mannagrass, buttercup, forget-me-not
Other:

Description:
This Bear Creek tributary is located in the northwest corner of the study area, outside the city limits

and inside the UGB. The headwaters of the tributary originate in the steep hillslope south of the
study area. The tributary flows northwesterly along the bottom of the hillslope behind several car
dealerships and the Lithia Springs Inn. The stream is culverted under West Jackson Road, heads
northeriy through the Jackson Hot Springs RV Park, then coniinues northwesterly prior to being
culverted under Highway 99 and joining Bear Creek. The stream varies from 3 to 10 feet wide and is
bordered by a narrow emergent wetland fringe behind the Lithia Springs Inn, Wetland vegetation
consists of cattail, curve-pod yellow-cress, reed canarygrass, soft rush, conunon horsetail, hardsiemn
bulrush, poison hemlock, mannagrass, buttercup, forget-ime-not with areas of Himalayan blackberry,
willow and cherry shrubs. Oregon ash and white alder trees are present along the downstream
portion. Adjacent uplands consist of brome, Himalayan blackberry, Oregon white oak, big-leaf

maple, ponderosa pine, and Douglas fir.

Hydrology of the triburary is partialiy fed by sulfur springs, one of which was observed at the rear of
the Lithia Springs Inn properiy. Sulfur springs also appear to be feeding a small concrete-lined pond
south of West Jackson Road. Two-foot contours and black and white aerial photo coverage was not
available for this area, and mapping the stream location was difficult in areas due to tree canopy

cover and lack of permission (o access the area.

City of Ashland Local Wetlands & Riparian Carridor Inventory & Assessment, July 2003, revised February 2007
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City of Ashland Local Wetland and Riparian Corridor Inveutory and Assessment
Riparian Summary Sheet

Site: Cemetery Creek
Township 398 Range 1E Sections 10 & 14

Sample Plot Number(s): none Field verification date(s):6/3/03, 6/5/03, 6/25/03

Dominant Plant Species (Common Naimes):

Trees:
Weeping willow, Pacific willow, black cottonwood

Shrabs:
Himalayan blackberry, saadbar willow, Pacific willow, choke cherry

Herbs:
Cattail, meadow foxtail, water foxtail, reed canarygrass, creeping buttercup, small-fruited bulrush,

western buttercup, creeping spikerush, forgel-me-nat, velvetgrass
Other:

Descripiion:
The headwaters of Cemetery Creek originate north of Siskiyou Boulevard. The stream channel is

approximately [0 feef wide at the Clay Street Park with a narrow fringe of cattail, creeping buttercup
and bittersweel nightshade. The riparian area contained Himalayan blackberry, sandbar willow,
Pacific willow, choke cherry and black cottonwood. Adjacent uplands consisted of Himalayan
blackberry, and mowed lawn (park) with a few pine and ornamental maple trees.

‘The stream channel is forked to the north of the railroad tracks. Emergent wetlands are associated
with Cemetery Creek along this downstream section and were mapped as wetland unit 4. A wetland
fill violation has been reported at the west end of Creek Drive (DSL WD 03-0203). Cemetery Creek
generally ranges from [ to 5 feet wide and is bordered by agricultural fields. The downstream
portion is channelized throngh a landscaped yard where it is bordered by mowed lawn, the escaped
ornamental periwinkle (Vinca species) and a few Piper’s willow and weeping willow. Three small

landscaped ponds are present adjacent to the stream.

City of Ashland Local Wetlands & Riparian Corridor Inventory & Assessinent, July 2005, revised February 2007
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City of Ashland Local Wetland and Riparian Corridor Inventory and Assesstnent
Riparian Summary Sheet

Site; Clay Creek
Township 39S Range 1E Sections 11 & 14

Sample Plot Number(s): none Field verification date(s): 6/3/03, 6/25/03

Dominaut Plant Spécies (Common Names):

Trees:
white alder, Pacific willow, weeping willow, black cottonwood, black locust

Shrubs:
white alder, Pacific willow, Himalayan blackberry, Japanese knotweed, tree of heaven

Herbs:
Mannagrass, American speedwell, reed canarygrass, cattail, soft rush, sawbeak sedge, waterweed,

monkey-flower, forget-me-not, English ivy
Other;

Description:

Clay Creek is labeled on the USGS and NWImaps as Hamilton Creek (Hamilton Creek the next
stream east of Clay Creek). The headwaters of Clay Creek are located outside the study area in the
steep hillside south of Ashland. The upstream section of Clay Creek, south of Ashland Street, is
channelized through residential developmeat and is generally 5 feet wide, A narrow wetland fringe
of reed canarygrass, cattail, and soft rush is present along the streamn channel, and riparian vegetation
consists of Himalayan blackberry, white alder, Pacific willow, weeping willow, and black
cottonwoed. Invasive species including English ivy and Japanese knotweed were noted adjacent 1o
Siskiyou Boulevard. Adjacent uplands contain tail fescue, orchard grass, Mediterranean barley, tall
oatgrass, hairy vetch, Himalayan blackberry, snowberry, Oregon white oak, California black oak,

ponderosa pine, and madrone,

Downstream of Ashland Street, six on-line ponds are present on Clay Creek in the Wingspread
Mobile Home Park. These ponds are characterized as open water ponds, some of which have a
narrow fringe of cattail or contain a smali island with a few willlow. The ponds are connected by

concrete spillways and are bordered by mowed lawn,

Much of the ripariah vegetation along Clay Creek was removed in the Meadowbrook Park Estates
and the side slopes adjacent to the stream are covered with bark dust. Downstream of this
subdivision, the ripavian corridor is more natural, although some clearing has occuired at the top of
slope within the riparian buffer, and contains Pacific willow and black cottonwood on the side slopes
and mannagrass, American speedwell, sawbeak sedge and waterweed (Elodea species) in and along

the stream channel.

City of Ashland Local Wetlands & Riparian Corridor [nventory & Assessment, July 2005, revised February 2007
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City of Ashland Local Wetland and Riparian Corridor Inventory and Assessment
Riparian Summary Sheet

Site: Clear Creek
Township 398 Range 1E Section 4

Sample Plot Number(s): none Field verification date(s): 6/4/03, 6/26/03

Dominant Plant Species (Common Names):

Trees:
Oregon ash, weeping willow, black cottonwood

Shrubs:
Himalayan blackberry

Herbs:
Cattail, soft rush

Onher:

Description:

Clear Creek originates just north of Clear Creek Drive at the Clear Creek Village wetland mitigation
site (DSL App. #12783; wetland unit 5) that was under construction during the June site visits. Just
downstrearn and north of Hersey Street, Clear Creek is channelized through residential development
and is approximately 3 feet wide with a narrow fringe of cattail and soft rush and is bordered by
mowed lawns with a few weeping willow and hlack cottonwood at the top of bank. A section of
Clear Creek is culverted north of Clinton Street and then daylights as an approximately 5 foot wide
channel surrounded by dense Himalayan blackberry and an Oregon ash overstory. This section of
Clear Creek, as well as two off-line ponds, are reported to receive flow from an irrigation ditch fed
by Ashland Creek. Adjacent uplands consist of Himalayan blackberry with poison hemlock, Canada

thistle and hairy vetch.

City of Ashland Local Wetlands & Riparian Corrtdar Inventory & Assessment, July 2005, revised February 2007
Fishmaw/SWCA Page 9



City of Ashland Local Wetland and Riparian Corridor Inventory and Assessment
Riparian Summary Sheet

Site: Emigrant Creek
Township 398 Range 1E Sections 11 & 12

Sample Plot Number(s): none Field verification date(s): 6/25/03

Dominant Plant Species (Common Names):

Trees:
white alder, black cottonwood, Pacific willow

Shrubs:
Himalayan blackberry, Oregon ash, Pacific willow, bittersweet nightshade

Herbs:

cattail, common horsetail, hardstern bulrush, mannagrass, waler foxtail, meadow foxtail

Other;

Description; .
Emigram Creek originates east of the Ashland city {imits and enters the study area at the northeast

corner of the aimport property, northwest of Dead Indian Memorial Road. Emigrant Creek is
culverted through the mowed field at the northwest end of the runway in a very large (15 to 20 feet
diameter) culvert. The stream is approximately 25 to 30 feet wide with abundant cobbles and
boulders and occasional woody debris in the stream channel. The streain was flowing several feel
deep during the June site visit, and channel meanders were noted in some areas. A narrow fringe of
cattail, common horsetail, hardstem bulrush, mannagrass, water foxtail, meadow foxtail, bittcrsweet
nightshade is present along the stream in a few areas, The stream is confined within steep side siopes
with Himalayan blackberry, white alder, black cottonwood, Oregon ash and Pacific willow in the
riparian area. Stream banks are armored with riprap in areas. Adjacent uplauds consist of downy
cheatgrass, ripgut brome, tall oatgrass, bulbous bluegrass, tumblemustard.

City of Ashland Local Wetlands & Riparian Cotridor Inventory & Assessment, July 2003, revised February 2007
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City of Ashland Local Wetland and Riparian Corridor Inventory and Assessment
Riparian Summary Sheet

Site: Fordyce Creek
Township 398 Rauge 1E Section 10

Sample Plot Number(s): None Field verification date(s): 6/4/03, 6/26/03
Dominant Plant Species (Common Names):
Trees:

Shrubs;

Herbs:
Yellow nut-sedge, common velvetgrass, curve-pod yellow-cress

Other:

Description:

The majority of the Fordyce Creek has been culverted through residential development. Two small,
unculvested stream sections remain south of Munson Drive and north and south of Kirk Lane. These
remuant stream segments are | (o 2 feet wide and consist of either a mowed grass channel or have

rock lined sides with a fringe of emergent vegetation. The stream channel] is bordered by mowed
lawns and bark dust.

City of Ashland Local Wetlands & Riparian Corridor Inventory & Assessment, July 2003, revised February 2007
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City of Ashland Local Wetland and Riparian Corridor Inventory and Assessiment
Riparian Summary Sheet

Site: Golf Course Creek
Township 398 Range 1E Sections 13 & 14

Sample Piot Number(s): none Field verification date(s): 6/3/03, 6/25/03

Dominant Plant Species (Common Names);
Trees:
Weeping willow

Shrubs:
Pacific willow, sandbar willow, white alder

Herbs:
cattail, soft rush, hardstem bulrush, yellow iris. buttercup, American speedwell, curve-pod yellow-

cress, sawbeak sedge
Other:

Description:
Tbe headwaters of Golf Course Creek are located south of Highway 99, outside the UGB. An on-line

pond (LWI —apped wetland 14A) is present on Golf Course Creek at the upstrean end of the study
area, The pond contains a fringe of soft rush and is bordered by mowed grass up to the edge. Some
woody debris and branches were present in the edge of the pond, and Canada goose were noted

using the sile.

Golf Course Creek receives flow from an off-line pond reportedly fed by TID water located in the
residential subdivision north of Crowson Road and east of I-5. The pond has riprap sides with
crushed gravel at the top of slope with a few Oregon white ozk, ponderosa pine and black
cottonwood swirounding the pond. Canada goose, wood ducks, great blue heron, aud buflfrogs were
noted at the pond. Golf Course Creek downslope from the pond was approximately 3 feet wide with
a wetland fringe of curve-pod yellow-cress, birdsfoot trefoil, Watson’s willow-herb and reed
canarygrass and a few weeping willow. The stream was bordered by a mowed lawn with oak located

further upslope.

On the Oak Knoll Golf Course, the stream is 2 to 3 fcet wide with 4 narrow wetland fringes
containing cattail, soft rush, hardstem bulrush, yellow iris, buttercup, American speedwell, curve-
pod yellow-cress, sawbeak sedge, and a few willow shrubs. An on-line pond mapped on the NWI
has been mostly filled (DSL Det. #98-0318) and several smailer on-line ponds were created on the
downstream portion as wetland mitigation. Several very small seasonal drainages are visible on the
golf course in the black and white aerial photographs. These drainages were visible during the site
visit as very slight drainage patterns that followed site topography which decreases to the northeast.
Uplands constst of mowed lawn with a few large weeping willow trees along the stream.

Upstream of Interstate-5, Golf Course Creek has a narrow riparian fringe consisting ot a few willow
and white alder shrubs. Adjacent uplands consist of orchard grass, hairy vetch, tunblemustard,

Himalayan blackberry, and Oregon white oak.

City of Ashland Local Wettands & Riparian Commidor Inventory & Assessment, July 2005, revised February 2007
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City of Ashland Lacal Wetland and Riparian Corridor Inventory and Assessmeut
Riparian Summary Sheet

Site: Hamilton Creek
Township 39S Range 1E Sections 11, 14 & 23

Sample Plot Numnber(s): 5, 6 (uplaud) Field verification date(s): 6/3/03, 6/25/03

Dominant Plant Species (Common Names):
Trees:
Black cottonwood

Shrubs:
Pacific willow, sandbar willow, Himalayan blackberry

Herbs:
Broad-leaved cattail, soft sush, yellow iris, white waterlily, giant reed

Other:

Description:
Hamilton Creck is generally confined within a moderately steeply sloped riparian corridor. Narrow

wetland benches (up Lo 5 feet wide) are present along the streami chanpel in downstrcam areas where
topography adjacent to the stream channel is less steep (see sample plot 5). Wetland benches contain
several species including mannagrass, reed canarygrass, buttercup, soft rush, Amnerican speedwell,
curve-pod yellow-cress, cattail and willow. Periwinkle (Virca major), an escaped ornamental
species, was noted along the stream channel in the upstrean portion that is bordered by residential
development. A large on-line pond is present in the downsiream portion. A small tributary (Hamilton
Creek tributary 1) and several ponds are present downstream of the on-line pond. These ponds
include two emergent wetland siormwater ponds north of Abbott Avenue in a residential subdivision
as well as two ponds east of Tolman Road which contain a fringe of cartail and yellow irig and 2
clumps of giant reed (invasive in California). Uplands contain tall fescue, ryebrome, ripgut brome,
medusahead rye, bulbous bluegrass, perennmal ryegrass, oak, ponderosa pine, walnut aud incense
cedar, with dense thickets of Himalayan blackberry present in disturbed areas.

The upstream portion of Hamilton Creek, above Siskiyou Boulevard, is generally 2 to 3 feet wide
and is bordered by a fringe of reed canarygrass, soft rush and mannagrass with Himalayan
biackberry on the side slopes. Adjacent upland areas are dominated by tall fescue, sweatpea, tipgut
brome, Himalayan blackberry, Oregon white oak, and ponderosa pine. A small tributary (Harilton
Creek triburary 2) joins Hamilton Creek a few hundred feet upstream of Siskyou Boulevard. A
section of Hamilton Creek flows along Toliman Creek Road where it is confined between the road
fill slope and an adjacent mowed lawn. Further upstream, the channel is confined within steep side
slopes with a narrow riparian fringe of reed canarygrass, common horsetail and willow, Adjacent
uplands contain Himalayan blackberry, beaked hazefnut, western crabapple and Oregon white oak.

The headwaters of Hamilion Creek originate outside the study area boundary.

City of Ashfand Local Wellands & Riparian Corridor Inventory & Assessment, July 2005, revised February 2007
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City of Ashland Local Wetland and Riparian Corridor Inventory and Assessment
Riparian Summary Sheet

Site: Kitchen Creek
Township 398 Range iE Section 4

Sample Plot Number(s): None Field verification date(s): 6/4/03

Dominant Plant Species (Common Names);

Trees:
black cottonwood, Pacific willow, white alder

Shrubs:
Himalayan blackberry

Herbs:
hardstem bulrush, cattail, creeping buttercup, meadow foxtail

Other:

Description:
The headwaters of Kitchen Creek originate outside the study area. Kitchen Creek is forked in the

upstream portion through residential development. The north fork is 3 to S feet wide atid contains a
narrow wetland fringe of hardstem bulrush, creeping buttercup, and meadow foxtail with black
cottonwood, Pacific willow and white alder atong the streambanks. The south fork is 5 (o 10 feet
wide and contains a small on-line pond with a fringe of haidstem bulrush and cattail. A small putting
green and a mowed lawn js present between the two forks. Non-landscaped upland areas adjacent to
Kitchen Creek contain ripgut brome, ryebrome, tall fescue, orchard grass, California poppy and a
few oak. The two forks of Kitchen Creek join below Mountain Avenue, and the stream flows to Bear
Creek through a steeply sloped riparian cotridor dominated by Himalayan blackberry with a few

Pacific willow.

City of Ashland Local Wetiands & Riparian Cormidor Inventory & Assessment, July 2005, revised February 2007
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City of Ashland Local Wetland and Riparian Corridor Inventory and Assessment
Riparian Sumnmary Sheet

Site: Knoll Creek
Township 39S Range 1E Sections 11 & 14

Sample Plot Number(s): none Field verification date(s):6/4/03, 6/25/03

Dominant Plant Species (Common Names);

Trees:
Black cottonwood, Pacific willow

Shrubs:
Himalayan blackberry

Herbs:
Common horsetail, meadow foxtail

Other:

Descripiion:

Knoll Creek is generally confined within steep Himalayan blackberry covered slopes with a few
black cottonwood and Pacific willow present in the riparian corridor. Adjacent uplands are
dominated by Himalayan blackberry and Oregon white oak. Two streain associated emergent
wetlands are present novth of I-5 and west of the Windinill Int and were mapped as wetland unit 6.

City of Ashiand Local Wetlands & Riparian Corridor Inventory & Assessment, July 2005, revised February 2007
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City of Ashland Local Wetland and Ripartan Corridor Inventory and Assessment
Riparian Summary Sheet

Site: Mountain Creek
Township 398 Range 1E Sections 4 & 9

Sample Plot Number(s): none Field verification date(s): 6/3/03, 6/24/03

Dominant Plant Species (Common Names):

Trees:
Oregon ash, weeping willow

Shrubs:
Sandbar willow, Himalayan blackberry

Herbs:
knotweed, willow-herb, cattail, hardstem buirush

COther:

Description:
The najority of the historic upstream portion of the stream has been culverted through residential

development, although two small unculverted sections remain north of Holly Street and north of
Iowa Street. The section of Mountain Creek north of Holly Street is a 2 to 3 foot wide stream
channel confined at the bottom of steep Himalayan blackberry covered slopes. The upper portion of
the slopes contain periwinkle, English ivy, cherry, black cottonwood, and big-leaf maple. The
section of Mountain Creek located north of Iowa Street flows through a rock lined chaunel bordered

by English ivy, sword fern and English laurel shrubs.

Mountain Creek is daylighted north of the railroad tracks along the esst edge of the Southern Pacific
Railroad property. The riparian corridor along Mountain Creek contains Oregon ash, sandbar
willow, weeping willow and Himalayan blackberry. Two small on-line pands are present in the
residential subdivision south of Hersey Street and contain cattail, and a scrub-shrub wetland fringe
of sandbar willow, Pacific willow, weeping willow, white alder ard black cottonwood. Narth of
Hersey Street, Mountain Creek is confined to a roadside ditch until it joins Bear Creek. A 6 to 10
foot wide intermittent drainage containing knotweed, willow-hert and smail amounts of cattail and
hardstem bulrush originates west of Mountain Creek on the Southern Pacific site and may be
culverted to Mountain Creek. Uplands contain ripgut brome, bulbous bluegrass, tall oatgrass, and

vetch.
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City of Ashland Local Wetland and Riparian Corridor Inventory and Assessment
Riparian Summary Sheet

Site: Neil Creek
Township 3985 Range 1E Sections 11, 12 & 13

Sample Plot Number(s): 18 (upland) Field verification date(s). 6/25/03

Dominant Plant Species (Commmon Names):

Trees:
Oregon ash, Pacific willow, black cottonwaood

Shrubs:
Himalayan blackberry, Oregon ash. sandbar willow, black hawthorn

Herbs:
creeping buttercup, yellow iris, mint, soft rush, reed canarygrass, teasel

Other;

Description:

Neil Creek originates southeast of the Ashland city limits and enters the study area at the southeast
corner of the airport property, on the west side of Dead Indian Memorial Road. The downstream
section of Neil Creek is approximately 10 to 12 feet wide and was flowing approximately 6 to 12
inches deep during the June site visit, with a narrow wetland fringe of creeping buttercup, yellow
irig, mint, soft rush, reed canarygrass, and teasel. Cobbles were observed in one section of stream
where the streamn channel was not obscured by Himalayan blackberry. The sureamn channel is
confined at the bottom of steep side slopes dominated by Himalayan blackberry in most areas.
Oregon ash, Pacific willow, sandbar willow, black hawthorn, and black cottonwood trees and shrubs
are also preseat in the riparian corridor. A berm is present at the top of the slope along the west edge
of the airport runway and is dominated by ripgut broine, hairy vetch, turnblemustard, yellow

starthisle, poison hetnlock, and redstem filaree.

The upstreain portion of Neil Creek, just prior to its confluence with Emigrant Creek, is
approximately 20 10 25 feet wide. Adjacent uplands are dominated by Himalayan blackberyy, rattail

fescue and tumblemustard.
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City of Ashland Local Wetland and Riparian Corridor nventory and Assessment
Riparian Summary Sheet

Site: Paradise Creek
Township 398 Range 1E Section 15

Sample Plot Number(s): none Field verification date(s): 6/25/13

Dominant Plant Species (Common Names):

Trees:
white alder

Shrubs:
Himalayan blackberry

Herbs:
creeping buttercup, curve-pod yellow-cress, soft rush, common velvetgrass, American speedwell,

sedge, cauail
Other:

Description:
The headwaters of Paradise Creek are located outside the study area in the steep hillside south ot

Ashland. Paradise Creek is daylighted in the south portion of the study area; however. the majority
of the downstream portion, below Clarke Avenue, has been culverted due to development. The
upstream portion of Paradise Creek, above Peachey Road, is 2 to 3 feet wide with a fringe of
creeping buttercup, curve-pod yellow-cress, soft rush, common velvetgrass, American speedwell,
sedge, and caltail. Side slopes above the stream are dominated by Himalayan blackberry and white
alder. Adjacent uplands consist of tall fescue, ripgut brome, hare's-foot clover, tumblemustard, hairy

vetch, Oregon white oak and ponderosa pine.
The downstream portion of Paradise Creek and its riparian area, adjacent to Sunset Avenue, have

been encroached upon by residential development. Portions of the stream channel are confined
within a rock lined channel and the stream is bordered by mowed grass, ornamental species, and

other landscaping.
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City of Ashland Local Wetland and Riparian Corridor Inventory and Assessment
Riparian Summary Sheet

Site: Paradise Creek East
Township 398 Range 1E Section 15
Sample Plot Number(s): none Field verification date(s): 6/25/03

Dominant Plant Species (Common Names):
Trees:

Shrubs:
Himalayan blackberry, Piper’s willow, Pacific willow

Herbs:
conunon velvetgrass

Other:

Description:
The headwaters of Paradise Creek East are located outside the study area in the steep hillside south

of Ashland. A small section of Paradise Creek East is daylighted in the south portion of the study
area. Paradise Creck East, abave Peachey Road, is topographically confined within a 2 to 3 foot
wide stream channel with a fringe of common velveigrass. A smal! off-line pond is present just west
of Peachey Road. The riparian area contains Himalayan blackberry. Piper's willow and Pacific
willow shrubs. Adjacent uplands consist of tall fescue, Himalayan blackbeiry, Oregon white oak,
ponderosa pine and backyard areas. Further upslope, Paradise Creek East becomes a forked

drainage.
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City of Ashland Local Wetland and Riparian Corridor Inventory and Assessiment
Riparian Summary Sheet

Site: Pinecrest Creek
Township 39S Range 1E Section 15

Sample Plot Number(s): none Field verification date(s): 6/25/03

Daeaminant Plant Species (Common Names):
Trees:

Shrubs:
snowberry, Himalayan blackberty

Herbs:
tall oatgrass, false Solomon’s seal

Other:

Description:
The headwaters of Pinecrest Creek are located just outside the study area in the steep hillside south

of Ashland. A small section of Pinecrest Creek is daylighted in the south portion of the study area
upslope of Oneida circle, The majority of Pinecrest Creek has been culverted due to development,
The upstream portion of Pinecrest Creek at Pinecrest Terrace is a narrow 0 to 12 inch wide channel
that is not very well defined by topography. The stream channel was dry during the June site visit,
with leaves in the botiom of the channel and only a trace atnount of riparian vegetation consisting ot
fall oatgrass, false Solomon’'s seal, snowberry, and Himalayan blackberry. Adjacent uplands were
steeply sloped with hare’s-foot clover, Oregon grape, Himalayan blackberry, California black oak.

ponderosa pine, and madrone.
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City ot Ashland Local Wetland and Riparian Corridor Inventory and Assessment
Riparian Summary Sheet

Site: Roca Creek
Township 39S Range 1E Sections 10 & 15

Sample Plot Number(s): None Field verification date(s): 6/4/03, 6/25/03, 6/26/03

Dominant Plant Species (Comimon Names):
Trees:
white alder, black cottonwood, Pacific willow, weeping willow

Shrubs:
white aider, black cottonwood, Pacific willow, Oregon ash, bittersweet nightshade, red-osier

dogwood, big-leaf maple

Herbs:
Reed canarygrass. soft rush, hardstem bulrush

Other;

Description:

The headwaters of Roca Creek are located outside the study area in the steep hillside south of
Ashland. The upstream daylighted portion of Roca Creek, above Madrone Street, is 2 to 3 feet wide
and is confined at the bottom of very steep side slopes. Riparian vegetation consists of white alder,
black cottonwood and Pacific willow sbrubs and trees, Adjacent uplands are dominated by orchard
grass, ripgut brome, charming barley, hare’s-foot clover. common oat, hairy vetch, Himalayan

blackberry, and Oregon white oak.

The majority of the downstream portion of Roca Creek has been culverted due to development. The
stream daylights north of East Main Street in a residential subdivision. A small on-line pond is
present on Roca Creek with a water control structure. A patch of hardstemn bulrush is present at the
upper end of the pond. and red-osier dogwood, white alder and big-leaf maple plantings are present
on the side slopes. Downstream from the pond, the stream channel ranges from 3 to 6 feet wide and
contains a narrow {ringe of reed canarygrass. bittersweet nightshade, and soft rush with a tew willow
shrubs. The stream channel is bordered by mowed lawn with a few pianted Oregon ash and big-leaf
maple saplings, A portion of the siream channel consists of a mowed grass channel with a few
weeping willow and Pacific wiliow, bordered by mowed Jawn.

Roca Creek downstreamn of Seena Lane is approximately 10 feet wide and contains dense reed
canarygrass in and adjacent to the stream channel, along with bittersweet nightshade, willow and

Oregon ash shrubs.
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City of Ashland Local Wetland and Riparian Corridor Inventory and Assessment
Riparian Summary Sheet

Strawberry Creek
Towuship 395 Range 1E Section 8

Sample Plot Number{(s): none Field verification date(s): 6/26/03

Dominant Plant Species (Common Nanes):
Trees:

Shrubs:
Herbs:

Other:

Description;
Strawberty Creek is located in the steep hillside to the west of Ashland Creek. No field data was

collected since permission to access was not granted, and Strawberry Creek is not visible from
adjacent public roads.
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City of Ashland Local Wetland and Riparian Corridor Inventory and Assessment
Riparian Summary Sheet

Site: Tolman Creek
Township 398 Range 1E Sections 13 & 14

Sample Plot Number(s): none Field verification date(s): 6/5/03
Dominant Plant Species (Common Naines):
Trees:

Shrubs:
Pacific willow

Herbs:
yellow iris, American speedwell, buitercup, curve-pod yellow-cress

Other:

Description:
Tolman Creek ou the Oak Knoll Golf Course is 3 to 5 feel wide and is bardered by a narrow wetland

fringe of yellow iris, American speedwell, buttercup, curve-pod yellow-cress and a few Pacific
willow shrabs. A small on-line pond is present. Adjacent uplands contain tall fescue, catchweed

bedstraw, Himalayan blackberry, and a few whiite alder.

City of Ashland Local Wetlands & Riparian Coiridor [nventory & Assessment, July 2005, revised February 2007
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City of Ashland Local Wetland and Riparian Corridor Inventory and Assessment
Riparian Summary Sheet

Site: Twin Creek

Township 39S Range 1E Seclion 8

Sample Plot Number(s): none Field veritication date(s): 6/26/03

Dominant Plant Species (Common Names):
Trees:

Shrubs:
Herbs:

Other:

Description:
Twin Creek is located in the steep hillside 10 the west of Ashland Creek. No field data was collected

since permission (o access was not granted, and Twin Creek is not visible from adjacent public

roads.

City of Ashiand Local Wetlands & Riparian Corriclor Inventory & Assessment, July 2005, revised February 2007
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City of Ashland Local Wetland and Riparian Corridor Inventory and Assessment
Riparian Summary Sheet

Site: Wrights Creek
Township 39S Range 1E Sections 5, 6 & 8

Sample Plot Number(s): none Field verification date(s): 6/5/03

Dominant Plant Species (Common Names):

Trees:
Big-leaf maple, Pacific willow, ponderosa pine, quaking aspen

Shrubs:
Snowberry, serviceberry, Oregon ash, western wahoo, Himalayan blackberry

Herbs:
English ivy

QOther:

Description:

Wrights Creek is confined within tall steep slopes and no wetland benches were observed at several
road crossings. The stream channel is approximately 10 feet wide and contains many cobbles and
boulders in the downstream portion. The riparian corridor contains good tree aud shrub cover.
Himalayan blackberry is present in open canopy areas. Uplands upslope of the riparian corridor
contain downy cheat grass, tall fescue, tall vatgrass and hairy vetch.

Five tributaries 1o Wrights Creek are also included in this unit. Tributaries are simnilarly confined
within steep side slopes, but the stream channels are narrower and contain more Himalayan
blackberry than the mainstem of Wrights Creek. Adjacent uplands contain downy cheat grass,
bulbous bluegrass, blue wildrye, commmen oat, hairy vetch, and catchweed bedstraw.

City of Ashfand Local Wettands & Riparian Conidor [uventory & Assessinent, July 2005, revised February 2007
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BEFORE THE CITY COUNCIL
CITY OF ASHLAND, JACKSON COUNTY, OREGON

December 15, 2009
In the Matter of Amendments to the City of Ashland )
Comprehensive Plan and Land Use Ordinances to Update ) FINDINGS OF FACT AND
Land Use Regulations Concerning the Protection of } CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
Wetlands and Riparian Corridors, including Significant )
Wetlands and Significant Riparian Corridors )

PURPOSE:
Complete Periodic Review Work Taskon Goal 5.

PUBLIC HEARINGS:

On March 28, 2008, a notice of the Public Workshop and Public Hearing was sent by first
class mail to approximately 1,800 owners of properties that may have the use of the
property impacted by the proposed rules in accordance with ORS 227.186. Additional
public informationefforts included a “Frequently Asked Questions” handout on the
proposed rules that was mailed with the 1,800 notices and a project web page was
established at the same time the March 2008 notices were mailed The project web page
included the proposed rules and map amendments so that recipients of the notice could
go on-line to look up the proposed Chapter 18.63. The web page has been updated
throughout the public hearing process with meeting materials as well as the record.
Notice was published in The Ashland Daily Tidings on April 17, 2008 prior to the
Planning Commission public workshop and public hearingand on April 6, 2009 prior to
the City Council public hearing, Notice was also sent to the Department of Land
Conservation and Development onFebruary 20, 2008 and March 31, 2008.

A Public Workshop was held at the Planning Commission on April 22, 2008 and public
hearings were held at the Planning Commission on May 13, 2008 and continued to May
13, June 10, June 24, June 22, Sept 9 and October 28, Public Hearings were held at the
City Council on April 21, 2009 with the record left open to May 19, 2009.

REVIEW CRITERIA

The decision of the City Council together with the recommendation by the Planning
Commission was based on consideration of the following factors:

A. Consistency with Oregon land use laws and regulations including specifically
Oregon Statewide Planning Goal 5 as implemented by OAR Chapter 660,
Division 23.

B. Applicable policies of the Ashland Comprehensive Plan.
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EVALUATION AND COUNCIL FINDINGS:
A. Oregon Statewide Planning Goal 5 and the Goal 5 Rule (OAR Chapter 660, Division 23).

1. The City has inventoried wetlands and riparian resources. The City conducted a
stream inventory in 1987, which was subsequently adopted as the Fhysical and
Environmental Constraints Riparian Lands Map on May 21, 1987 by Ordinance 2419. At
the sarne time, Chapter 18.62 Physical and Envionmental Constraints was also adopted
by Ordinance 2419, which established all streams inventoried and identified on the
Physical and Environmental Constraints Riparian Land Map as significant water
resources, and established protected and regulated riparian areas surrounding those
streams. Chapter 18.62 established a permitting process for development in the
protected riparian lands, and Development Standards for Riparian Preservation Lands
addressing tree preservation, minimizing fill and culverting and retaining the general
topography of the riparian areas. Chapter 18.62 Physical and Environmental Constraints
was replaced in its entirety in July 7, 1989 by Ordinance 3528. However, the regulations
addressing the riparian lands and the Physical and Environmental Constraints Riparian
Lands Map were retained and were not changed. The City adopted digital versions of
the Comprehensive Plan Maps on Aprill, 2008 by Ordinance 2951 including the Physical
and Environmental Constraints Riparian Lands Map. The title of the map was changed
to Physical and Environment Constraints Floodplain Corridor Lands Map, but the
riparian lands stream inventory and designations were not changed.

In 2003, the City conducted a Local Wetlands Inventory (LWI). Approximately 1,500
letters were mailed to properties with potential natural resource sites, requesting the
property owner to permit access to their property to conduct fieldwork. The City then
determined which wetlands are locally significant following methods prescribed in
Division of State Lands administrative rules. The LWI also includes information on the
riparian corridors induding an evaluation of the general stream characteristics,
hydrology, adjacent land form and vegetation. Subsequently, notices were mailed a
second time to the approximately 1,500 property owners with potential natural resource
sites informing them of a public open house meeting on November 2003 to discuss and
update citizens on the status of the inventory and project

The Oregon Division of State Lands (D6L) approved the LWT in March 2007. The City is
adopting the Water Resources Map as a Comprehensive Plan Map which identifies the
significant wetland and riparian corridor resource sites, as required by OAR 660023-030.
The Water Resources Map combines the mapped stream inventory from 1987 as
depicted on the Physical and Environmental Constraints Floodplain Corridors Map and
the wetlands identified in the LWL

2. The City developed a program to achieve Goal 5 for water resources and

conducted the necessary ESEE analysis as required by OAR 660-023-040 with the update
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of the Chapter IV Environmental Resources of the Ashland Comprehensive Plan
(Ordinance 2650, October 15, 1991). The ESEE analysis in the updated Environmental
Resources chapter of the comprehensive planaddressed the environmental energy,
social and economic consequences of policies that lmit or prohibit conflicting uses in
wetlands and riparian corridors. Based on the evaluation of ESEE consequences the
City decided to protect significant wetlands and riparian corridors.

3. The new Chapter 18.63 Water Resource Protection Zones is intended to limit land
use and development activitiesin wetlands and riparian corridors in accordance with the
safe harbor provisions of OAR 660-023-100 {4)(b) and OAR 660-023-090(8). Existing
Physical and Environmental Constraints regulations are “reserved” br claims, (e.g.
Measure 49).

4. In Ashland, all streams inventoried and identified on the Physical and
Environmental Constraints Riparian Lands Map have been protected as significant water
resources since 1987. The current update of the regulations provides consistency with
the requirements of OAR 660-023-0100(4){b) (safe harbor provisions for wetlands) and
OAR 660-023-0090(8) (safe harbor provisions for'riparian corridors)as well as OAR 660-
023-050 (standard Goal 5 process for wetlands and riparian corridors). The proposed
amendment creates protection zones around and adjacent to the significant wetland or
riparian corridor resource. The proposed amendment limits or prohibits land uses and
development activities within the protection zone {buffer) andsignificant resource. The
protection program is based on clear and objective standards that have been adopted as
Chapter 18.63 Water Resource Protection Zones of the Ashland Land Use Ordinance.

5. Chapter 18.63 provides safe harbor protection for significant riparian corridors
and associated wetlands, and establishes protection zonesof 50 feet consistent with OAR
660-023-090(5). Chapter 18.63 imposes limitations on development activities as required
by OAR 660-023-090(8). The Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife has listed Ashland
Creek Bear Creek, Emigrant Creek Kitchen Creek, Neil Creek and Tolman Creekas fish-
bearing waterways.

6. Chapter 18.63 provides protection zones of 50 feet for locally significant
wetlands.
7. There were many issues raised during the publjc hearings The City Council

finds and determines that all substantive issues were adequately addressed by City staff
in the numerous staff reports and staff responses, and other materials in the record,
whether such responses were made orally at the hearings or provided in written form as
set forth in the record. All staff reports, staff materials, and other staff responsesare
hereby accepted by the City Council and are incorporated herein by this reference,
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The significant issues raised during the public hearings are summarized belowand are
addressed in the record.

{a) A concem was raised by Bonnie Broderson regarding not using the most
recent findings to designate streams as fish bearing or nonfish bearing, and that
the Oregon “Fish Wildlife’s StreamNet database as its authority and that the
database has not been updated for over eight years” (written comments from
Bonnie Broderson, May 8, 2008). Additional reference was made to recent
surveys by Oregon Fish and Wildlife in (ay, Hamilton and Wrights Creek. As
described in the Ashland Local Wetlands Inventory and Assessment and
Riparian Corridor Inventory July 2005/Revised February 2007, the City consulted
maps and information from state and federal agencies as well as aerid maps as
required by OAR 660-023-0090(4) to determine fish habitat. Additionally, the
City contacted Oregon Fish and Wildlife to obtain information on fish surveys in
Ashland. As described in the July 28, 2008 letter from Dan Van Dyke, District
Fish Biologist, fish use has been confirmed in Clay, Hamilton and Wrights Creek.
However, the locations are all within .30 river miles of Bear Creekand outside of
the Ashland Urban Growth Boundary (UGB} andcity limits. For Clay Creek, fish
use is confirmed “not far from the confluence with Bear Creek,” which is
approximately .19 of a mile north of the UGB and .36 of a mile north of the city
limits. For Hamilton Creek, fish use is confirmed up to a culvert barrier where
the creek flows under East Main Street, and East Main Street is the boundary of
the UGB and is .53 of a mile north of the city limits. For Wrights Creek, fish use is
confirmed up to river mile 0.2, downstream of Highway 99, and Highway 99 is
the boundary of the UGB and city limits.

(b) Takings concerns were raised several times. In terms of impact to private
property owners, increasing the size of the riparian buffers and requiring
wetland buffers can potentially impact the size of the developable area. For
properties adjacent to the six streams with delineated floodplains, the impact will
be negligible because the existing floodplain boundaries aregenerally wider and
existing regulations already limit further development. The proposed Water
Resource Protection Zone Chapter 18.63 includes provisions for the transfer of
density in the water resource protection zones to lands outside the water
resource protection zone within the same development for land divisions.
Additionally, the Water Resource Protection Zone Reduction and Hardship
Variances provide two processes to address lots existing before the effective date
of the ordinance that will not be able to meet the proposed requirements. The
variance provision of Chapter 18.63 is intended to address situations in which the
application of Chapter 18.63 unduly restricts the development or use of a lot, and
renders the lot not buildable. As required by OAR 660-023-090, the procedure
and criteria for variance approval is well stated in the proposed ordinance.
Finally, vacant lots with norrconforming building envelopes and driveway plans
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that were approved prior to the effective date of the ordinance are exempt from
the requirements of the proposed ordinance for a period of three years.

(c) To address concems raised regarding a one size does notfit all approach, and
to address urban contflicts in particular in existing neighborhoods where houses
and developments are very close to significant wetlands and riparian corridors a
Water Resource Protection Zone reduction is included in Chapter 18.63 in
accordance with QAR 660-023-0090(8)(c). The Water Resource Protection Zone
reduction provides additional flexibility in the water resource protectionzones
when it can be shown efforts have been made to avoid the protection zone,
minimize impacts to the protection zone and restoration and enhancement will
provide long term equal or better protection for the resources.

{d) Concemns regarding the definition of top of bank were raised several times. In
the original draft of Chapter 18.63, the top of bank definition is the stage or
elevation at which water overflows the natural banks of streams or other waters
of the state and begins to inundate upland areas, and in the absence of physical
evidence of the top of bank, the bankfull stage or line of norraquatic vegetation is
used. Additionally, the top of bank was used for measuring the stream bank
protection zone of the three classes of stccams, Throughout the public hearing
and review process, the definition was revised to includea list of physical
characteristics that indicate where top of bank islocated. Additionally, the
measurement for the stream bank protection zone for two stream classifications
(i.e. Local Streams and Intermittent and Ephemeral Streams)was changed to the
center line of the stream. The top of bank was retained to measure the stream
bank protection zone for Riparian Corridors continue to be measured 50 feet
from top of bank, in accordance with 660-023-0090(5). Staff produced research
indicating the top of bank is a widely accepted physical feature that is used as a
basis for measuring riparian buffer zones, induding examples of adopted top of
bank definitions used in communities in Oregon including Corvallis, Eugene and
Medford.

(e) Concemns were raised regarding increasing the airrent setback requirements
for the streams. The proposed Chapter 18.63 Water Resource Protection Zones
revised existing regulations so that the size of the buffer area for streams will
generally increase. In the case of Riparian Corridors the increase & from 20 to 50
feet from top of bank, for Local Streams the change is from 20 feet from top of
bank to 40 feet from the center line of the stream, and for Intermittent and -
Ephemeral Stream the change is from 10 feet from top of bank to 30 feet from
center line of the stream. For Riparian Corridors with 50 feet wide protection
zones, staff presented information showing the floodplain was typically
significantly wider than the existing flood plains. The flood plains are protected
by existing regulations in Chapter 18.62 Physical and Environmental Constraints
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from development activities. Staff presented information regarding the functions
of a riparian area induding the reduction of the chance of damaging floods,
improvement in water quality and providing habitat and food for fish and
wildlife. The majority of creeks in Ashland have setbacks ranging 10 to 20 feet
from the creek under existing regulations. Staff presented examples of the
intrusion of structures and impact of structures in the ripariancorridors under
current setback requirements for Local Streams and Intermittent and Ephemeral
Streams. Testimony was received from Jeannine Rossa, a professional Fish
Biologist and Stream Ecologist, indicating that a 50-foot buffer encompasses the
active corridor of most small to medium sized streams. She added that the
science behind how much area to protect recommends one full tree height,

- because that is essentially how much wood is going to fall into the creek. She
added federal land utilize this tree height measurement. The conclusion was that
structures placed within 10-20 feet of the creek under current requirements
typically result in negative impacts to the riparian corridor (e.g. construction
impacts, structure maintenance impacts and construction d prohibited
structures). In testimony by Jeannine Rossa she commented thatthe smaller
stream in Ashland have been straightened and somewhat channelized over the
years due to development, and while that can not be changed very easily,said
that the ecological function ¢can be improved. The conclusion was that the buffers
should be increased in width to maintain the functions of the streams and to fully
address the following goals from the Environmental Resources Chapter of the
Ashland Comprehensive Plan: 1) Protect the quality of riparian resource lands, and
preserve their wildlife habitats, and 2) To preserve existing wildlife habitats and natural
areqgs within the city wherever possible.

(f) Concerns were raised regarding the use of stream corridors for the conveyance
of Talent Irrigation District (TID) water on Intermittent and Ephemeral Streams.
Specifically, opponents argued that without TID water, many of the Intermittent
and Ephemeral Streams would not exist and should not be considered natural
streams deserving protection. According to data from the Ashland Engineering
Division, TID uses nine of the 28 streams identified on the Water Resource Map
for the distribution of irrigation water to customers and the return of unused
irrigation water. The streams used for TID water delivery and return are
Ashland, Tolman, Cemetery, Clay, Hamilton, Wrights, Golf Course, Paradise and
Roca. Therefore, three of the 20 streams classified as Intermittent and Ephemeral
Streams are used for TID delivery and retum — Golf Course, Paradise and Roca.
Therefore, it was determined that the assertion that all or most of the streams
classified as Intermittent and Ephemeral would not fow if it were not for TID
walter is inaccurate,

() Opponents raised charges that there is no evidence that local native plants are
beneficial to riparian corridors. Additionally, concerns were raised regarding the
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availability of native plants. Staff presented the arguments for the advantages of
using native plants in riparian areas including: 1) native plants are unlikely to be
invasive or overly competitive with other native plants, 2)they provide food
sources for native butterflies, insects, fish,birds and other animals, 3} thiey are
better adapted to local drought and flooding corditions in riparian areas, 4) they
reduce the need for pesticides, 5) they protect at-risk species and &) protect
biodiversity. Research presented by staff and included in the record indicate that
healthy riparian areas include a variety of types and agesof plants including
trees, shrubs, grasses and groundcovers, and that those plants adapted to local
rainfall, climate, insects and soil conditions tend to be easier to care for because
they need less water and pesticides (“Taking Care of Streams in Washington,
Oregon, Idaho and Alaska”, October 2002, Pacific Northwest Extension
publication). Chuck Fustish, STEP Biologist of Oregon Department of Fish and
Wildlife submitted written comments regarding the need tolimit the use of non-
native species to minimize the possibility of new exotics spreading via the
sterams. The Council decided to require 50% native plants with all native trees in
stream bank protection zones for projects requiring mitigation. Additionally,
removal of existing native vegetation, and the replacement of removed norr
native vegetation with native plant species is required by Chapter 18.63 in
accordance with OAR 660-023-0090(8)(b).

(h) Concemns were raised regarding the accuracy of the native and prohibited
plants list, and questions were raised regarding the need for locally drafted plant
lists. The plant lists were based on the Vegetation List in Appendix 7 of the LWI
which identified specific native and noxious plants found in Ashland wetland
and riparian areas. Additional information on plants lists for the Rogue Valley
was from Stream and Wetland Enhancement Guideby the Water Resources
Department of Rogue Valley Council of Governments(RVCOG). Sources for the
RVCOG materials included: SPROut— Sustainable Plant Research & Outreach
Center http://www.oregongarden.org/SPROUT/SPROUT,_Home.html, Citizens
Guide to Stream Restoration, Izack Walton League, 1995, Gardening with Native
Plants of the Pacific Northwest Knickeberg, University of Washington Press, 1982,
Going Native: Biodiversity in Our Own Backyards, Rice, Wilson 4 West, 199,
Redesigning the American Lawn, Dorman, Dalmori and Gaballe, Yale University
Press, 1993, The Natural Habitat Garden, Druse, Clarkson Potter Publishers, 1994
and the USDA National Plant Database System: hitp://plants.usda.org, Several
professionals with plant expertise specific to the Ashland environs were
reviewed and made suggestions on the draft plants lists including Donn Todt,
Ashland Parks Horticulturist, Ann Rich, Assistant Ashland Parks Horticiturist,
Chris Chambers, Ashland Fire Forest Resource Specialist and Dr. Frank Lang,
Professor Emeritus SOU. Staff reported that the general recommendation of the
professionals consulted with plant expertise is that the preferred method is to
develop plant lists specific to the ecosystems of Ashland, as opposed to relying
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on state lists of a more general nature.

(i) Opponents argued that the ordinance was developed by city planning staff
and did not include sufficient technical review and inputby persons with
scientific expertise in stream ecology, botany or hydrology. Chapter 18.63 was
reviewed by a variety of specialists with scientific expertise and experience with
stream environments including Paul ¥ishman, Ecologist, Kent Smith,
Hydrologist, Jeannine Rosa, Fish Biologist, Amanda Puton, Natural Resource
Specialist, Frances Oyung, Ashland Watershed Assessment and Action Plan
project team, John Ward, Ashland Watershed Assessment and Action Plan
project team, Ann Rich, Assistant Parks Horticulturist and Donn Todt, Parks
Horticulturist. While the science of water resources is one component to consider
in updating the local wetland, stream and riparian corridor regulations, the
workability in planning applications, compliance with the Oregon Statewide
Planning Program and integration of community values are of equal importance.
In this area, the Planning Commission as well as city planning and legal staff
have spent considerable time in public hearings, and review and revision of the
new ordinance,

(j) Concerns were raised regarding inadequacy of the citizen involvement
process, and the need to involve technical advisory committee. In terms of public
participation, the project began with two public open houses to discuss the
project and the wetlands and riparian corridor inventory work in June 2003 and
March 2003. Subsequently, the Wetland and Riparian Technical Advisory
Committee was formed, and commented on the format and content of the
ordinance. Finally, beginning in April 2008, the formal public heaing process
began. The Planning Commission held a public workshop on April 22, 2008;
public hearings on May 13, 2008, June 10, 2008, June 24, 2008, July 22, 008,
September 9, 2008 and October 28, 2008; and deliberations on October 28 and
November 6, 2008. In addition, the Planning Commission held two site visits on
July 7, 2008 and July 17, 2008. All Planning Commission meetings and site visits
were properly noticed. The City Council held a public hearing on April 21, 2009
with the record left open for written comments to May 19, 2009. The City
Council held deliberations on May 19, 2009, july 21, 2009, August 18, 2009 and
September 8, 2009. In addition, the City Council conducted site visits on Aprii 9,
2009 and April 15, 2009. All Planning Commissiat meetings and site visits were
properly noticed. Hard copies of all project materials have been on file for public
review throughout the process, as well as on the project web page at
www.ashland.or.us/waterresouces. The project web page has been updated
throughout the public hearing process with meeting materials as well as the
record. See finding (i) regarding professional technical involvement in Chapter
18.63 development.
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(k) Concerns were raised regarding, the integration of theflood plain regulation
in Chapter 18.62 and Chapter 18.63 into one chapter. The conclusion was that the
regulations should be separated because the chapters serve different purposes.
The flood plain regulations are for public safety purposes, and while the water
resource protection zones have some flood control functions, the additional
function addressed are water quality and providing habitat and food for fish and
wildlife,

(1) Concerns were raised regarding an educational component to provide
property owners with information on wetland and riparian corridor land
management. Arguments were made the regulations should not be requirements,
but rather guidelines with educational program. The Council recognized the
need for more training of the land owners about wetlands andstream
management, as well as assistance with restoration and enhancement projects.
The Council considered the idea of guidelines andeducation in lieu of standards,
protection zones, and rules, but in the end determined there was history to show
that education and enforcement are not stand alone solutions, and must be
buttressed by effective regulations.

(m) Opponents argued that the changes to Chapter 18.62 Physical and
Environmental Constraints were not sufficiently noticed. Chapter 18.62 as well
as Chapter 18.108 Procedures were revised for consistency with the new Chapter
18.63. The amendments to Chapter 18.62 involve the deletion of the riparian
corridor development standards because the new Chapter 18.63 is an update of
those previous development standards. Additionally, some terminology is
modified for consistency with Chapter 18.63. The changes to Chapter 18.108
involve the addition of the three new planning approvals included in Chapter
18.63 to the list of Type I and Type 11 procedures. The amendments to Chapter
18.63 and 18.108 simply provide consistency throughout the Ashland Land Use
Ordinance (ALUQ), and do not involve theaddition of new regulations which
would affect the permissible uses of a property.

{(n) Concemns were raised by building owners in the downtown and on Water
Street regarding the ability to replace their nonconforming structures in the event
of a flood, natural hazard or fire. In converse, environmental concerris were
raised regarding not allowing nonconforming structures and uses to remain in
perpetuity, and the need to have a goal of removing nonconforming uses and
structures in water resource protection zones. Many of the properties in question
_ are historic structures built in close proximity to Ashland Creek, of whih have
sustained damage in flood events, most recently the 1997 New Year’s flood. In
the original draft of Chapter 18.63, a planning approval was required to replace a
nonconforming structure. The ordinance was revised to exempt the replacement
of nonconforming residential principal buildings and nonconfoming non-
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residential structures, while the requirement for a planning approval was
retained for the replacement of nonconforming accessory structures in residential
zoning districts.

Conclusion:  For the above stated reasons, and based on information found in
the record of these proceedings, the Council findsand determines that the
proposed wetland and riparian corridor program complies with Goal 5 and its
implementing rule. The program consists of inventories of significant wetlands
and riparian corridors, and comprehensive plan policies that commit the City to a
protection program embodied in Ashland Land Use Ordinance Chapter 18.63
Water Resource Protection Zones. The City has updated existing regulations to
provide consistency with the requirements of OAR 660-023-0100(4)(b) (safe
harbor provisions for wetlands} and OAR 660-023-0090(8) (safe harbor provisions
for riparian corridors) as well as OAR 660-023-050 (standard Goal 5 process for
wetlands and riparian corridors).

EVALUATION AND COUNCIL FINDINGS:
B Consistency with the Ashland Comprehensive Plan,

1. The LWI wag adopted as a supporting document to the Ashland
Comprehensive Plan

2, The proposed implementation program is consistent with and adejuate
to carry out Goals and Policies in the Ashland Comprehensive Plan.

Chapter IV Environmental Resources

Goal: Protect the quality of riparian resource lands and. preserve their
wildlife habitats.

Policy 18: Identify, protect and seek conservation easements
throughout significant riparian areas (streams, stream banks and flood
plain areas), and wildlife habitat areas.

Policy 19: Encourage more public access to waterways but define
what public activities can take place. Ensure that such access doesnot
result in water and visual pollution.

Policy 20: Where possible, utilize water-related areas for visual relief
pockets of wildlife habitat, landscaping amenities, natural site design
elements, recreational uses, bike paths and pedestrian and jogging
trails.
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Policy 21: Utilize local resources to form a technical advisory
committee to identify plants and animals which rely on riparian
habitat for their continued existence. Retaining these areasin a
natural state should be of high priority and development should
consider and accommodate the habitat utilized by these plants and
animals,

Goal: To preserve and protect significant wetlands and to mitigate
potential impacts on these areas due to development and conflicting uses.

Policy 22: Evaluate the quantity and quality of wetland resources
inside the City Limits and within the Urban Growth Boundary
through the compilation of an inventory of significant wetlands.

Policy 23: Develop site review procedures and performance
standards using buffering techniques setbacks and mitigation
measures to reduce the impacts of development on significant
wetland areas.

Policy 24: The City should actively pursue the use of Transfer of
Development Rights dedications, directlease arrangement and
purchase or other acquisition strategies as viable methods for
preserving and insuring public access to significant wetland areas.

Policy 25: Examine the Physical and Environmental Constraints
chapter of Ashland’s Land Ordinance concermning wetland and
riparian areas, and insure that existing zoning regulations maintain
these valuable areas in a natural state.

Policy 26: Utilize local resources to form a technical advisory
committee to identify potential plants and animals which rely on
wetland habitat for their continued exstence. Retaining these areas in
a natural state should be of high priority and development should
consider and accommodate the habitat utilized by these plants and
animals. '

Conclusion: The Council finds and determines that the proposed wetland and
riparian corridor program complies with applicable Ashland Comprehensive
Plan Goals and Policies. The program consists of inventories of significant
wetlands and riparian corridors, comprehensive plan policies that commit the
City to a protection program and regulations implementing the protection
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program in Ashland Land Use Ordinance Chapter 18.63 Water Resource
Protection Zones.

OVERALL COUNCIL CONCLUSIONS

1) The inventory of significant riparian corridor resources was completed, adopted and
submitted to the State in 1987. Additional information on the riparian corridors
including an evaluation of the general stream characteristics, hydrology, adjacent
land form and vegetation is included in the Local Wetlands Inventory (LWI).

2) The LWI has been completed and approved by the Division of State Lands on March
21, 2007.

3) Oregon Statewide Planning Goal 5 is met with the completion of this action.

4) Ashland Comprehensive Plan goals and policies have been met as regards Goal 5
natural resources with the completion of this action,

5) Any federal or state statutes or guidelines found applicable have been complied with
as is applicable and/or possible with the completion of this action.

6) The sections of Ashland Land Use Ordinance Chapter 18.62 Physical and .
Environmental Constraints regulating the protection of riparian corridors havebeen
repealed and replaced with Chapter 18.63 Water Resource Protection Zones

7) Oregon Revised Statute Chapter 197 and Oregon Administrative Rules Chapter 660,
Division 023 has been fulfilled as regards Goal 5 natural resources with the
completion of this action.

8) Testimony and evidence in the record supports the recommendation of the Planning
Commission and the final decision of the City Council.

9) OAR 660-023 only requires that the listed significantresources must be protected.

10) The proposed implementing rules incorporate OAR 660-023-100(4)(b) requirements
for Wetlands and OAR 660-023-090(8) requirements for Riparian Corridorsas well as
OAR 660-023-050 {(standard Goal 5 process for wetlands and riparian corridors).

11) The proposed protection zones are justified by testimony and evidence in the record
but are not absolutes.

12) The Ashland Planning Commission has recommended adoption of the new Chapter
18.63 and other amendments to the existing Ashland Land Use Ordinance.

Accordingly, based on the above Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, and based
upon the evidence in the whole record, the City Council hereby APPROVESthe
ADQOPTION of the following amendments to the Ashland Land Use Ordinance and
Ashland Comprehensive Plan as reflected in three distinct ordinances

e Chapter 18.63 Water Resource Protection Zones is to be added to the Ashland
Land Use Ordinance.

e Chapter 18.62 Physical and Environmental Constraints and Chapter 18.108
shall be amended to provide consistency with the new Chapter 18.63 Water
Resource Protection Zones
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e Chapter IV Environmental Resources of the Ashland Land Use Ordinance
~ shall be amended to add new and updated resource maps and adopt the
Local Wetlands Inventory as a supporting document.

Ashland City Council Approval

[275-0F

Date

Signature authorized and approved by the full Coundl this 15th day of December, 2009

Attest:
mw /2«/& 07

Barbara Christensen, City Recorder

ovegl as to

I

Ashland City Atto '@
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ASHLAND OR 97520

Attention: Plan Amendment Specialist
Dept. of Land Conservation & Development
635 Capitol Street NE, Suite 150

Salem, OR 97301-2540




