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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 


The Port of Edmonds is proposing to reconstruct and renovate the approximately 900-foot section of 
waterfront boardwalk that starts near the Port of Edmonds Administration Building and extends north 
along the edge of the waterfront to Olympic Beach. Reconstruction of the approximately 13-foot-wide 
boardwalk is necessary due to significant deterioration and to provide upgraded public access and 
amenities to the waterfront. 


Landau Associates, Inc. conducted a fish and wildlife habitat conservation area critical areas study in 
support of the proposed project. This report summarizes the results of the critical areas study, 
including a shoreline delineation, fish and wildlife inventory, and priority habitat inventory; an 
evaluation of mitigation sequencing; an assessment of unavoidable, project-related impacts; and a 
description of the proposed minimization measures to ensure no net loss of functions. 


The proposed project will maintain the character of the shoreline and adjacent substrate (i.e., 
bulkhead and riprap shoreline) and will also result in a net gain in aquatic habitat. The developed 
uplands adjacent to the shoreline will be modified to include additional landscaping. As a result, no 
compensatory mitigation is proposed, because the project does not result in a permanent net loss of 
area or function of critical areas present in the study area.  
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 
The Port of Edmonds (Port) is proposing to reconstruct and renovate the approximately 900-foot (ft) 
section of waterfront boardwalk that starts near the Port of Edmonds Administration Building and 
extends north along the edge of the waterfront to Olympic Beach (Figure 1). Reconstruction of the 
approximately 13-ft-wide boardwalk is necessary due to significant deterioration and to provide 
upgraded public access and amenities to the waterfront.  


Landau Associates, Inc. (Landau) conducted a Fish and Wildlife Habitat Conservation Area (FWHCA) 
critical areas study in support of the proposed project. This report summarizes the results of the 
critical areas study, including a shoreline delineation, fish and wildlife inventory, and priority habitat 
inventory; an evaluation of mitigation sequencing; an assessment of unavoidable, project-related 
impacts; and a description of the proposed minimization measures to ensure no net loss of functions. 


The proposed project will result in temporary and permanent impacts associated with in-water work 
and work on adjacent uplands. However, the character of the shoreline and adjacent substrate will be 
maintained under the proposed conditions, and the developed uplands will be modified to include 
additional landscaping. Impacts to federally listed species and critical habitats will be evaluated by 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) Fisheries and US Fish and Wildlife Service 
(USFWS) through consultation with the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), with proposed 
determination of May Affect, Not Likely to Adversely Affect. No additional compensatory mitigation 
for FWHCA critical areas is proposed. 


1.1 Project Description 
The Port proposes to reconstruct and renovate an approximately 900-ft-long section of deteriorated 
waterfront boardwalk (i.e., North Portwalk) at the Port of Edmonds Marina and to repair a segment of 
seawall that extends between the Port of Edmonds Administration Building and Olympic Beach. 
Repair and renovation of the approximately 13-ft-wide boardwalk and underlying seawall are 
necessary due to significant deterioration; the boardwalk was constructed in the 1960s. The 
renovated boardwalk will provide upgraded public access to the water/shoreline and enhance 
amenities along the waterfront. Two plazas (Upper Plaza and Central Plaza) also will be added 
adjacent to the boardwalk and will provide public gathering spaces and restroom access. The Upper 
Plaza will be added in a segment of existing esplanade between the boardwalk and Arnie’s Restaurant, 
and the Central Plaza will be added in an area currently occupied by a parking lot and the Port of 
Edmonds Administration Building (to be demolished). 


The existing boardwalk is a treated-wood structure, supported by piling, that projects over the water 
from an asphalt walkway along the shoreline. The deck consists of continuous, parallel, treated-wood 
planks. The boardwalk extending north of the marina N dock is supported along the east (upland) side 
by creosote-treated timber piles, spaced 8 ft apart, and along the west (waterward) side by pairs of 
steel piles, one vertical and one battered, spaced 16 ft apart. Tiebacks embedded behind the marina’s 
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seawall terminate at the timber seawall. The boardwalk south of N dock is supported along the east 
(upland) side by a concrete bulkhead and along the west (waterward) side by timber piles. 


North of N dock, a two-tiered seawall forms the marina basin along its east side, where the boardwalk 
abuts the upland pavement. The lower tier is a (subtidal) concrete bulkhead that forms the toe of the 
marina basin’s east side. Behind the concrete bulkhead is an earthen slope with a rock-armored 
surface. The upper tier is a vertical timber bulkhead. The bulkhead and the timber piles along the 
landward edge of the boardwalk retain the shoreline above the armored slope. 


The steel piles that support the west side of the boardwalk will be repaired in-place with pipe sleeves. 
The timber piles that support the east side of the boardwalk (north and south of N dock) and the 
timber bulkhead will be replaced. The upper (timber) section of seawall will be replaced with a steel 
sheet pile wall, whereas the lower (concrete) section of seawall and the filled slope between the 
sections will remain unchanged along with the existing concrete bulkhead south of N dock. The 
bulkhead timber piles will be cut at grade, and the new sheet pile wall will be installed landward. The 
existing piles cannot be completely removed because they are connected below grade to an original 
lower timber bulkhead that is buried behind the current concrete bulkhead. 


The timber boardwalk will be replaced within the same footprint but elevated 6 inches to create 
better pedestrian separation from the adjacent drive/fire lane and improve pedestrian and boater 
accessibility. The new walkway will have steel framing and a deck of concrete panels inset with clear 
glass blocks. The replacement structure will have new aluminum railing and way-finding signage. The 
marina’s existing electrical utility panels and dock cart storage will be relocated from the overwater 
side of the new walk to the opposite side, over land. Marina gates to the gangways will be replaced in 
the same locations but aligned with the new walkway railings. The five existing boardwalk “viewing” 
bump-outs will be consolidated in a single area to provide enhanced public access, an enhanced 
gathering space, and better views of Puget Sound. The asphalt pavement abutting the boardwalk will 
be replaced with concrete on the same level as the elevated walkway, and the adjacent parking lot 
will be resurfaced. 


1.2 Site Description 
The approximately 3.9-acre project area is located in Section 23, Township 27N, Range 3E and in 
Water Resource Inventory Area (WRIA) 8 – Cedar/Sammamish, in Washington State. The project area 
is developed and includes Port of Edmonds Marina, the existing North Portwalk, Port of Edmonds 
Administration Building, and Port tenants, including Arnie’s Restaurant and the Edmonds Yacht Club 
(Figure 2). 


The study area extends 200 ft beyond the project area (Figure 2). Visual observation and public 
domain resources were used to estimate the extent of FWHCA critical areas in the study area. Review 
of the study area was limited to observation from a public right-of-way (ROW). 
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2.0 METHODS 
Landau reviewed publicly available information, completed both site reconnaissance and impact 
assessment for the proposed project, and prepared a mitigation plan for project-related impacts to 
FWHCA critical areas in accordance with the methods described below. 


2.1 Background Information Review 
Landau reviewed the following resources to identify existing conditions and potential FWHCA critical 
areas within the study area for consistency with Edmonds Community Development Code (ECDC) 
23.90.010.C: 


• Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife (WDFW) priority habitat and species maps
(Appendix A);


• Washington State Department of Natural Resources (DNR) Forest Practices Application
Mapping Tool official water type reference maps, as amended (accessed November 10, 2021);


• DNR nearshore and shorezone inventory as documented in the Washington Marine
Vegetation Atlas (Appendix A; accessed November 10, 2021);


• DNR Natural Heritage Program mapping data (DNR 2021);


• Washington State Department of Health annual inventory of shellfish harvest areas (DOH;
accessed November 10, 2021);


• Biological Evaluation for the North Portwalk and Seawall Reconstruction Project (Landau
2021), which provides summary of anadromous and resident salmonid distribution contained
in the habitat limiting factors reports published by the Washington Conservation Commission
as identified in ECDC Chapter 23.90.010.C.7;


• DNR state natural area preserves maps (DNR; accessed November 10, 2021);


• DNR natural resource conservation area maps(DNR; accessed November 10, 2021); and


• City of Edmonds (City) critical areas map (City of Edmonds; accessed November 11, 2021).


2.2 Waterway Delineation 
The ordinary high water mark (OHWM) determination for waterways was completed using guidance 
developed by the Washington State Department of Ecology (Ecology; 2016) and the definition 
provided in ECDC 20.20.038, which identifies the OHWM, in part as, the mark found by examining the 
bed and banks of a stream, lake, or tidal water and ascertaining where the presence and action of 
waters are so common and long maintained in ordinary years as to mark upon the soil a vegetative 
character distinct from that of the abutting upland. In any area where the OHWM cannot be found, 
the OHWM adjoining salt water shall be the line of mean higher high tide (also referred to as mean 
higher high water [MHHW]). 
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2.3 Impact Assessment 
Project impacts were determined in coordination with the project engineering team based on 
pre- and post-project conditions documented on the plans. FWHCA functions were assessed with a 
qualitative evaluation and best professional judgment. 


2.4 Mitigation Sequencing 
Mitigation sequencing for wetlands and associated buffers was evaluated in accordance with ECDC 
Chapter 23.40.120. The evaluation included avoidance, minimization, and mitigation of adverse 
impacts. Mitigation methods must be prioritized as follows: 


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


2. Minimizing impacts by limiting the degree or magnitude of the action and its implementation by
using appropriate technology or by taking affirmative steps, such as project redesign, relocation,
or timing to avoid or reduce impacts;


3. Rectifying the impact to wetlands, frequently flooded areas, and fish and wildlife habitat
conservation areas by repairing, rehabilitating, or restoring the affected environment to the
historical conditions or the conditions existing at the time of the initiation of the project;


4. Minimizing or eliminating the hazard by restoring or stabilizing the hazard area through
engineering or other methods;


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


6. Compensating for the impact to wetlands, frequently flooded areas, and fish and wildlife habitat
conservation areas by replacing, enhancing, or providing substitute resources or environments;
and/or


7. Monitoring the hazard or other required mitigation and taking remedial action when necessary.


Landau used best professional judgment to compare pre- and post-mitigation functions.
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3.0 INVESTIGATION RESULTS 
This section summarizes the results of Landau’s background information review and site 
reconnaissance. conducted on July 28, 2021. 


3.1 Waterways and Associated Habitat 
A portion of Puget Sound occurs within the study area inside the Edmonds Marina, which is identified 
as Type S on DNR water type mapping. This section of Puget Sound is identified in the City Shoreline 
Master Program (SMP) with environmental designations of Urban Mixed Use II and Aquatic II. The 
upland adjacent to Edmonds Marina in the project area is developed with the existing North Portwalk; 
Port of Edmonds Administration Building, and Port tenants, including Arnie’s Restaurant and the 
Edmonds Yacht Club and associated parking lot. The existing shoreline is armored with riprap and 
bulkheads with limited riparian vegetation dominated by landscaping in planters along the existing 
boardwalk. Because of the existing bulkhead and adjacent development, which precludes exposure of 
soil and establishment of vegetation, an OHWM as defined in ECDC 20.20.038 is not present and the 
shoreline is defined by the MHHW elevation. 


Substrate in the project area includes existing riprap between the upper timber bulkhead and lower 
concrete bulkhead. The substrate adjacent to the lower concrete bulkhead in the marina consists of 
silt. 


Priority Habitats and Species (PHS) on the Web identifies portions of Olympic Beach, outside the 
project area, as estuarine and marine wetland (see Appendix A). This estuarine and marine wetland is 
also identified on City critical areas mapping (see Appendix A) and is located outside the Edmonds 
marina, north of the public fishing pier.  


DNR shorezone inventory available on the Washington Marine Vegetation Atlas identifies the project 
area with eelgrass (Zostera marina) and bull kelp (Nereocystis luetkeana). However, this data is noted 
as generalized by polygon, and does not indicate that seagrass or kelp was present or absent 
throughout the whole polygon (see Appendix A). Furthermore, the proposed work will occur outside 
the range of these species. At its shallowest extent, eelgrass generally establishes 10 ft waterward of 
the shore, at about -2 ft mean lower low water (MLLW), and kelp beds are found offshore of eelgrass 
beds, in deeper water, in areas of higher currents and rocky substrates that provide stable platforms 
for holdfast attachment (City of Edmonds 2007). 


3.2 Fish and Wildlife 
Federally listed species in the project vicinity are presented in the project biological evaluation 
(Landau 2021) and is incorporated by reference in this critical areas assessment. No additional PHS 
listed species or shellfish harvest areas are identified in the study area. 
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3.3 Natural Heritage and State Natural Area Preserves and 
Natural Resource Conservation Area 


The study area is not listed within a township, range, or section listed as containing Natural Heritage 
resources within the Washington Natural Heritage Program data and is not mapped as a Natural Area 
Preserve or Natural Resource Conservation Area. 
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4.0 IMPACT ASSESSMENT 
Piles associated with the existing upper timber bulkhead will be cut below the mudline and the 
remainder of the piles below the surface will be abandoned in place. Full extraction of these piles is 
not feasible because anchor tiebacks below the surface will need to remain in place. Approximately 55 
piles associated with the timber bulkhead will be removed. Existing vertical and batter steel piles will 
be repaired in place. Segments of steel sleeves will be welded over damaged areas of these piles. It is 
anticipated that up to 1 cubic yard of excavation across approximately 9 square feet (sf) may occur 
below the MHHW at each batter pile (i.e., total 55 cubic yards; 495 sf) to facilitate installation of the 
sleeve. Following placement of the sleeve, the area of excavation will be restored with riprap 
excavated from around the pile and/or with clean sand.  


Eight existing vertical treated timber piles in the vicinity of N dock will be removed. These piles will be 
fully extracted either by use of a “choker” chain and crane or with a vibratory pile driver. If a pile is 
too deteriorated to be fully extracted, the pile will be cut below the mudline. The area where the 
piling was removed will then be capped with clean sand or replaced with a new steel pile. Ten 12-inch 
steel piles will be installed to support the boardwalk in the vicinity of N dock. These piles will be 
installed using a vibratory hammer and will be embedded a minimum of 25 ft below the mudline. 


A sheet pile bulkhead will be installed landward of the existing upper timber bulkhead. The driving of 
the sheet pile will occur outside of the MHHW; however, excavation and removal of the existing 
timber bulkhead will occur in/adjacent to the MHHW. The sheet pile wall will have a concrete beam 
across the top and will be supported by anchor tiebacks through the beam extending landward of the 
wall. Approximately 180 cubic yards of excavation, associated with replacement of the upper timber 
bulkhead, will occur below MHHW. The excavated material will include existing riprap across an area 
of approximately 2,100 sf between the upper and lower bulkheads. Approximately 77 cubic yards of 
riprap will be installed below MHHW, in the same area between the upper and lower bulkheads. 


The existing timber boardwalk will be replaced with glass block and concrete panel modules. The 
boardwalk will be reconfigured to consolidate existing bump-outs into a single location. The proposed 
overwater section of the boardwalk will maintain the existing footprint of overwater cover. 


The existing Portwalk includes planter boxes containing ornamental, herbaceous vegetation that will 
be removed as part of the project. Approximately 14 trees in the adjacent parking lot will be removed 
to accommodate the relocation of a hydrant and construction of the Central Plaza.  


Excerpts of plan sheets showing the above are provided in Appendix B.
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5.0 MITIGATION 
This section outlines a mitigation sequence and mitigation plan for unavoidable impacts to wetlands, 
waterways, and associated buffers. 


5.1 Mitigation Sequencing 
ECDC Chapter 20.80.053 includes requirements for mitigation of impacts to critical areas. The 
mitigation sequence methods for avoidance and minimization are described below. 


5.1.1 Avoidance 


The proposed project, improvements to a waterfront facility, requires in-water work and work in 
adjacent habitat. Permanent adverse impacts will be avoided as detailed in the minimization 
measures below.  


5.1.2 Minimization 


A variety of conservation measures and best management practices (BMPs) will be used to reduce 
impacts to the environment during construction. The following conservation measures will be 
implemented so that potential impacts are mitigated throughout the duration of the project: 


• Temporary Erosion and Sediment Control (TESC) and Spill Prevention, Control, and
Countermeasure (SPCC) plans will be developed and implemented throughout construction.


• Work below the high tide line (HTL)/MHHW will occur during regulatory-approved in-water
work windows.


• A debris boom will be installed around the boardwalk and will be maintained throughout
construction.


• Wood products shall comply with the standards established by the Western Wood Preserves
Institute in “Best Management Practices for Use of Treated Wood in Aquatic Environments.”


• Barges used in support of construction will be prohibited from grounding.


• Piles and other construction debris will be disposed of offsite at an approved upland facility.


• Work below MHHW will result in a balance of cut and fill volumes.


• Installation of the sheetpile bulkhead will occur landward of the existing timber bulkhead,
thereby avoiding in-water construction for this component of the project.


The new boardwalk will consolidate the viewing bump-outs to a single location and will maintain the 
area of overwater cover (i.e., no change in the total area of overwater coverage from existing 
conditions). In addition, the new boardwalk will increase light transmission by using glass blocks in the 
boardwalk surface. As a result, the proposed project will reduce from existing conditions the amount 
of shading associated with overwater cover and reduce potential adverse effects from the overwater 
structure. 
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The project will also remove segments of creosote-treated bulkhead and creosote-treated piles. 


Approximately 75 sf of aquatic habitat, associated with the excavation for the replacement of the 
upper timber bulkhead, will be gained between N Dock and P Dock. 


The project includes installation of planter boxes along the Portwalk and landscaping in the new plaza 
areas. Landscaping will consist of a mix of herbaceous species, shrubs, and trees. The project will 
increase the total area of vegetation within 200 ft of the shoreline.  


Evaluation of project impacts to listed species is provided in the project Biological Evaluation, which 
presents effect determination of May Affect, Not Likely to Adversely Affect, which is subject to 
consultation by the USACE with NOAA Fisheries and USFWS. The project will be undergoing Section 7 
Endangered Species Act consultation by the USACE with NOAA Fisheries under the Salish Sea 
Nearshore Programmatic (SSNP). 


As a result, no compensatory mitigation is proposed because the minimization measures do not result 
in a permanent net loss of area or function of critical areas present in the study area. 
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6.0 CONCLUSION AND ASSESSMENT OF NO NET LOSS 
The Port is proposing to reconstruct and renovate the approximately 900-ft section of waterfront 
boardwalk that starts near the Port of Edmonds Administration Building and extends north along the 
edge of the waterfront to Olympic Beach. The project includes unavoidable work in-water and in 
adjacent upland habitat. The mitigation sequence presented in this report meets City requirements, 
as outlined in the ECDC. The character of the shoreline and adjacent substrate (i.e., bulkhead and 
riprap shoreline) will be maintained under the proposed conditions, which will also result in a net gain 
in aquatic habitat, and the developed uplands will be modified to include additional landscaping. As a 
result, no compensatory mitigation is proposed because the project does not result in a permanent 
net loss of area or function of critical areas present in the study area. 
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7.0 USE OF THIS REPORT 
The findings presented herein are based on Landau Associates’ understanding of the Edmonds 
Community Development Code. Within the limitations of scope, schedule, and budget, findings accord 
with generally accepted sensitive area-investigation principles and practices in this locality, at the 
time the report was prepared. Landau Associates makes no other warranty, either express or implied. 
Qualifications of staff authoring this report are provided in Appendix C. 


This report was prepared for the use of the Port of Edmonds and applicable regulatory agencies. No 
other party is entitled to rely on the information, conclusions, and recommendations included in this 
document without the express written consent of Landau Associates. Further, the reuse of 
information, conclusions, and recommendations provided herein for extensions of the project or 
for any other project, without review and authorization by Landau Associates, shall be at the user’s 
sole risk. 







Landau Associates 


FWHCA Critical Areas Report 
Port of Edmonds North Portwalk and Seawall Reconstruction 8-2 


0178038.010 
February 16, 2023 


8.0 REFERENCES 
City of Edmonds. 2007. Shoreline Master Program Update, Shoreline Inventory & Characterization, 


SMA Grant Agreement No 60600108. Prepared for City of Edmonds by Sea-Run Consulting; 
TetraTech, Inc.; Reid Middleton, Inc.; and Pentec. November. 


City of Edmonds. City of Edmonds, GIS. Available online at: 
https://maps.edmondswa.gov/Html5Viewer/?viewer=Edmonds_SSL.HTML. Accessed November 
11, 2021. 


DOH. Office of Environmental Health and Safety Commercial Shellfish Map Viewer. Washington State 
Department of Health. Commercial Shellfish Map Viewer (wa.gov). Accessed November 10, 2021. 


DNR. 2021. Sections That Contain Natural Heritage Features. Washington State Department of Natural 
Resources. TRS (wa.gov). July 15. 


DNR. Forest Practices Application Mapping Tool. Washington State Department of Natural Resources. 
Forest Practices Application Mapping Tool (FPAMT) (wa.gov). Accessed November 10, 2021. 


DNR. Natural Area Preserves. Washington State Department of Natural Resources. Natural Area 
Preserves | WA - DNR. Accessed November 10, 2021. 


DNR. Natural Resources Conservation Areas. Washington State Department of Natural Resources. 
Natural Resources Conservation Areas | WA - DNR. Accessed November 10, 2021. 


Ecology. 2016. Determining the Ordinary High Water Mark for Shoreline Management Act Compliance 
in Washington State. Washington State Department of Ecology. October. 


Landau. 2021. Biological Evaluation and Essential Fish Habitat Evaluation, North Portwalk and Seawall 
Reconstruction, Port of Edmonds, Edmonds, Washington. Landau Associates. November 1. 



https://maps.edmondswa.gov/Html5Viewer/?viewer=Edmonds_SSL.HTML

https://fortress.wa.gov/doh/oswpviewer/index.html

https://www.dnr.wa.gov/publications/amp_nh_trs.pdf

https://fpamt.dnr.wa.gov/default.aspx

https://www.dnr.wa.gov/managed-lands/natural-areas/natural-area-preserves

https://www.dnr.wa.gov/managed-lands/natural-areas/natural-area-preserves

https://www.dnr.wa.gov/managed-lands/natural-areas/natural-resources-conservation-areas





524


104


Edm on d s Way


9t
h 


Av
e S


O l
y m


p ic
V ie


w
Dr


232 nd  S t  SW


Pi ne St


Puget Dr


Mai n  St


Bowdoin Way


9t
h


A v
e


N


Cas p ers St


220 th St  SW


Woo
dw


ay
Pa


rk
R d


3 rd
 Ave 


N


10
0t


h 
Av


e W


3r
d  


Av
e S


City
Park


Deer
C reek


Shell C reek
Puget Sound


WoodwayWoodway


Data Source: Esri 2012


North Portwalk and
Seawall Reconstruction


Port of Edmonds
Edmonds, Washington


Vicinity Map
Figure


1


0 0.5 1


Miles


G:
\P


ro
je


ct
s\


17
3\


03
8\


01
0\


01
1\


F0
1V


ic
M


ap
.m


xd
  1


0/
14


/2
02


1 


Project Location


W a s h i n g t o nW a s h i n g t o n
Olympia


Project
Location


Tacoma
Spokane


Everett
Seattle







Edmonds Yacht Club


Port Administration
Building


Arnie's
Restaurant


U


T


S


R


Q


P


V


N


M


Source: Bing Aerial Imagery, 2021


Legend 0 250 500


Scale in Feet


Note
1. Black and white reproduction of this color


original may reduce its effectiveness and
lead to incorrect interpretation.


La
nd


au
 A


ss
oc


ia
te


s |
 G


:\
Pr


oj
ec


ts
\1


73
\0


38
\0


10
\0


11
\F


02
-F


07
 P


ro
je


ct
M


ap
s.


dw
g 


| 
11


/1
1/


20
21


 3
:1


8 
PM


 |
 jv


al
lu


zz
i


North Portwalk and
Seawall Reconstruction


Port of Edmonds
Edmonds, Washington


Project Area Map
Figure


2


Project Area


Study Area (200-ft buffer)







APPENDIX A 


Background Information Review Figures







Figure 


A‐1 
Washington Marine Vegetation Atlas 


Kelp 


North Portwalk and 
Seawall Reconstruction 


Port of Edmonds 
Edmonds, Washington


12/3/2021  \\edmdata01\projects\173\038.010\R\FWHCA CritAreas\A‐1.docx 







Figure 


A‐2 
Washington Marine Vegetation Atlas 


Seagrass 


North Portwalk and 
Seawall Reconstruction 


Port of Edmonds 
Edmonds, Washington


12/3/2021  \\edmdata01\projects\173\038.010\R\FWHCA CritAreas\A‐2.docx 







 


Figure 


A‐3 Priority Habitats and Species 
on the Web 


North Portwalk and 
Seawall Reconstruction 


Port of Edmonds 
Edmonds, Washington


12/3/2021  \\edmdata01\projects\173\038.010\R\FWHCA CritAreas\A‐3.docx 







APPENDIX B 


Site Plan Excerpts































































































































































PORT OF EDMONDS NORTH PORTWALK & SEAWALL RECONSTRUCTION


UD0


C
O


V
ER


 S
HE


ET


ARCH ARCHITECT
AFF ABOVE FINISH FLOOR
BLW BELOW
BM BEAM
BOT BOTTOM
BTWN BETWEEN
CIP CAST IN PLACE
CLR CLEAR
CONC CONCRETE
CONT CONTINUOUS
COORD COORDINATE
DIA DIAMETER
DIM DIMENSION
DIR DIRECTION


EA EACH
ELEV ELEVATION
ENCLOS ENCLOSURE
ES EACH SIDE
FLR FLOOR
GALV GALVANIZED


GC GENERAL
CONTRACTOR


GBCP GLASS BLOCK &
CONCRETE PANEL


L ANGLE
MANUF MANUFACTURER
MECH MECHANICAL
NTS NOT TO SCALE
OC ON CENTER


PED PEDESTRIAN
REQ'D REQUIRED
SCHED SCHEDULE
SIM SIMILAR
STF STANDARD
STL STEEL
SYMM SYMMETRICAL
TBD TO BE DETERMINED
TOC TOP OF CONCRETE
TOS TOP OF STEEL
TYP TYPICAL


UNO UNLESS NOTED
OTHERWISE


VERT VERTICAL
VFY VERIFY


ABBREVIATIONS
6X12 GLASS BLOCK &
CONCRETE PANEL MODULE


CAST IN PLACE CONCRETE


DATUM


DETAIL MARKER


ELEVATION MARKER


ELECTRICAL PANEL


ELECTRICAL SUBSTATION


FURNITURE ID


GBCP CONCRETE


GBCP GLASS BLOCK


PEDESTRIAN LIGHT


PLANTING AREA


#
#


#
#


#


SYMBOL LEGEND


UD0 COVER SHEET
UD01 GENERAL PORTWALK SITE PLAN
UD01.1 DETAILED PORTWALK SITE PLAN
UD01.2 PLAZA PLAN & SECTIONS
UD01.3 ENLARGED CENTRAL & UPPER PLAZA PLANS
UD02 PLANTER SECTION & BENCH DETAILS
UD03 PORTWALK GUARDRAIL DETAILS
UD04 SECURITY GATES
UD04.1 SECURITY GATE DETAILS
UD05 SURFACE TREATMENT DETAILS
UD06 PED LIGHT & TRASH ENCLOSURE DETAILS
UD07 PLANTING SITE PLAN & SCHEDULE
UD07.1 ENLARGED CENTRAL & UPPER PLAZA PLANTING PLANS
UD07.2 PLANTING PLAN - CALLOUTS
UD07.3 PLANTING DETAILS


TABLE OF CONTENTS


PROJECT MAP
NTS


PROJECT SITE







DOCK "P" DOCK "Q" DOCK "R" DOCK "S"DOCK "N" DOCK "T" DOCK "U"


EDMONDS
YACHT CLUB


300
ADMIRAL


WAY


DOCK "V"


930'-9"
TOTAL PROJECT LENGHT - VERIFY IN FIELD


DOCK "M"


2
UD01.1NORTH PARKING LOT IMPROVEMENTS PLAN


1
UD01.1


CENTRAL PORTWALK & SOUTH
PARKING LOT IMPROVEMENTS PLAN


1
UD01.2UPPER PORTWALK & SITE IMPROVEMENTS PLAN


EX
IS


TIN
G


 R
ES


TR
O


O
MEXISTING EDGE OF PORTWALK


ADMIRAL WAY
231'-0"


PLANTING ALONG ADMIRAL WAY


TRASH RECEPTACLE "A"
2


UD01.0


TRASH RECEPTACLE "B"
3


UD01.0


TRASH RECEPTACLE "C"
4


UD01.0


PRE-FAB RESTROOM, CXT
TAOS


ADMIRAL WAY


EXISTING BUILDING,
TO BE DEMO'D


11'-4"


7'
-1


1"


15'-4" 6'-10"


4'
-0


" 6'-6" x 3'-8"
TYP.


6'-6" x 3'-8"
TYP.


UD02.4
3


15'-4" 6'-10"


15
'-0


"
10'-6"


8'-3"


6'
-6


" x
3'


-8
"


TY
P.


6'
-6


" x
3'


-8
"


TY
P. 6'-6" x 3'-8"


TYP.
6'-6" x 3'-8"


TYP.


11'-4"


7'
-1


1"


PORTWALK & SITE IMPROVEMENTS PLAN 16' 32'0' 64'


1/32" = 1'-0"


UD01.0


G
EN


ER
A


L 
PO


RT
W


A
LK


 S
ITE


 P
LA


N


1
GENERAL NOTE:
HATCH DENOTES AREA OF PROPOSED WORK


TRASH ENCLOSURE 'A' 4' 8'0' 16'


1/8" = 1'-0"2 TRASH ENCLOSURE 'B' 4' 8'0' 16'


1/8" = 1'-0"3 TRASH ENCLOSURE 'C' 4' 8'0' 16'


1/8" = 1'-0"4


GENERAL NOTE:
EXISTING LIGHTS ARE SHOWN BUT NOT MARKED WITHIN PROJECT AREA.


DEMO







A


A


A


3
UD01.2


UD04
14


DOCK GATE 'Q'
SEE SHEET UD04


DOCK GATE 'R'
SEE SHEET UD04


DOCK GATE 'S'
SEE SHEET UD04


CURB RAMP #3
SEE CIVIL


CURB RAMP #2
SEE CIVIL


CURB RAMP #4
SEE CIVIL


TYP.


6
UD02.


0


1
UD02.0


5
UD02.0


4
UD02.0 TYP. 3


UD02.
1


UD04
8


TY
P.


REPLACE EXISTING STREET
LIGHT, NEW LOCATION


EXISTING ELECTRICAL UTILITIES
TO REMAIN IN PLACE UPON


LOT REDESIGN


(2) POWDERCOATED
ALUMINUM BENCHES - THIS
AREA


(2) POWDERCOATED
ALUMINUM BENCHES - THIS
AREA


RELOCATED
ELECTRICAL UTILITY
CABINET


NEW STREET LIGHT
LOCATION


NEW STREET LIGHT
LOCATION


REPLACE EXISTING STREET
LIGHT, NEW LOCATION


EXISTING TO REMAIN


EXISTING TO REMAIN


REPLACE EXISTING STREET
LIGHT, NEW LOCATION


PROJECT
BOUNDARY


ELEC
SUBSTATION, TYP.
SEE ELECTRICAL


#


A


UD04
5


UD04
7


UD04
1


UD04
2


3&4
UD06


UD04
6


2
UD02.0


EDMONDS YACHT CLUB


DOCK GATE
'M&N' SEE SHEET
UD04


DOCK GATE 'P'
SEE SHEET UD04


DOCK GAT
SEE SHEET U


CURB RAMP #5 & #6, SEE CIVIL


TYP, UNO.


TYP, UNO.


CART & TRASH
ENCLOSURE


PEDESTRIAN LIGHT
SEE SHEET UD06


EXISTING GARBAGE ENCLOSURE


EXISTING OIL/WATER SEPARATOR


SEE SHEET UD05 FOR
SURFACE TREATMENT
DETAILS


MHHW
+9.06


8% SLOPE 8% SLOPE


1
UD01.3


CENTRAL PLAZA
PLAN, SEE PUBLIC


RESTROOM


1
UD02.0 TYP.


REP
L


EXISTING E
TO REMA


4'
-0


"


ADMIRAL WAY


PROJECT
BOUNDARY


CENTRAL PORTWALK & SOUTH PARKING LOT IMPROVEMENTS PLAN
1/16" = 1'-0"1


8' 16'0 32'


UD01.1


D
ET


A
IL


ED
 P


O
RT


W
A


LK
 S


ITE
 P


LA
N


 1
 O


F 
2


NORTH PARKING LOT IMPROVEMENTS PLAN
1/16" = 1'-0"


8' 16'0 32'


2


UD04
1







UD02.1
1


A


A


A A UD04
3


1,2,&3
UD03


UD02
8


UD02
9


UD04
13


UD04
14


300 ADMIRAL WAY


DOCK GATE 'R'
SEE SHEET UD04


DOCK GATE 'S'
SEE SHEET UD04


DOCK GATE 'T'
SEE SHEET UD04


DOCK GATE 'U'
SEE SHEET UD04


CURB RAMP #3
SEE CIVIL


CURB
RAMP #1
SEE CIVIL


CURB RAMP #2
SEE CIVIL


DOCK GATE 'V'
SEE SHEET UD04


PRECAST CONCRETE PANEL
w/ 6x12 GLASS BLOCK


INSERTS, SEE SHEET UD05, TYP.


FACE OF PORTWALK


PORTWALK
GUARDRAIL,


SEE:


EXISTING
PLANTER TO


REMAIN


MHHW +9.06


2
UD01.3


UPPER PLAZA
PLAN, SEE


6
UD02.


0


3
UD02.


1


UD04
8


TY
P.


UD02.1
2


UD02.1
4


COATED
ENCHES - THIS


(2) POWDERCOATED
ALUMINUM BENCHES - THIS
AREA


RELOCATED
ELECTRICAL UTILITY
CABINET


PROPOSED PORTWALK DESIGN SHALL
NOT REDUCE EXISTING VEHICULAR


ACCESS TO ADJACENT STRUCTURES


EX
IS


TIN
G


 R
ES


TR
O


O
M


2
UD02.5


REPLACE EXISTING STREET
LIGHT, NEW LOCATION


REPLACE EXISTING STREET
LIGHT, NEW LOCATION


PROJECT
BOUNDARY


UD01.2


D
ET


A
IL


ED
 P


O
RT


W
A


LK
 S


ITE
 P


LA
N


 2
 O


F 
2


NORTH PARKING LOT IMPROVEMENTS PLAN
1/16" = 1'-0"


8' 16'0 32'


1







4'
-0


" 6'-6" x 3'-8"
TYP.


6'-6" x 3'-8"
TYP.


UD02.4
3


UD02.4
4


UD02.4
2


UD02.4
1


UD02.4
515'-4" 6'-10"


UD02.5
1


EXISTING PLANTEREXISTING PLANTER


EXISTING PLANTER


4'-0"
CLR


±6'-5"


44'-10"


4'
-0


"


18'-4"


1'
-3


"
POLE SYSTEM, MANUF???
POLE INSERTS:


FINISH:
COUNT: 31


POLES:
FINISH:
COUNT: 10


SHADE SAIL:
FINISH:
COUNT: CUSTOM-CONFIG AS SHOWN


SEE UD07 FOR PLANTING


PROVIDE CIP CONC PATHWAY TO EXISTING RESTROOMS


PROVIDE CIP CONC PATHWAY TO RELOCATED ELEC SUBSTATION


32'-0"


8'-3"


2
UD02.5


UPPER PLAZA
PAVEMENT
PLAN DETAIL


UD01.3


EN
LA


RG
ED


 C
EN


TR
A


L 
&


 U
PP


ER
 P


LA
ZA


PL
A


N
S


GENERAL NOTES:
1. A 10-YEAR WARRANTY IS REQUIRED FOR


SITE FURNISHINGS.
2. ALL METHODS, MATERIALS AND


WORKMANSHIP SHALL CONFORM TO
THE 2018 BUILDING CODE (IBC) AS
AMENDED AND ADOPTED BY THE
LOCAL BUILDING AUTHORITY.


3. ALL REFERENCE TO OTHER CODES, ACI,
ASTM, ETC. SHALL BE FOR THE LATEST OR
MOST CURRENT EDITION AVAILABLE.


CENTRAL PLAZA SITE PLAN 4' 8'0' 16'


1/8" = 1'-0"1


UPPER PLAZA SITE PLAN 4' 8'0' 16'


1/8" = 1'-0"2


24'-0" 12'-0" 47'-7"







STREET LEVEL


FOOTING AND
BEAM PER


STRUCTURAL


0
PORTWALK LEVEL+6"


±16'-9"
PORTWALK, SEE UD05.0


7'-6"
GBCP


PER PLAN


PORTWALK
GUARDRAIL -
SEE SHEET UD03


7'-6"
GBCP


PER PLAN


±1'-9"
CIP


CONC


5'-0"
PLANTING AREA


PER PLAN


6"
CURB


SEE UD07.0 FOR
PLANTING PLAN


SEE SHEET UD06 FOR
SECURITY GATE DETAILS 


SEE SHEET UD03 FOR
RAILING DETAILS


FOOTING UNDER GATE - SOLID (BEYOND)FOOTING AND
BEAM PER


STRUCTURAL


±16'-9"
PORTWALK, SEE UD05.0


7'-6"
GBCP


PER PLAN


7'-6"
GBCP


PER PLAN


±1'-9"
CIP


CONC


6'-6"
RAMP


PER PLAN


6"
CURB


PORTWALK
GUARDRAIL -
SEE SHEET UD03


CENTRAL PLAZA
SURFACE TBD


STREET LEVEL0
PORTWALK LEVEL+6"


FOOTING AND
BEAM PER


STRUCTURAL


±20'-10"
PORTWALK, SEE UD05.0


7'-6"
GBCP


PER PLAN


7'-6"
GBCP


PER PLAN


±1'-9"
CIP


CONC


STREET LEVEL


FOOTING AND
BEAM PER


STRUCTURAL


0
PORTWALK LEVEL+6"


PORTWALK
GUARDRAIL
- SEE SHEET
UD03


6'-7"
SUBSTATION AREA


PER PLAN


(2) BOLLARDS PER PLAN.
SEE UDXX.X FOR


BOLLARD DETAIL


6"
CURB


RELOCATED SUBSTATION


±16'-9"
PORTWALK, SEE UD05.0


7'-6"
GBCP


PER PLAN


7'-6"
GBCP


PER PLAN


±1'-9"
CIP


CONC


STREET LEVEL


FOOTING AND
BEAM PER


STRUCTURAL


0
PORTWALK LEVEL+6"


±16'-9"
PORTWALK, SEE UD05.0


7'-6"
GBCP


PER PLAN


PORTWALK
GUARDRAIL -
SEE SHEET UD03


7'-6"
GBCP


PER PLAN


±1'-9"
CIP


CONC


1'-0"
PLANTING AREA


PER PLAN6"
CURB


BRUSHED
ALUMINUM
MOUNTED


BENCH


4'-0"
BENCH AREA


PER PLAN


FOOTING AND
BEAM PER


STRUCTURAL


±16'-9"
PORTWALK, SEE UD05.0


7'-6"
GBCP


PER PLAN


7'-6"
GBCP


PER PLAN


±2'-6"
RAISED


CORTEN
PLANTERS, SEE


PLANTING
PLAN


 ≤6" STREET LEVEL ELEVATION
GRADUAL CHANGE - THIS AREA
 ENSURE TOP EDGE OF CORTEN


FACE REMAINS THE SAME
ELEVATION BEYOND


CORTEN PLANTER
DETAIL PER MANUF.


15'-0" MIN CLR
UNOBSTRUCTED FIRE ACCESS


EDGE OF
EXISTING
PLANTER


EDGE OF CONC
CURB BEYOND


UD02.0


G
EN


ER
A


L 
SE


C
TIO


N
S 


1 
O


F 
2


TYPICAL SECTION THROUGH PLANTER & PORTWALK


TYPICAL SECTION THROUGH RAMP, GATE AND GANGWAY3


1 1/2" = 1'-0"


1/2" = 1'-0"


SECTION THROUGH CENTRAL PLAZA PORTWALK OVERLOOK2 1/2" = 1'-0"


TYPICAL SECTION THROUGH BOLLARD, SUBSTATION, & PORTWALK4 1/2" = 1'-0"


SECTION THROUGH NORTH PARKING LOT BENCHES & PORTWALK5 1/2" = 1'-0"


SECTION THROUGH EXISTING ROADWAY & PORTWALK6 1/2" = 1'-0"







STREET LEVEL


FOOTING AND
BEAM PER


STRUCTURAL


0
PORTWALK LEVEL+6"


±16'-9"
PORTWALK, SEE UD05.0


7'-6"
GBCP


PER PLAN


PORTWALK
GUARDRAIL -
SEE SHEET UD03


7'-6"
GBCP


PER PLAN


±2'-6"
RAISED


CORTEN
PLANTERS, SEE


PLANTING
PLAN


 ≤6" STREET LEVEL ELEVATION
GRADUAL CHANGE - THIS AREA
 ENSURE TOP EDGE OF CORTEN


FACE REMAINS THE SAME
ELEVATION BEYOND


CORTEN PLANTER
DETAIL PER MANUF.


15'-0" MIN CLR
UNOBSTRUCTED FIRE ACCESS


EDGE OF
EXISTING
PLANTER


EDGE OF CONC
CURB BEYOND


FOOTING AND BEAM PER STRUCTURAL


0
STREET & PORTWALK LEVEL+6"


±16'-9"
PORTWALK, SEE UD05.0


7'-6"
GBCP


PER PLAN


PORTWALK
GUARDRAIL -
SEE SHEET UD03


7'-6"
GBCP


PER PLAN


±4'-0"
CIP


CONC


15'-0" MIN CLR
UNOBSTRUCTED


FIRE ACCESS


PROVIDE BRICK
TO MATCH EXIST


PVMT IN ADJ
AREA


SEE PLANTING PLAN


6"
CURB


6"
CURB


3" H CURB
AROUND


PLANTING AREA


PRECAST
CONC


TILES W/
RECESSED


POLE
MOUNTS
PER PLAN


ALIGN


STREET LEVEL BEYOND


STREET LEVEL


FOOTING AND
BEAM PER


STRUCTURAL


0
PORTWALK LEVEL+6"


±16'-9"
PORTWALK, SEE UD05.0


7'-6"
GBCP


PER PLAN


PORTWALK
GUARDRAIL -
SEE SHEET UD03


6'-6"
RAMP


PER PLAN


2'-8"
GBCP


PER PLAN


6" CURB BEYOND


0
+6"


PORTWALK BEYONDPROPOSED PAVEMENT
PER PLAN


EXISTING
PAVEMENT


SEE SHEET UD06 FOR
SECURITY GATE DETAILS 


0
STREET & PORTWALK LEVEL+6"
STREET LEVEL BEYOND


EXISTING
BATHROOM


UD02.1


G
EN


ER
A


L 
SE


C
TIO


N
S 


2 
O


F 
2


SECTION THROUGH CORTEN PLANTERS BETWEEN DOCKS 'T' & 'U'1 1/2" = 1'-0"


TYPICAL SECTION THROUGH UPPER PLAZA PLANTER & PORTWALK2 1/2" = 1'-0"


TYPICAL SECTION THROUGH RAMP & PORTWALK3 1/2" = 1'-0"


SECTION THROUGH EXISTING & PROPOSED PAVEMENT & DOCK "V" GATE4 1/2" = 1'-0"







STREET LEVEL0
PORTWALK LEVEL+6"


(8) 6" SQ., 82"H
POWDER COAT ALUM POSTS
& WELDED BASE w/ PYRAMID
CAP


75"H PANELS W/ POWDER
COAT ALUM OR EQUIVALENT


(2) 6'-0" X 6'-0"
POWDER COAT ALUM DOOR
LEAF W/ HORIZONTAL STYLE
SIDING, SET DOOR LEAF 4" AFF


DUMPSTER DUMPSTER CART


STREET LEVEL0
PORTWALK LEVEL+6"


PROVIDE PLATFORM FOR
CART STORAGE AREA
 - ALIGN TO PORTWALK LEVEL


PROVIDE PLATFORM FOR
CART STORAGE AREA
 - ALIGN TO PORTWALK LEVEL


CART


STREET LEVEL0
PORTWALK LEVEL+6"


(1) 3'-9" X 6'-0" POWDER COAT ALUM DOOR LEAF W/ HORIZ STYLE SIDING - SET DOOR LEAF 4" AFF


CART
DUMPSTER DUMPSTER


STREET LEVEL0
PORTWALK LEVEL+6"


CART


STREET LEVEL0


SEE
PLANTING


PLAN


(2) DUMPSTERS


(6) 6" SQ., 82"H
POWDER COAT ALUM POSTS
& WELDED BASE w/ PYRAMID
CAP


75"H PANELS W/ POWDER
COAT ALUM OR EQUIVALENT


(2) 6'-0" X 4'-0"
POWDER COAT ALUM DOOR
LEAF W/ HORIZONTAL STYLE
SIDING, SET DOOR LEAF 4" AFF


STREET LEVEL0


DUMPSTER DUMPSTER


3' 12'-8" 7'-2"


4'
-7


"


15'-8" 2'-11" 4'-3"


PROVIDE
3'-8" X 15'-0"


CLEAR INTERIOR FOR (2)
DUMPSTERS - SHOWN AS


DASHED


PROVIDE
3'-5" X 6'-0"


CLEAR INTERIOR FOR CARTS  -
SHOWN AS DASHED


PROVIDE 3"H CONC
FOOTINGS W/ 1"
CHAMFER AS LOCATED


SET EDGE OF FOOTING, 4" MIN FROM CURB FACE, TYP.


UD02.2
2


UD02.2
3


UD02.2
5


UD02.2
4


5'
-8


"
10


'


15
'-8


"


11'-2"


SET EDGE OF
FOOTING 2" FROM


CURB FACE


PROVIDE
15'-0" X 10'-6"


CLEAR INTERIOR FOR (2)
DUMPSTERS - SHOWN AS


DASHED


8'-11"


PROVIDE 3"H CONC
FOOTINGS W/ 1"
CHAMFER AS LOCATED


UD02.2
7


UD02.2
8


ENSURE FOOTING DOES NOT
ENCROACH EDGE OF ADA ACCESS
AISLE


UD02.2


TR
A


SH
 E


N
C


LO
SU


RE
 P


LA
N


 &
EL


EV
A


TIO
N


S 
1 


O
F 


2


TRASH ENCLOSURE 'A' - SOUTH EAST ELEVATION4 1/2" = 1'-0"


TRASH ENCLOSURE 'A' - SOUTH WEST ELEVATION2 1/2" = 1'-0"


TRASH ENCLOSURE 'A' - NORTH WEST ELEVATION5 1/2" = 1'-0"


TRASH ENCLOSURE 'A' - NORTH EAST ELEVATION3 1/2" = 1'-0"


TRASH ENCLOSURE 'B' - NORTH WEST ELEVATION7 1/2" = 1'-0"
TRASH ENCLOSURE 'B' - SOUTH WEST ELEVATION8 1/2" = 1'-0"


TRASH ENCLOSURE 'A' - PLAN VIEW1 1/2" = 1'-0"


1' 2'0' 4'


TRASH ENCLOSURE 'A' - PLAN VIEW6 1/2" = 1'-0"


1' 2'0' 4'
TRASH ENCLOSURE DESIGN STYLE REFERENECE9 1/2" = 1'-0"


ENCLOSURE IMAGE FOR
REFERENCE COURTESY OF
EADS FENCE COMPANY







STREET LEVEL0


(2) DUMPSTERS
(6) 6" SQ., 82"H
POWDER COAT ALUM
POSTS & WELDED BASE w/
PYRAMID CAP


75"H PANELS W/
POWDER COAT ALUM
OR EQUIVALENT


(2) 6'-0" X 4'-0"
POWDER COAT ALUM
DOOR LEAF W/
HORIZONTAL STYLE
SIDING, SET DOOR LEAF
4" AFF


UD02.3
2


8'-11" 2'-7"


11'-8"


PROVIDE 3"H CONC
FOOTINGS W/ 1"


CHAMFER AS LOCATED


SET EDGE OF FOOTING 6" FROM CURB FACE


8'
-4


"


UD02.3
3


PROVIDE
11'-0" X 7'-10"


CLEAR INTERIOR FOR (2)
DUMPSTERS - SHOWN AS


DASHED


UD02.3
4


TO
TA


L 
SI


D
IN


G
 H


EI
G


HT
6'


-0
" M


IN
., 


TY
P.


TO
TA


L 
PO


ST
 H


T
7'


-0
" M


IN
., 


TY
P.


STREET LEVEL0


DUMPSTER


STREET LEVEL0


DUMPSTER DUMPSTER


UD02.3


TR
A


SH
 E


N
C


LO
SU


RE
 P


LA
N


 &
EL


EV
A


TIO
N


S 
2 


O
F 


2


TRASH ENCLOSURE 'C' - NORTH EAST ELEVATION2 1/2" = 1'-0"


TRASH ENCLOSURE 'C' - PLAN VIEW1 1/2" = 1'-0"


1' 2'0' 4'


TRASH ENCLOSURE 'C' - NORTH EAST ELEVATION3 1/2" = 1'-0"
TRASH ENCLOSURE 'C' - NORTH EAST ELEVATION4 1/2" = 1'-0"







RAILING BEYOND


EDMONDS YACHT CLUB
BEYOND (NOT TO SCALE)


EDMONDS YACHT CLUB
BEYOND (NOT TO SCALE)


UD02.4


C
EN


TR
A


L 
PL


A
ZA


 E
LE


V
A


TIO
N


S


CENTRAL PLAZA - SOUTHEAST ELEVATION1 1/4" = 1'-0"


CENTRAL PLAZA - SOUTHEAST ELEVATION3 1/4" = 1'-0"


CENTRAL PLAZA - SOUTHEAST ELEVATION4 1/4" = 1'-0"


CENTRAL PLAZA - SOUTHEAST ELEVATION2 1/4" = 1'-0"







CL OF POLE-MOUNTS


42'-0"
IN-GROUND POLE MOUNTS PER PLAN


PLANTERS
SEE PLANTING PLAN


3'-0"
MIN.
PED


ACCESSEQ EQ EQ EQ EQ EQ EQ


GATE BEYOND
EXISTING
RESTROOM


UD02.5


UP
PE


R 
PL


A
ZA


 D
ET


A
IL


S 
&


 E
LE


V
A


TIO
N


S


CENTRAL PLAZA - SOUTHEAST ELEVATION4 1/4" = 1'-0"


UPPER PLAZA PLAN DETAIL1 1/4" = 1'-0"


UPPER PLAZA PAVEMENT PLAN DETAIL2 1/4" = 1'-0"


UPPER PLAZA PAVEMENT SECTION DETAIL3 1/4" = 1'-0"


PROVIDE JOINT FILLER MATERIAL BETWEEN CAST IN PLACE CONCRETE AND GBCP







3'
-7


"


3"
M


A
X


2'
-5


3 8"
V


ER
TIC


A
L 


RA
IL


IN
G


3"
M


A
X


2X8 ANNODIZED ALUMINUM TOP
HANDRAIL (CONTINUOUS)


ANNODIZED ALUMINUM PLATE
WELDED TO TOP OF POST


ANNODIZED ALUMINUM  4"X4" POST (TYP.)


SEE STRUCTURAL SET FOR MORE INFORMATION


GUARDRAIL POST ANCHOR ATTACHMENT
TBD (MATERIAL TO REMAIN ANNODIZED
ALUMINUM) AND SHALL NOT OCCLUDE


GLASS BLOCK SURFACE


ANNODIZED ALUMINUM 1.5"X1"
RECTANGULAR BARS


ANNODIZED ALUMINUM 2.5"X2"
GUARDRAIL (TOP & BOTTOM AS SHOWN)


CONCRETE (GRAY)/GLASS
BLOCK PANEL (TBD)


GUARDRAIL EXISTING
GANGWAYEQ


GUARDRAIL
EQ


4"


±3'-2"4"


2
UD03


EQ EQ


2
UD03


+6" PORTWALK LEVEL


EQ EQ


HANDRA
TO FACE
(WATERS


ENSURE ALL GUARDRAIL OPENINGS
TO BE <4" TYP.


+6" PORTWALK LEVEL


EXTEND HANDRAIL 2" PAST COLUMN, TYP.


EXISTING
GANGWAY
GUARDRAIL


ENSURE ALL GUARDRA
TO BE <4" TYP.


3
TYPICAL PORTWALK GUARDRAIL CONNECTION
1 1/2" = 1'-0"


2
PORTWALK GUARDRAIL SECTION AT POST
3" = 1'-0" UD03.0
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GENERAL NOTES:
1. SMALL WOODEN MEMBERS SHALL HAVE
PRE-DRILLED HOLES TO PREVENT SPLITTING
DURING CONSTRUCTION.
2. ALL BOLTS, NUTS, WASHERS, ETC. SHALL BE
HOT DIPPER GALVANIZED AFTER FABRICATION
IN ACCORDANCE W/ ASTM A153.


5
TYPICAL GUARDRAIL ALIGNMENT w/ RESPECT TO GANGWAY PLAN
1
2" = 1'-0"


6
GUARDRAIL ALIGNMENT ON DOCK 'M&N'
1
2" = 1'-0"


1
TYPICAL GUARDRAIL PLAN
1" = 1'-0"


4
TYPICAL PORTWALK GUARDRAIL ELEVATION AT GANGWAY, TYP.
1" = 1'-0"







DOCK


1.2
UD04.1


4'
-6


"
C


RO
W


N
8'


-6
"


G
A


TE
12


'-1
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EQ
GATE


4'
DOOR


EQ
GATE


GATE WIDTH PER PLAN


CONCRETE/GLASS
BLOCK PANEL


AL VERT TO
DOOR BLW


ALIGN SIGNAGE TO CENTER
GATE 'CROWN'. SEE SHEET


UD04.1 FOR CORRESPONDING
GATE SIGNAGE


GALVANIZED ALUMINUM GATE
BOLTED <4" AFF, SEE PLAN.


HEADER FRAME:
9"X3" RECTANGULAR TUBE


BORDER & BOTTOM FRAME:
3" SQUARE TUBE


FENCE:
1-1/2" SQUARE TUBE


42"x94" SLIDING GALV. ALUM.
DOOR SET <4" AFF w/ DOOR


HARDWARE 48" AFF


CONCEALED SLIDING DOOR
TRACK AS SHOWN - HARDWARE


PER MANUF., TBD.


SEE:
FOR SIGNAGE
PLACEMENT
DETAIL


12
5


ASSEMBLY AND METAL
THICKNESS TBD.


6"


1&2
UD03


GUARDRAIL
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BOAT DOCKINGPORTWALK


PER PLAN


SEE:
FOR


GUARDRAIL
DETAILS


BOAT DOCKINGPORTWALK


GLASS BLOCK
& CONC PANEL
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GUARDRAIL
BEYOND, SEE
SHEET UD03


EDGE OF PORTWALK


GATE & CROWN BEYOND


PER PLAN


EXISTING GANGWAY


PORTWALK BEYOND


GUARDRAIL


3'-6" 4' 3'-6"


11'-3"
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GATE WIDTH


4'
-9


1 2"


4'
-7


1 2"


GANGWAY


4' 5'-8"


11'
GATE WIDTH


EXISTING
FLOATING


BRIDGE FISHING
PIER


1'-1"


R
DOCK "DOCK" SIGN SET 1" ABOVE


TOP EDGE OF DOCK TYPE
LETTERING


4'-3"


2'
-4


1 4"
10


1 2"


3'
-2


3 4"


ENSURE DOCK LETTER
PLACEMENT IS VERTICALLY


CENTERED & SET 3" FROM
BOTTOM EDGE OF GALV


STEEL SHEET


 LETTER SHOWN AS
EXAMPLE ONLY. SEE UD04.1


FOR DOCK LETTERING
SPECIFICATIONS


SIGNAGE MATERIAL & FABRICATION
METHOD


3/16" D GALV STEEL SHEET
LASER CUT AND WELDED IN PLACE


 LETTERS TO BE SET & LASER CUT


GLASS BLOCK
 & CONC PANEL


DOCK
1.2


UD04.1


1
UD04


GATE WIDTH PER PLAN
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12
'-1


13 4"


AL VERT
TO DOOR BLW


SEE:
FOR
SIGNAGE
PLACEMENT
DETAIL


SEE:
FOR GATE
& CROWN
MATERIALS
& SIZES


GLASS BLOCK
 & CONC PANEL


EDGE OF PROPOSED WORK


DOCK


GUARDRAIL
BEYOND


EDGE OF PROPOSED WORK


GUARDRAIL
BEYOND


1
UD04SEE:


FOR GATE
MATERIALS & SIZES
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SIGN 'V':
36" SQUARE


GATE WIDTH PER PLAN


ALIGN SIGNAGE 'V'
TO CENTER OF GATE
PANEL - 3' AFF. SEE:
FOR LETTERING
DIMENSIONS


GUARDRAILGUARDRAIL


GATE WIDTH PER PLAN


1&2
UD04SEE:


FOR GATE & CROWN
MATERIALS & SIZES


GUARDRAILGUARDRAIL
GUARDRAILGUARDRAIL


GATE & CROWN
BEYOND


GATE WIDTH
PER PLAN


1&2
UD04SEE:


FOR GATE & CROWN
MATERIALS & SIZES


GUARDRAILGUARDRAIL


GATE & CROWN
BEYOND


1
SECURITY GATE 'P','Q','R','T' &'U' FRONT ELEVATION
1/4" = 1'-0"


2
SECURITY GATE 'P','Q','R','T' &'U'  ELEVATION
1/4" = 1'-0"


UD04.0
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3
SECURITY GATE 'V' SIDE ELEVATION
1/4" = 1'-0"


7
SECURITY GATE 'M &N' EAST ELEV
1/4" = 1'-0"


8
SECURITY GATE 'M &N' WEST ELEVATION


1/4" = 1'-0"


11
SECURITY GATE 'P','Q','R','T',& 'U' PLAN LAYOUT
1/4" = 1'-0"


12
SECURITY GATE 'M&N' PLAN LAYOUT
1/4" = 1'-0"


13
SECURITY GATE 'S' PLAN LAYOUT
1/4" = 1'-0"


14
SECURITY GATE 'V' PLAN LAYOUT
1/4" = 1'-0"


GENERAL NOTES
1. VERIFY IN FIELD GANGWAY
LOCATIONS THEN PROVIDE 3'-0"
CLEARWAY IN-BETWEEN RAILINGS
INSIDE METAL GATES.


5
GATE SIGNAGE DETAIL
1/2" = 1'-0"


6
SECURITY GATE 'M&N' FRONT ELEVATION
1/4" = 1'-0"


4
SECURITY GATE 'V' FRONT ELEVATION
1/4" = 1'-0"


9
SECURITY GATE 'S' SOUTH ELEVATION
1/4" = 1'-0"


10
SECURITY GATE 'S' NORTH ELEVATION
1/4" = 1'-0"
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1
GATE SIGNAGE REFERENCE FRONT VIEW


GATE SIGNAGE 'M&N' GATE SIGNAGE 'P'
1/2" = 1'-0"


2
GATE SIGNAGE 'Q'
1/2" = 1'-0"


3
GATE SIGNAGE 'R'
1/2" = 1'-0"


4
GATE SIGNAGE 'S'
1/2" = 1'-0"


1
GATE SIGNAGE REFERENCE FRONT VIEW
1/4" = 1'-0"


GATE SIGNAGE 'M&N'
1/2" = 1'-0"


GATE SIGNAGE 'P'
2


GATE SIGNAGE 'Q'
3


GATE SIGNAGE 'R'
4


GATE SIGNAGE 'S'
5


GATE SIGNAGE 'T'
1/2" = 1'-0"


6
GATE SIGNAGE 'U'
1/2" = 1'-0"


7
GATE SIGNAGE 'V'
1/2" = 1'-0"


8 9







VARIABLE SLOPE NOT TO EXCEED 10:1


SIDEWALK ELEVATION


DETECTABLE WARNING DOMES


5'-0" MIN.
TYP 4'-0" MIN.


6" CURB
BEYOND


2'-0"
DETECTABLE
WARNING


DOMES


6'-0"
TOTAL RAMP


12:1 MAX SLOPE


5'-0"
MIN.
CLR


SAWCUT AND REPLACE
ASPHALT PER CIVIL
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CAST IN PLACE CONCRETE
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EDGE OF PANEL


GUARDRAIL, SEE UD03


12'


RAMP


SECURITY GATE,
SEE UD04


EXISTING GANGWAY


Notes: Compo


c.)  HORIZONTAL ISOLATION / DRAINAGE LAYER


b.)  INSULATION LAYER


a.)  MEMBRANE, PROTECTION & DRAINAGE LAYER


STRUCTURAL SLAB


WEAR SLAB "BASE


WITH ISOLATION/
DRAINAGE 


UNBONDED PAVER
SURFACE WITH
DRAINAGE/
ISOLATION LAYER


BONDED WEAR SLAB 3
1/2" TYP. EMBEDDED
(SNOW MELT OPTIONAL)


a.)  Prevents wate
      into occupied
b.)  Provides a th
      envelope.
c.)  Provides prim
      drainage to c
      basins.
d.)  Serves as a b
      final architec
      features and/
      load bearing 
e.)  Provides exp
      contraction sp
      movement du
      seasonal ther
      cycles; secon
      path.
f.)   Resists wear 
      movement fr
      expansion.
1.)  Serves as a "f
      wear slab sur
      or without sn
2.)  Paver surface
      setting bed; w
      without snow
      setting bed.
3.)  Supports/mai
      vegetation gr
      irrigation opt


e.) VERTICAL 
ISOLATION/DRAINAGE


f.) WALL/DEEP
WELL PLANTER


MEMBRANE/ISOLATION/ DRAINAGE/WEAR BASE SLAB SYSTEM


FINISHED SLAB  
& EXPOSED 
ARCHITECTURAL 
FEATURES


1
RAMP ELEVATION FRONT VIEW, TYP.
1/4" = 1'-0"


2
RAMP ELEVATION SECTION VIEW, TYP.
1/4" = 1'-0"


4
TYPICAL CONCRETE & GLASS BLOCK - TYPICAL PANEL PATTERN PLAN
1/4" = 1'-0"


6
TYPICAL CONCRETE & GLASS BLOCK PANEL PATTERN AT RAMPS
############
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GENERAL NOTES:
1. ALL OVERWATER PAVING TO BE SPECIFIED WITH '71R'


STRUCTURAL-GRADE GLASS BLOCK, CONFIGURED WITH
MORE THAN OR EQUAL TO 50% LIGHT TRANSMISSION.


2. ALL PANELS TO HAVE 2" MINIMUM CONCRETE PERIMETER ON
ALL SIDES OF GLASS BLOCK PAVER PANEL.


3. ALL PANELS TO HAVE CONCRETE WITH NATURAL GREY FINISH.
(VERIFY)


5
TYPICAL CONCRETE & GLASS BLOCK PANEL PATTERN PLAN AT PLANTER
1/4" = 1'-0"


3
TYPICAL SECTION OF GLASS BLOCK & CONCRETE PAVERS
NTS


8
CONCRETE FINISH - FOR REFERENCE ONLY
NTS


7
TYPICAL CONCRETE & GLASS BLOCK - TYPICAL PANEL PATTERN PLAN
1/2" = 1'-0"
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30 14"
PLACE (5) BIRD DETERRENTS - EQUALLY SPACED SEE:


6 
1 2" 3 


3 4"


PHOTO MOTION SENSOR
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19 14"
DIA 4 


3 4"


3 
3 4"


10"


7" DIA.


5" DIA.


1
PEDESTRIAN LIGHT FRONT VIEW
1/2" = 1'-0"


UD06.0


PE
D


ES
TR


IA
N


 L
IG


HT
IN


G
 &


 B
IR


D
D


ET
ER


RE
N


T 
D


ET
A


IL
S


2
PEDESTRIAN LIGHT DETAILED SIDE VIEW
1 1/2" = 1'-0"


NOTE:
'PEDESTRIAN LIGHT' TO BE LEO AREA LIGHT LE SERIES:
POLE: 12FT
WT: 40 LB
EPA: 1.14 FT2
PHOTO/MOTION SENSOR
MATERIAL: POWDERCOAT METAL - 'TITANIUM'


3
PEDESTRIAN LIGHT DETAILED BOTTOM VIEW
1 1/2" = 1'-0"


4
PEDESTRIAN LIGHT BRACKET DETAIL
1 1/2" = 1'-0"


6
PEDESTRIAN LIGHT PRODUCT SHEET
1 1/2" = 1'-0"


5
BIRD DETERRENT PRODUCT SHEET
1 1/2" = 1'-0"







2"x2"x96" ZINC
PLATED STEEL,
PRE-PUNCHED
SIGN POST OR
SIMILAR


12"


18
"


6"


(2)(3) 6"X12" VAN
ACCESSIBLE ADA
PARKING SIGN


(1)(3)12"X18"
OFFICIAL
WASHINGTON
STATE ADA
PARKING SIGN PER
RCW 70.92.120


ADA PARKING SIGNS MUST BE
RUST-FREE, RETROREFLECTIVE
MATERIAL SIGN FACE,
HEAVY-GRADE .063 ALUMINUM
WITH 7-YEAR OUTDOOR RATING
OR SIMILAR


DRIVE RIVET TO AFFIX SIGN
TO POST (2 PER SIGN TYP)


1'-0" MIN


DRY-PACK
CONCRETE
BACKFILL


3"


PROVIDE 7GA
MOUNTING SLEEVE
FOR SIGNAGE


(1) GALV ANGLE BOLT IN (2)
ADJACENT HOLES


2'
-0


"


(3
) 5


'-0
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GENERAL NOTE:


(1) PROVIDE AN "ADA
PARKING STALL" SIGN PER
PLAN.


(2) IN ADDITION TO (1), FOR
VAN-ACCESSIBLE PARKING
STALLS, PROVIDE
"VAN-ACCESSIBLE" SIGN.
PROVIDE 1" MAX. SPACING
BETWEEN SIGNS.


(3) SIGN(S) TO BE MOUNTED
5'-0" MIN. ABOVE FINISHED
ELEVATION.


STALL WIDTH
8'-0" MIN.


11'-0" AT VAN-ACCESSIBLE STALL
8'-0" IF ACCESS AISLE IS 8'-0"


ACCESS AISLE
5'-0" MIN.


8'-0" MIN. AT
VAN-ACCESSIBLE STALL
8'-0" IF VAN-ACCESSIBLE


STALL IS 8'-0"


36" SQUARE ADA
PARKING SYMBOL,
TYP.


ADJACENT STALL
PER PLAN


FLAT WHITE EXTERIOR
TRAFFIC STRIPING
PAINT OR SIMILAR


HANDICAP BLUE STRIPING
PAINT OR SIMILAR


DIAGONAL STRIPINGAT 36" MAX
O.C. W/ FLAT WHITE EXTERIOR
TRAFFIC STRIPING PAINT OR
SIMILAR, TYP.


ACCESS AISLE DEMARCATOR
TO BE PAINTED W/ HANDICAP
BLUE STRIPING PAINT OR
SIMILAR, TYP.


PARK STRIPING TO BE PAINTED W/ FLAT
WHITE EXTERIOR TRAFFIC STRIPING


PAINT OR SIMILAR, TYP.


18
'-0


" M
IN


.


'NO PARKING' STRIPING WITHIN THE
LOADING & UNLOADING ACCESS
AISLE IN 12" HIGH MIN. LETTERING
W/ WHITE EXTERIOR TRAFFIC
STRIPING PAINT OR SIMILAR, TYP.


1
UD06.1


FOR ADA PARKING STALL
SIGNAGE DETAILS &
MOUNTING, SEE


18
'-0


" M
IN


GENERAL NOTE:


SEE            FOR MORE
INFORMATION ON
SIGNAGE, STRIPING
SPACING, MATERIAL AND
COLOR


ORIENT SIGNAGE TO
FACING HEAD-IN
PARKING


STALL WIDTH
8'-0" MIN


11'-0" AT VAN-ACCESSIBLE STALL


8'-0" IF ACCESS AISLE IS 8'-0"


PROVIDE 5'-0"


ACCESS AISLE FOR
EACH


ANGLED ADA


PARKING STALL, 8'-0" IF


VAN-ACCESSIBLE


SEE
1


UD06.1


2
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1
ADA PARKING SIGN DETAILED ELEVATION
3"  = 1'-0"


2
90 DEGREE ADA PARKING STALL PLAN DETAIL
1/2" = 1'-0"


3
60 DEGREE (ANGLED) ADA PARKING STALL PLAN DETAIL
1/2" = 1'-0"
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CENTRAL PLAZA PLANTING SITE
PLAN


UPPER PORTWALK PLANTING PLAN


Scientific Name Common Name Size Quantity
Cornus nuttallii Pacific Dogwood 3" cal
Chamaecyparis obtusa ‘Gracilis’ Slender Hinoki Cypress 3" cal
Prunus serrulata 'Amanogawa' Amanogawa Flowering Cherry 3" cal
Ginkgo biloba 'Princeton Sentry' Princeton Sentry Ginkgo
Liquidambar styraciflua Sweetgum


Pinus contorta var. Chief Joseph Chief Joseph Pine 10 gal
Ceanothus sanguineus Red Stem Ceanothus 5 gal
Cornus sericea Red Osier Dogwood 5 gal
Gaultheria shallon Salal 3 gal
Hosta "Guacamole" Hosta
Lupinus litooralis Broadleaf Lupine 3 gal
Mahonia (Berberis) aquifolium Tall Oregon grape 5 gal
Nandina domestica Heavenly Bamboo 5 gal
Ribes sanguineum Flowering Currant 5 gal
Rosa nutkana Nootka Rose 5 gal
Pinus mugo  'Tannenbaum'
or Jakobsen Mugo Pine 5 gal
Polystichum munitum Sword fern 3 gal
Sarcococca hookeriana var. humilis Sweet Box


Armeria maritima Thrif/Sea Pink 230 SF
Arctostaphylos uva-ursi Kinnikinnik 12"x12" 480 SF
Daphne odora 'Aureo-marginata' Winter Daphne 250 SF
Deschampsia cespitosa Tufted Hairgrass 12"x12" 150 SF
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GENERAL PLANTING SITE PLAN 16' 32'0' 64'
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DOCK "P" DOCK "Q" DOCK "R" DOCK "S"DOCK "N" DOCK "T" DOCK "U"


EDMONDS
YACHT CLUB


1


ADMIRAL WAY


300 ADMIRAL WAY


RESTROOM
FACILITY


DOCK "V"


PLANTING SCHEDULE2


STREET TREES MUST BE
PLANTED ACCORDING TO THE
CITY’S STREET TREE PLAN


NOTES:
1 CONTRACTOR SHALL ARRANGE TO MEET ON SITE WITH THE PROJECT REP TO


DISCUSS LIMITS OF WORK AND METHODS.  CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES SHALL
NOT COMMENCE UNTIL ACCESS, LMITS OF WORK, AND METHODS ARE
APPROVED. ALL SAFETY FENCING AND TESC MEASURES MUST BE INSTALLED
PRIOR TO COMMENCING CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES.


2 ALL PLANTS TO BE SAVED AND PROTECTED WITHIN PLANTING AREAS WILL BE
FLAGGED BY ENGINEER. NOTIFY ENGINEER FIVE (5) DAYS PRIOR TO START OF
CLEARING ACTIVITY.


3 MITIGATION PLANTING PLANS REPRESENT A CONCEPTUAL PLANT LAYOUT.
FINAL PLANT LOCATIONS SHALL BE APPROVED BY PROJECT REP PRIOR TO
PLANTING, COORDINATE DATA WILL BE PROVIDED ELECTRONICALLY FOR
LOCATION OF PLANTING AREA BOUNDARIES.


4 ALL PLANTS SHALL BE NURSERY GROWN A MINIMUM OF ONE YEAR, PLANT
MATERIAL IS TO BE SUPPLIED BY COMMERCIAL NURSERIES.  PLANT
SUBSTITUTIONS ARE SUBJECT TO APPROVAL BY PROJECT REP.


5 MITIGATION PLANTING SHALL TAKE PLACE DURING THE DORMANT SEASON
(OCTOBER 1ST TO MARCH 1ST).  PLANTING MAY BE ALLOWED AT OTHER TIMES
AFTER REVIEW AND WRITTEN APPROVAL BY PROJECT REP.


6 THE CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR DISPOSING OF ALL DEBRIS AND
EXCESS SOIL OCCASIONED BY THIS PROJECT.


7 CONTRACTOR SHALL VERIFY THE LOCATION OF ALL UTILITIES PRIOR TO
EXCAVATION.


8 ALL DIMENSIONS FOR LISTED HEIGHT, LEGNTH, AND CONTAINER SIZE ARE
MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS.


9 EXISTING AREAS DISTURBED BY CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES AND NOT SHOWN
TO BE RE-VEGETATED ON THESE PLANS SHALL BE RESTORED AND SEEDED.


10 DISCREPANCIES BETWEEN THE PLANS AND SITE CONDITIONS SHALL BE
BROUGHT TO THE ATTENTION OF THE PROJECT REP PRIOR TO PROCEEDING
WITH EFFECTED WORK.


11 SEE SP SHEETS FOR TEMPORARY EROSION CONTROL MEASURES.
12 CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR WATERING PLANTS FOR THE FIRST


YEAR AFTER ACCEPTANCE OF COMPLETION OF PLANTING FOR THE PROJECT.
COUNTY WILL MAKE PROVISIONS FOR WATERING AS NEEDED FOR THE
REMAINDER OF THE ESTABLISHMENT PERIOD AFTER THE FIRST YEAR.


12 CONTRACTOR SHALL REMOVE ALL TREE STAKES AT THE END OF ONE (1) YEAR.


TEMPORARY IRRIGATION NOTES:
1 VERIFY LOCATION OF EXISTING UTILITIES PRIOR TO CONSTRUCTION.
2 ALL WORK SHALL BE IN ACCORDANCE WITH SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 8-03


"IRRIGATION SYSTEMS".
3 CONTRACTOR SHALL PROTECT ALL EXISTING IMPROVEMENTS.  DAMAGE TO THE


EXISTING IMPROVEMENTS SHALL BE REPAIRED OR REPLACED TO THE SOLE
SATISFACTION OF THE OWNER AT NO COST.


4 CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR PROVIDING A SCALED IRRIGATION
PLAN AND APPLICABLE CONSTRUCTION DETAILS WHICH GRAPHICALLY
IDENTIFIES THE LOCATION, SIZES, AND TYPES OF IRRIGATION EQUIPMENT
PROPOSED FOR REVIEW AND APPROVAL BY OWNER'S REP.  CONTRACTOR
SHALL ALSO FIELD VERIFY STATIC PRESSURE PRIOR TO DESIGN PREPARTION.


5 ALL WORK SHALL BE IN COMPLIANCE WITH STATE AND LOCAL CODES.
6 LOCATE ALL VALVES WITHIN ONE (1) FOOT OF THE MAINLINE.
7 FIELD VERIFY ALL SPRINKLER HEAD LOCATIONS (FLAGGING) FOR REVIEW AND


APPROVAL BY OWNER'S REP BEFORE TRENCHING.
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PLANTING AREA #15


EXISTING OIL/WATER SEPARATOR


EXISTING GARBAGE BIN AREA
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PLANTING AREA #2
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EXISTING PLANTERS TO REMAIN


EXISTING PLANTER
TO REMAIN


5
UD07.3
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PLANTING AREA #14


300 ADMIRAL WAY


EXIST
RSTRM


UPPER PLAZA - PLANTING SITE PLAN
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CENTRAL PLAZA PLANTING SITE PLAN
 1"= 16'-0"


8' 16'0 32'


2 NORTH PARKING LOT IMPROVEMENTS PLAN
1/16" = 1'-0"


8' 16'0 32'
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Steven Quarterman 
Senior Associate Ecologist 


Expertise 


Resource agency 
coordination 


Stream habitat and 
biological assessment 


Wetland services 


Biological Assessments 


Permitting 


Education 


Masters of Environmental 
Management, Duke 
University, 1999 


B.A., Biology, Albion
College, 1997


Training 


38 hours of U.S. Army 
Corp of Engineers 
Wetland Delineation 
Training 


Designing Compensatory 
Mitigation and 
Restoration Projects 


Stream Restoration, 
University of Washington 
Professional and 
Continuing Ed., 2012 


Using the Revised 
Washington State 
Wetland Rating System 
for Western Washington 
and Eastern Washington, 
Coastal Training Program 
2008 and 2009 


Backpack Electrofishing 
and Fish Handling 
Techniques Northwest 
Environmental Training 
Center, 2008 


Since 1999, Steven has provided wetland, permitting, and natural resources management 
services in support of a variety of projects. His experience includes wetland/waterway 
delineation, assessment of wetland functions and values, wetland/riparian restoration, 
sensitive species evaluations, and local/state/federal permitting and documentation support 
services. Steven has received training in wetland delineations, and specialized training in 
identifying wetland soils and vegetation; and preparing biological assessments. He has 
significant experience in the preparation of National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 
documents, including authoring sections on wetlands, threatened and endangered species, 
and supporting discipline reports.  


City of Shoreline, Echo Lake Park Wetland Areas Investigation; Shoreline, WA. Project 
manager providing technical lead for wetland delineation, ordinary high water mark 
delineation and a landscape design assessment for the City of Shoreline at the Echo Lake 
Park property. The investigation provided the City with the likely jurisdiction and permitting 
requirements associated with Echo Lake and associated piped stream to advance the project. 


Snohomish County, Centennial Trail Culvert Replacement; Arlington, WA. Steven was task 
manager providing wetland and ordinary high water mark delineation, and permitting 
support for repair of four culverts along the Centennial Trail. One of the culverts conveys a 
stream that is considered to be a fish habitat stream and the design was being prepared in 
accordance with WDFW Stream Simulation Guidance documents. A land-disturbing activities 
permit, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Section 404 permit, and Hydraulic Project Approval 
were acquired for the project. 


City of Tukwila, Urban Center Pedestrian/Bicycle Bridge; Tukwila, WA. Project manager for 
oversight and preparation of NEPA/SEPA documentation as a subconsultant for the City of 
Tukwila’s pedestrian/bicycle bridge connection between Tukwila’s Urban Center and Transit 
Center and the Tukwila commuter rail/Amtrak station, crossing over Green River. Services 
included delineation of ordinary high water mark, Phase I Environmental Site Assessment, 
preparation of NEPA Documented Categorical Exclusion as documented in a WSDOT 
Environmental Classification Summary (ECS) form, Biological Assessment, SEPA checklist, 
Shoreline Substantial Development and Variance applications, cultural/historic resources 
evaluation, Section 4(f) exemption, JARPA preparation, and acquisition of Hydraulic Project 
Approval. 


Wetland/Waterway Delineation Supporting Remedial Investigation; Everett, WA. Project 
scientist responsible for delineating wetlands and waterways on approximately 49 acres 
distributed over three properties. Project involved field delineation of wetlands and 
waterways in accordance with the USACE Wetland Delineation Manual and Ecology Wetland 
Delineation Manual, providing preliminary stream typing in accordance with City Municipal 
Code, and documenting findings. Efforts are in support of installation of a remedial system to 
extract and treat contaminated groundwater. 


College Avenue/Rose Street (CARS) Reconstruction Project; College Place, WA.  Project 
manager providing oversight of preparation of environmental documentation services for 
the City of College Place reconstruction of College Avenue and Rose Street, which included 
culvert replacement along Garrison Creek.   Project included delineation of wetland 
boundaries and ordinary high water mark.  Environmental documentation included 
completion of NEPA Documented Categorical Exclusion as documented in a WSDOT ECS 
form, Biological Assessment, SEPA checklist, critical areas reporting, and JARPA.  







Jeffrey Fellows, PE 
Vice President, Operations Role: Senior Technical Review 


Expertise 


Phase I and II 
environmental site 
assessments 


Multi-media 
investigations 


Site characterization 
and remediation 


Source control 
evaluations 


Compliance and 
agency negotiations 


Environmental risk 
management 


Data and technical 
document review 


Education 


MBA, Marketing and 
Finance, SUNY at 
Buffalo, 1994 


BS, Geomechanical 
Engineering, 
University of 
Rochester, 1991 


Registration 


Professional Engineer 
(Civil): 2003/ WA (No. 
39848); 2007/AK (No. 
12555); 2017/OR (No. 
92418PE) 


Jeff has more than 22 years of experience in the planning, management, and 
implementation of investigation, remediation, and compliance programs throughout 
the Pacific Northwest and Alaska. His work has included multi-media environmental 
investigation and remediation services, client-agency negotiations, source control 
evaluations, permitting and compliance support, Phase I and II environmental site 
assessments (ESAs), and insurance cost recovery. Several recent projects have 
involved investigation and remedial alternative development for properties identified 
for repurposing or redevelopment. These projects have required management of 
multiple involved parties/agencies, under extremely tight schedules that are 
necessary to achieve key milestones linked to grant- and insurance-related funding 
and permitting constraints. 


Confidential Industrial Client, Port of Longview/Port of Vancouver Development 
Sites; Vancouver and Longview, WA. Jeff was the project manager and 
environmental professional overseeing planning, coordination, implementation, and 
reporting for Phase I and II ESA programs at two potential development sites on Port 
properties. The client, a confidential industrial developer, was looking for waterfront 
property to develop a trans-load facility to support international management and 
shipping of a US domestic product. At each prospective Port property, Phase I ESAs 
were conducted (each covering 40+ acres) requiring evaluation of numerous, 
independent parcels with varying levels of industrial and environmental cleanup 
history. Each Phase I ESA program led to multiple focused Phase II ESAs to further 
evaluate existing soil, groundwater, and sediment conditions, as to how these 
conditions could directly affect potential leasehold/purchase and eventual 
development and operations at the sites. As the sites were within Port facilities, 
coordination of Phase II ESA efforts during active Port and railway management was 
a primary logistical challenge. 


Confidential Data Center Client, Former Quarry Site; Boardman, OR. Jeff was the 
project manager, senior engineer, and environmental professional who planned and 
implemented a combined Phase I and II ESA program at a remote development site 
in northeastern Oregon. In an effort to continue to expand a protective buffer 
around existing industrial operations, a confidential industrial client proposed 
purchase and redevelopment of a former quarry site. The Phase I ESA revealed 
multiple recognized environmental conditions, including diesel- and PCB-
contaminated surface and subsurface soil above human health screening criteria. 
The Phase II ESA resulted in the discovery of an expansive subsurface soil plume that 
required a large-scale excavation, site pre-treatment, and disposal program to 
address. The client chose to pursue cleanup to residential standards to ensure that 
the restored property had the greatest potential for future redevelopment and use. 


Former Boise Cascade Mill Site, Phase I and II ESA Program; Yakima, WA. Jeff was 
the senior engineering and technical reviewer during planning and implementation 
of a Phase I ESA and a two-stage Phase II ESA program at the former Boise Cascade 
Mill Site in Yakima, Washington. A Phase I ESA was completed for the entire 250+ 
acre former Mill comprising 23 parcels, owned and operated by numerous entities. 
Upon completion of the Phase I ESA, Jeff designed and oversaw implementation of a 
two-stage Phase II investigation. The results of the investigation were used by the 
City of Yakima during land acquisition and environmental liability discussions with 
existing property owners and insurance carriers. 
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Executive Summary 
This report contains a cultural resources overview for the Port of Edmonds North Portwalk and 
Seawall Reconstruction Project in Edmonds, Snohomish County, Washington. On behalf of the 
Port of Edmonds, Landau Associates requested that a cultural resources assessment be completed 
ahead of proposed construction to replace approximately 1,000 linear feet (ln. ft.) of seawall and 
walkway, and associated stormwater and other utilities in compliance with Section 106 of the 
National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and the Washington State Environmental Policy Act 
(SEPA). Background and site photo-documentation identified two historic properties within the 
project location. These were identified as the Port of Edmonds Administration Building (DAHP 
Property # 726371) and North Portwalk (DAHP Property # 726372), which were built ca. 1969 
as part of the construction of the northern marina at the Edmonds Boat Harbor, now known as 
the Port of Edmonds Marina. The Administration Building appears to be intact and is 
recommended eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) under 
Criteria A, as representative of the Port of Edmonds efforts to build a marina and develop the 
Edmonds shoreline, and B, for its use as the Port of Edmonds Administration Building and base 
of operations. It is also recommended eligible for listing on the Washington Heritage Register 
(WHR) at the local level for its high level of integrity and association with the development of 
Edmonds and its local government. The North Portwalk has been altered over the years and is 
recommended not eligible for listing on the NRHP or WHR. We recommend consultation with 
the Washington Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation (DAHP) for concurrence 
on these recommendations and for advice concerning appropriate mitigation efforts to affected 
resources, if applicable. 
 
As currently defined, ground disturbing activities within the project location with the potential to 
expose buried sediments are expected to take place within the fill deposits and are not likely to 
exposed buried relict surfaces or deposits. 


1.0 Administrative Data 


1.1 Project Information 
Report Title: Cultural Resources Overview for the Port of Edmonds North Portwalk and 
Seawall Reconstruction Project, Edmonds, Snohomish County, Washington 
 
Author: Sonja Kleinschmidt and Jessica Gardner 
 
Report Date: December 10, 2021 
 
Location: The proposed project is located at 300 - 336 Admiral Way in Edmonds, 
Snohomish County, Washington.  
 
Legal Description: The proposed project is located in the SW¼ of Section 23, Township 27 
North, Range 03 East, W.M. 
 
USGS 7.5’ Topographic Map: Edmonds West, WA 
 
Total Area Involved: The project encompasses approximately 1 acre.  
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Regulatory Nexus: Section 106 of the NHPA and SEPA. 


1.2 Research Design 
This cultural resources assessment was completed as a component of environmental review for 
the Port of Edmonds North Portwalk and Seawall Reconstruction Project. It sought to prevent 
adverse impacts to cultural resources during ground disturbing activities by evaluating whether 
archaeological sites or historic structures exist within the boundaries of the project. CRC’s work 
was intended, in part, to assist in addressing state regulations pertaining to the identification and 
protection of cultural resources. The Archaeological Sites and Resources Act (RCW 27.53) 
prohibits knowingly disturbing archaeological sites without a permit from DAHP; the Indian 
Graves and Records Act (RCW 27.44) prohibits knowingly disturbing Native American or 
historic graves; and the Abandoned and Historic Cemeteries and Historic Graves Act (RCW 
68.60) calls for the protection and preservation of historic era cemeteries and graves. This 
assessment was also completed in accordance with Section 106 of the NHPA and SEPA.  
 
Under Section 106, agencies involved in a federal undertaking must take into account the 
undertaking’ s potential effects to historic properties within the defined area of potential effects 
(APE) (36 CFR 800.16(l)(1)). Historic properties are typically defined as those 50 years or older. 
This process involves identifying and inventorying historic properties within the APE and 
evaluating those properties to determine if they are eligible for listing on the NRHP. If NRHP 
eligible historic properties are identified within the APE then potential adverse effects to the 
historic properties must be assessed, and a resolution of adverse effects recommended. 
 
SEPA provides a way to identify possible environmental impacts that may result from 
governmental decisions. These decisions may be related to issuing permits for private projects, 
constructing public facilities, or adopting regulations, policies or plans. Information provided 
during the SEPA review process helps agency decision-makers, applicants, and the public 
understand how a proposal will affect the environment.  This information can be used to change 
a proposal to reduce likely impacts, or to condition or deny a proposal when adverse 
environmental impacts are identified. 
 
CRC’s investigation consisted of (1) review of project information and correspondence provided 
by the project proponent; (2) examination of local archival, environmental, and archaeological 
datasets; and (3) field investigation to identify unrecorded archaeological sites and historic 
structures at the project location. On July 16, 2021, CRC contacted cultural resources staff at the 
Stillaguamish Tribe, Suquamish Tribe, and Tulalip Tribes on a technical staff to technical staff 
basis to inquire about project-related information or concerns (Appendix A). On July 16, 2021, a 
representative from the Stillaguamish Tribe responded that they did not have any additional 
information regarding the project. On July 20, 2021, a representative from the Suquamish 
responded that the project area is within the adjudicated Usual & Accustomed fishing grounds 
and stations (U&A) of the Suquamish Tribe. Suquamish People camped on the sand spit fronting 
the Edmonds Marsh to fish, hunt, harvest shellfish, and collect plant resources in the marsh, such 
as cattails for fabricating mats. Oral histories document Suquamish seasonal use from the pre-
contact period through the early 1900s. Tribal correspondence was not intended to be or replace 
formal government-to-government consultation. Any responses subsequent to the submission of 
this report will be included in a revision of this report. This assessment considered the results of 
previous cultural resources studies completed in the Edmonds area, the magnitude and nature of 
the undertaking, the nature and extent of potential effects on historic properties, and the likely 
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nature and location of historic properties at the project location, as well as other applicable laws, 
standards, and guidelines (per 36CFR800.4 (b)(1)) (DAHP 2020). 


1.3 Project Description 
The Port of Edmonds proposes to reconstruct and renovate an approximately 900-foot-long 
section of deteriorated waterfront boardwalk (i.e., North Portwalk) at the Port of Edmonds 
Marina and to repair a segment of seawall that extends between the Port of Edmonds 
Administration Building and Olympic Beach. Repair and renovation of the approximately 13-
foot-wide boardwalk and underlying seawall are necessary due to significant deterioration; the 
boardwalk was constructed in the 1960s. The renovated boardwalk will provide upgraded public 
access to the water/shoreline and enhance amenities along the waterfront. Two plazas, Upper 
Plaza and Central Plaza, also will be added adjacent to the boardwalk and will provide public 
gathering spaces and restroom access. The Upper Plaza will be added in a segment of existing 
esplanade between the boardwalk and Arnies Restaurant, and the Central Plaza, including new 
restrooms, will be added in an area currently occupied by a parking lot and the Port of Edmonds 
Administration Building (to be demolished). 
 
The existing boardwalk is a treated-wood structure, supported by piling, that projects over the 
water from an asphalt walkway along the shoreline. The deck consists of continuous, parallel, 
treated-wood planks. The boardwalk extending north of the marina N dock is supported along 
the east (upland) side by creosote-treated timber piles, spaced 8 feet (ft) apart, and along the west 
(waterward) side by pairs of steel piles, one vertical and one battered, spaced 16 ft apart. 
Tiebacks embedded behind the marina’s seawall terminate at the timber seawall. The boardwalk 
south of N dock is supported along the east (upland) side by a concrete bulkhead and along the 
west (waterward) side by timber piles. 
 
North of N dock, a two-tiered seawall forms the marina basin along its east side, where the 
boardwalk abuts the upland pavement. The lower tier is a (subtidal) concrete bulkhead that forms 
the toe of the marina basin’s east side. Behind the concrete bulkhead is an earthen slope with a 
rock-armored surface. The upper tier is a vertical timber bulkhead. The bulkhead and the timber 
piles along the landward edge of the boardwalk retain the shoreline above the armored slope. 
 
The steel piles that support the west side of the boardwalk will be repaired in-place with pipe 
sleeves. The timber piles that support the east side of the boardwalk (north and south of N dock) 
and the timber bulkhead will be replaced. The upper (timber) section of seawall will be replaced 
with a steel sheet pile wall, whereas the lower (concrete) section of seawall and the filled slope 
between the sections will remain unchanged along with the existing concrete bulkhead south of 
N dock. The bulkhead timber piles will be cut at grade, and the new sheet pile wall will be 
installed landward. The existing piles cannot be completely removed, because they are connected 
below grade to an original lower timber bulkhead that is buried behind the current concrete 
bulkhead. 
 
The timber boardwalk will be replaced within the same footprint but elevated 6 inches to create 
better pedestrian separation from the adjacent drive/fire lane and to improve pedestrian and 
boater accessibility. The new walkway will have steel framing and a deck of concrete panels 
inset with clear glass blocks. The replacement structure will have new aluminum railings and 
way-finding signage. The marina’s existing electrical utility panels and dock cart storage will be 
relocated from the over-water side of the new walk to the opposite side, over-land. Marina gates 
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to the gangways will be replaced in the same locations but aligned with the new walkway 
railings. The five existing boardwalk “viewing” bump-outs will be consolidated in a single area 
to provide enhanced public access, an enhanced gathering space, and better views of Puget 
Sound. The asphalt pavement abutting the boardwalk will be replaced with concrete on the same 
level as the elevated walkway, and the adjacent parking lot will be resurfaced. 
 
For the purposes of this report, the APE for cultural resources (hereafter, “the project location”) 
is understood to be the area described above and depicted in Figures 1 – 3.  
 


 
Figure 1. Topographic map of the project location. 
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Figure 2. Satellite imagery annotated with the project location in red. 
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Figure 3. Portwalk & Site Improvements Site Plan, provided by Landau Associates. 
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2.0 Background Research 


2.1 Overview 
Background research was conducted in October and November 2021. 
 
Recorded Cultural Resources Present: Yes [ ]  No [x] 
According to the Washington Information System for Architectural and Archaeological Records 
Data (WISAARD), no archaeological sites or historic structures (i.e. more than 50 years old) 
have been recorded within or adjacent to the project location (DAHP 2021). Site 45SN574, a 
historic debris scatter, has been recorded within 500 feet of the project location.  
 
Context Overview: The following context overview summarizes environmental, historical, 
and archaeological information contained in local cultural resource reports; archaeological and 
historical data from DAHP and WISAARD; ethnographic resources; geological and soils 
surveys; historical maps and documents from the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) United 
States Surveyor General Land Status & Cadastral Survey Records database; HistoryLink; 
Historic Map Works; HistoricAerials; University of Washington’s Digital Collection; 
Washington State University’s Early Washington Maps Collection; and CRC’s library. This 
report’s discussion of geology, archaeology, and history incorporates context information from 
CRC’s previous work in Edmonds (e.g., Berger 2014; Kassa 2018). 
 
In this and subsequent sections, radiocarbon dates and age ranges based on those dates are 
presented in calibrated calendrical years ago (cal BP). This notation indicates that the 
radiocarbon date has been corrected using current methodologies. Other age estimates are given 
as years BP (before present). 


2.2 Environmental Context 
Overview: The project is located on the eastern shoreline of Puget Sound within the City of 
Edmonds, directly south of Olympic Beach, and immediately east of the Port of Edmonds 
marina. Public restrooms and a commercial building are located at the north end of the project 
and connected to the Port administration office at the south end of the project by the portwalk. 
Paved parking lots are located along the upland side of the existing portwalk. In the project 
vicinity, creeks drain from the uplands into Puget Sound. Those in proximity to the project 
include Shell Creek (northeast) and Shelleberger Creek (southwest), located between 
approximately 0.99 and 0.18 mile from the project, respectively. The project is within the 
Edmonds Bowl, historically a marshland prior to historic-era filling, which has left only a 
segment of the marsh undeveloped. Project topography is generally level. Elevation ranges from 
12 to 13 ft above sea level. 
 
Geomorphology: The landscape of northwest Washington is a product of crustal deformation 
initiated by the Cascadia subduction zone; successive glacial scouring and deposition most 
recently during the Pleistocene; and landslides, erosion and deposition, and human activity 
during the Holocene (Troost and Booth 2008). The project is within the Tsuga heterophylla 
(Western Hemlock) vegetation zone in the Willamette-Puget Lowland physiographic province 
characterized by the wide “trough” between the Coast and Cascade Ranges formed during the 
advance and retreat of Pleistocene epoch glaciers (Franklin and Dyrness 1973; McKee 1972). 
During the Late Pleistocene or last glacial period (110,000 to 12,000 years BP), the Cordilleran 
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ice sheet covered much of the American northwest and scoured the landscape during advance 
and retreat episodes initiated by localized climate fluctuations. The most recent glaciation was 
the Vashon Stade of the Fraser glaciation during which the Puget Lobe entered northwest 
Washington around 17,000 years BP (Thorson 1980). This final episode scoured the landscape 
producing moraine features and topographic lows prior to its recession. 
 
The Puget Lobe reached the vicinity of present-day Seattle by about 14,500 years BP achieving 
its maximum extent, approximately 10 to 15 miles south of Olympia, by 14,000 years BP (Booth 
et al. 2003; Franklin and Dyrness 1973). The onset of climatic warming caused the ice sheets to 
retreat to the north and began the transition into the Holocene. The Puget Lobe retreated past 
Seattle by 13,600 years BP (Booth et al. 2003). As the glacier receded during this more 
temperate period, meltwater became impounded behind the ice forming a series of proglacial 
lakes that eventually merged into Lake Russell, which extended roughly from the southern 
margin of present day Whidbey Island to Olympia impounding low lying sections of the Puget 
Sound and adjacent river valleys (Bretz 1913; Waitt and Thorson 1983). Streams and valleys in 
the area are relict recessional channels that, at the end of the Pleistocene, were spillways that 
allowed meltwaters to drain southwest from glacial Lake Puyallup into glacial Lake Russell, the 
main proglacial lake along the axis of the Puget Lowland (Thorson 1980).  
 
While sedimentation during glacial periods was widespread and voluminous, active deposition 
during the mid-to late Holocene was more restricted, occurring in bottoms of river valleys and at 
the base of steep slopes (Booth et al. 2003). Geomorphic processes such as isostatic rebound, 
global sea level rise, tidal movements, and a large earthquake 1,100 years ago originating from 
the Seattle fault zone (located south of the project) causing localized subsidence north of the 
fault (Bucknam et al. 1992) are also factors that have affected the geography of the Puget Sound 
region to varying degrees during the Holocene (Booth et al. 2003; Thorson 1989). 
 
Naturally occurring deposition within the project during the Holocene has likely been related to 
estuary/lagoon development. The historical location of the project along the shoreline indicates 
that coastal processes have also shaped the project vicinity. Coastal evolution is dynamic and 
may not afford a stable environment in which archaeology is preserved. The dynamic processes 
acting on coastal beach environments can include a range of erosional (e.g., cliff slumping) and 
depositional forces (e.g., stream delta development) that rework the shoreline over time. 
Historically, the landscape of the project and surrounding area was much different than the 
contemporary landscape. Coastal landforms that are now buried in the project vicinity include 
creeks, a lagoon, sand spits, and a wetland and associated tidal channels, considered a small 
estuary complex, that encompass all or portions of the project location on historic maps (USCGS 
1872; USGS 1860). Human land use over the past 150 years has altered the project location to 
varying degrees through land clearing, cut and fill episodes, and residential and commercial 
development and demolition. 
 
Mapped Surface Geologic Units: The project is within the mapped surface geologic unit of 
Modified land (ml) (Smith 1975). This unit is described as having the original topography 
disturbed through the removal of the Pleistocene deposits and subsequently graded and 
artificially filled with unknown material. According to Landau Associates (2021:2-1), 
“Sediments, locally referred to as the Whidbey Formation, likely underlie the near-surface fill 
deposits. The Whidbey Formation consists of dense, bedded, medium- to coarse-grained sand, 
with layers up to 160 ft thick reported in the vicinity of the site (Minard 1983). This unit crops 
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out in areas along the lower bluffs of Puget Sound.” Whidbey Formation deposits represent 
interglacial sediments which pre-date the Frasier Glaciation (Minard 1983). 
 
Mapped Soil Units: Soils mapped in the project location consist of Urban Land (USDA NRCS 
2021).  
 
Geotechnical Investigations: A draft geotechnical report was completed for the project in 
October 2021 by Landau Associates. Investigations consisted of two hollow-stem auger borings 
(B-1 and B-2) advanced approximately 41.5 ft below ground surface (bgs). Results were 
summarized as follows,  
 


Soil conditions in boring B-1 consisted of asphalt pavement underlain by approximately 25 ft of loose to 
medium dense fill. The fill consisted of sand with little silt content. Medium dense to dense sand deposits 
with variable silt content were observed beneath the fill. The deposits extended to the maximum depth 
explored (41.5 ft bgs). LAI interpreted the deposits to be part of the Whidbey Formation. 
 
Soil conditions in boring B-2 consisted of asphalt pavement underlain by approximately 15 ft of very loose 
to loose fill. The fill consisted of sand with little silt content. Medium dense to dense sand deposits with 
variable silt content were observed beneath the fill. The deposits extended to the maximum depth explored 
(41.5 ft bgs). LAI interpreted the deposits to be part of the Whidbey Formation. (Landau Associates 2021:2-
2) 


2.3 Paleoclimate and Vegetation  
The paleoclimate of the Pacific Northwest during the late Pleistocene and Holocene is defined by 
four periods, which exhibit general trends based on variations in temperature and moisture 
(Kopperl et al. 2016:37-38).  
 


• 17,000 to 13,000 cal BP: the region was much cooler and drier compared to the present. 
 


• 13,000 to 7000 cal BP: the retreat of glacial ice and increased solar radiation led to higher 
temperatures, less precipitation, colder winters, and more severe summer droughts 
compared to the present.  
 


• 7000 to 5000 cal BP: cooler, moister conditions returned to the region, with temperature 
ranges similar to the present. The current maritime climate regime of the Puget Sound 
region was fully established by the end of this period. 
 


• 5000 cal BP to present: climatic conditions have undergone short-term fluctuations such as 
the Little Ice Age (500 to 100 cal BP) and the Medieval Climatic Anomaly (1100 to 700 cal 
BP).  


 
Regional fluctuations in temperature and moisture have supported different plant communities 
through time. Following glacial recession and meltwater subsidence, landforms stabilized, and 
vegetation began to return. Newly exposed soils were first colonized by lodgepole pine, Sitka 
spruce, and western hemlock. As temperatures rose between 12,000 and 10,000 cal BP, trees 
advanced to higher elevations while lowland forests became dominated by Douglas fir, red alder, 
and bracken fern. These patterns continued into the early and middle Holocene. Present-day 
vegetation communities emerged after 6000 cal BP. Western red cedar and western hemlock 
became important components of mid-low elevation forests while Alaska cedar, mountain 
hemlock, and silver fir emerged at cooler, moister higher elevations. 
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Today, the project location is situated within the Sitka spruce (Picea sitchensis) vegetation zone, 
which stretches along the Washington and Oregon coasts. The zone’s wet, mild climate supports 
diverse plant taxa and is responsible for some of the richest soils in the region. Vegetation 
communities consist of Sitka spruce, western hemlock (Tsuga heterophylla), and western red 
cedar (Thuja plicata), with shore pine also present along the shorelines. In forest understories, 
dense growths of sword fern, redwood sorrel (Oxalis oregana), false lily of the valley 
(Maianthemum dilatatum), and Siberian miner’s-lettuce (Claytonia sibirica) are common. Salal, 
Pacific rhododendron (Rhododendron macrophyllum), and evergreen huckleberry dominate sand 
dunes and steep, ocean-facing slopes (Franklin and Dyrness 1973:59-60). 


2.4 Archaeological Context 
Overview: Thousands of years of human occupation of the Puget Sound have been summarized 
in a number of archaeological, ethnographic, and historical investigations over the past several 
decades that provide a regional context for evaluating the project (e.g., Greengo 1983; Kopperl 
2016; Larson and Lewarch 1995; Morgan 1999; Nelson 1990). Archaeological evidence suggests 
the presence of nomadic hunter-gatherers not long after glaciers retreated and catastrophic 
meltwaters subsided after which landforms stabilized during the late Pleistocene to early 
Holocene. The archaeological record provides evidence supporting human presence on the 
landscape in Western Washington by approximately 14,000 cal BP (Ames and Maschner 1999; 
Burtchard 1998; Schalk 1988). Evidence of early human occupation in once glaciated areas is 
found atop intact glacial sediments, which provide a stratigraphic lower limit for human 
occupation in these areas. Following deglaciation, subsequent changes to landforms, climate, and 
vegetation influenced the available resources and, consequently, the spatial distribution of human 
activities. Similar to elsewhere, human land use was generally structured around the value of 
natural resources available in local environments including fresh water, terrestrial and marine 
food resources, forests, and suitable terrain. 
 
Archaeological Chronologic Sequence: Kopperl et al. (2016) reviewed cultural historical 
sequences (Blukis Onat 1987; Burtchard 1998; Kidd 1964; Nelson 1990; Thompson 1978; 
Schalk 1988) produced for the Western Washington region. Review of this data identified 
consistencies in dates that demarcated likely changes in human land use. This information was 
coupled with geological and paleobotanical data and resulted in the distinction of five periods 
where hunter-gatherer land use appears to have changed and as an extension, manifestations in 
the archaeological record. These periods are compiled from Kopperl et al. (2016:95).  
 


14,000 cal BP to 12,000 cal BP was characterized by relative postglacial environmental stability in Western 
Washington and colonization of Western Washington by hunter- gatherers after the retreat of the Pleistocene 
continental glaciers.  
 
12,000 cal BP to 8000 cal BP represents a period of postglacial environmental change in Western 
Washington. This period is characterized by land use strategies adapted to local environments as well as 
localized shifts in regional climate and vegetation patterns. 
 
8000 cal BP to 5000 cal BP was characterized by a change from a warm, dry climate to a cool, moist climate. 
Archaeologists have proposed important reorganization of hunter-gatherer subsistence and technology within 
this analytic time period. 
 
5000 cal BP to 2500 cal BP was characterized by the development of old growth Douglas- fir and western 
hemlock forests in the Puget Lowland. Shell middens first appear in the archaeological record of Puget 
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Sound. Archaeologists have generally inferred shifts in hunter-gatherer economic and technological 
organization during this period.  
 
2500 cal BP and 200 years ago was characterized by developments in hunter-gatherer economic and social 
patterns culminating in Euro-American contact. The archaeological record for this portion of the Puget Sound 
shows an increase in the number of shell midden sites after 2500 cal BP, adaptations to localized 
environmental changes caused by the 1100 cal BP earthquake on the Seattle Fault, and changes in economic 
and social organization as a result of Euro-American contact. 


2.5 Native Peoples 
Traditional Territory: As previously discussed by Kelly (2013:4), the project is located within 
lands traditionally used by the Suquamish tribe, a Southern Lushootseed-speaking southern 
Coast Salish group whose territory centered on Kitsap Peninsula, Bainbridge Island, and 
Whidbey Island, with fishing, gathering, and other traditional use areas also including marine 
waters and coastal areas of Puget Sound (Lane 1975a, 1975b; Ruby and Brown 1992:226; Smith 
1940; Spier 1936:34; Suttles and Lane 1990:Figure 1). Precontact settlements were often located 
on major waterways, heads of bays, or inlets, and people practiced a seasonal subsistence 
economy that included hunting, fishing, and plant food horticulture. In the winter, people lived at 
large permanent village settlements and they spent the summer hunting, fishing, and gathering at 
specialized, temporary camps located near food resources. There was an abundance of plant and 
animal resources available in estuarine and marine environments in the region. A combination of 
fish, shellfish, marine mammals, waterfowl, game, roots, and berries served as a rich, diverse, 
and relatively reliable resource base (Suttles and Lane 1990:489). 
 
Place Names: Late nineteenth and early twentieth century ethnographers worked with local 
informants to document the names and locations of villages, resource areas, bodies of water, and 
other cultural or geographic knowledge. These features contribute to the broader archaeological 
context of the project and the nature of deposits that may be encountered during this assessment. 
They also speak to the importance of places on this landscape to Native American peoples, 
historical and contemporary.  
 
Named places and village sites tended to be located along major waterways, river confluences, 
and/or the mouths of streams and creeks. One ethnographically recorded place name is 
associated with Point Edwards, Stuubus, translated as “like a man; face of a man” (Waterman 
2001:55). A small creek just north of Edmonds was called S3baL, “a person undergoing the 
ministrations of a shaman; a patient” (Waterman 2001:55). Toponyms were also recorded for 
landforms on the shoreline north and south of Edmonds (Waterman 2001:Map 5.1). 


2.6 Nineteenth and Twentieth Century History 
Spanish explorers first visited the Northwest Coast in 1774 followed by British Royal Navy 
Captain George Vancouver and Lieutenant Peter Puget, who first explored the Puget Sound area, 
in 1792 (Marino 1990) followed by the Wilkes Expedition in the early 1840s who named Point 
Edmunds southwest of the project. By 1833, the Hudson's Bay Company established a presence 
in the Puget Sound region and stimulated development and economic intrigue in the region. 
After the United States government gained full control of the Puget Sound region in 1846, many 
settlers claimed land under the Donation Land Claim Act of 1850 which promoted homestead 
settlement in the Oregon Territory allowing individuals to claim 320 acres of land and married 
couples to claim 640 acres with the provision that they would cultivate the land for four 
consecutive years. This in addition to the enactment of the Homestead Act of 1862, which 
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afforded United States citizens the opportunity to claim 160 acres of surveyed government land, 
helped hasten the settlement of the American west and the Puget Sound region.  
 
The Washington Territory was organized in 1853 with Isaac I. Stevens appointed as the governor 
and ex officio superintendent of Indian affairs (Marino 1990). By the mid-1850s, Euro-American 
settlement in the region had drastically affected Native American people and their traditions. The 
United States government and local Tribal groups entered into a series of treaties, including the 
Point Elliot Treaty signed at Mukilteo on January 22, 1855. These treaties stated that signatory 
Tribes would cede their traditional lands to the United States government and settle within 
designated reservations. Signatory Tribes would retain rights of resource gathering in their usual 
and accustomed territory. The Suquamish, the Tulalip, and many other neighboring tribes were 
forced to abandon most of their Northern Puget Sound villages and relocate to reservations. The 
relocation of Native American peoples to reservations opened wide swaths of land for Euro-
American settlement throughout the region.  
 
As previously discussed by Berger (2014), the logging industry was attracted to the area by the 
great timber potential offered by coastal forests of cedar (Whitfield 1926). Euro-American 
settlement in the Edmonds area began in the 1860s but remained sparse until the 1880s. In 1870, 
George Brackett (b.1842 –d.1927) is said to have landed his boat during a storm on the sandy 
beach currently known as Brackett’s Landing Park (LeWarne 2008; Warner 1969). Brackett was 
in the logging industry and in search of timber. The location was favorable to him and in 1876, 
Brackett and his wife Etta purchased 140 acres of land, stretching 0.5 mile along the beach, in 
what would become Edmonds, from Pleasant Ewell who had received the original serial patent 
for the land (LeWarne 2008). Over the years Brackett acquired additional land and in 1884, the 
Bracketts platted the town of Edmonds (LeWarne 2008). The township plat reserved water 
rights, and land for a public park and for a sawmill (Warner 1969). Brackett later donated land 
for a public school. Brackett named Edmonds in the same year when he applied for a post office 
for the town (Warner 1969).  
 
Early commercial and industrial developments were located on the waterfront, and included a 
store, a sawmill, and a wharf (LeWarne 2008). In 1889, Brackett built a sawmill initiating the 
local manufacture of lumber and shingles. Though a fire subsequently destroyed Brackett’s mill, 
he continued to cultivate the community of Edmonds. In 1890, he was elected as the first mayor 
and supported the development of the community’s infrastructure, publicly and privately, 
pushing for both a railroad and later a car ferry service. Allen M. Yost and his sons arrived in 
Edmonds in 1890 and saw opportunity in the growing town expanding their vocation from 
carpentry and milling to commercial infrastructure, a water system, a telephone company, a bus 
system, and automobile sales (LeWarne 2008). In 1891, the Great Northern Railroad laid railroad 
tracks to Edmonds providing a connection to other Puget Sound communities (Cameron 
2005:106-108). While other economic ventures came and went in Edmonds, the string of mills 
along its shoreline remained the economic backbone of the community until the 1950s when 
local timber was exhausted (LeWarne 2008). Since the 1950s, Edmonds has followed the 
trajectory of many other small towns in proximity to larger cities, such as Seattle and Everett, 
ultimately serving as a bedroom community to those employed outside of its city limits while 
working to preserve the small town feel of the city center.  
 
The history of port development in Edmonds has been compiled by the Port of Edmonds (2009, 
2021) and is summarized here. The early 20th century waterfront development was guided by 
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lumber and shingle mills until 1951 when the last mill closed. As the mills closed, the waterfront 
attracted new interests, such as marine suppliers, animal feed distributors, and concrete and soap 
manufacturers who opened buildings along the shoreline. In 1945, the Edmonds Harbor and 
Breakwater Improvement Club formed with the intention to lobby for a breakwater on the 
shoreline, going as far as testifying to Congress over storm damages, requesting a survey of the 
shoreline, and creating petitions for the creation of moorage in the harbor. They were joined in 
this by the Edmonds Port Association, formed by a group of business representatives in 1947 to 
lobby for improved roads and a breakwater. It was decided the next, most effective step would be 
the formation of a governing port authority, and the concept was put to a vote. The Port of 
Edmonds district was approved in 1948, allowing the Port to acquire lands from private and 
public entities. The Port built a park on the shoreline shortly after forming, followed by a new 
ferry dock in 1951, to be used by the state on a sixteen-year lease. Following the lengthy process 
of acquiring the land, the planned breakwater and marina of the Edmonds Boat Harbor was 
begun in 1961, north of Edward’s Point. This marina constitutes the south marina of what is now 
known as the Port of Edmonds Marina. The marina expanded to the north in 1969, and a new 
administrative building was built on the shared landscape. Since forming, the Port district has 
expanded its services and properties, building business complexes, storage facilities, and public 
parks and facilities. 


2.7 Historical Records Search 
Review of historical maps and aerial imagery provided an understanding of the historic and 
modern land use, and ownership of the project. The General Land Office (GLO) conducted early 
cadastral surveys to define or re-establish the boundaries and subdivisions of Federal Lands of 
the United States so that land patents could be issued transferring the title of the land from the 
Federal government to individuals. These maps and land serial patent records provide 
information on land ownership in the 1800s. The GLO produced a map of Township 27 North, 
Range 03 East, including the project location, in 1860 (Figure 4; USSG 1860). This map 
depicted the project as overlapping with the mouth of Shelleberger Creek which historically 
flowed from the uplands before entering a long estuary and emptying north of its present-day 
outlet. No cultural features or annotations are noted on the map in the project vicinity. In 1872, a 
coast and geodetic map depicted this estuary as the shoreline of a marshland or estuary, bound to 
the southwest by a spit (Figure 5; USCGS 1872). The project location was depicted as within and 
just waterward of these marsh or estuary lands. Point Edmund, later recorded as Edwards Point, 
is located to the southwest (USGS 1897). The project is identified as within Tract 3 (52.50 acres) 
of Section 23 (USSG 1860). According to records on file at the Bureau of Land Management 
(2021), Tract 3 was patented to William H. Hamlin on January 20, 1882 (Authority: April 24, 
1820: Sale-Cash Entry (3 Stat. 566); Document Nr: 5766; BLM Serial Nr: WAOAA 076461). By 
1897, Edmonds had been platted to the northeast of the project location and was under 
development (Figure 6; USGS 1897). The town was connected to the Great Northern Railroad 
which ran along the coastline and just east of the project. A narrow bay was located to the south 
of the project, and several buildings were noted in the vicinity. The following year, a land 
classification sheet of western Washington depicted the project location as along the shoreline of 
an “area from which timber has been cut” (USGS 1898).  
 
Historic records such as historic topographic maps, county atlases, fire insurance maps, and 
aerials help provide a continuous representation of land use and ownership during the 1900s and 
2000s (Historic Mapworks 2021; ProQuest 2021; NETR 2021; NGMDB 2021). Ownership and 
operation data was provided in the 1909 Sanborn Fire Insurance Map and 1910 Snohomish 
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County Atlas (Anderson 1910; Sanborn 1909). At the time, the A. M. Yost & Son’s sawmill was 
located within the northern vicinity of the project location, with the southern vicinity of the 
project occupied by the Washington Excelsior & Manufacturing Company. The two were 
reached by a wagon road or street running southwest from the Dayton St crossing over the Great 
Northern Railroad tracks and were supplied water by a 6-inch wooden pipe running along the 
wagon road. The A. M. Yost & Son’s sawmill was described as a saw mill complex near the 
shore with a steam dry kiln, several outbuildings, and lumber storage areas connected by planked 
walkways and work areas. The Washington Excelsior and Manufacturing Company operated a 
complex at the head of the narrow bay east of the saltwater marsh, with a drag saw, box factory 
using veneer, an excelsior factory, and storage sheds. The drag saw and box factory were located 
over the water and fed with logs taken from the harbor. Both facilities were powered by steam 
created from city water and burned refuse.  
 
By 1926, A. M. Yost & Sons had transitioned to a lumber yard with two large lumber 
warehouses located at the west corner of the established Yost Admiral Way and Dayton Rd 
intersection (Sanborn 1926). The buildings were noted as supported by wood posts which had 
been reinforced with concrete. No further changes were noted on the A. M. Yost & Son’s 
property in 1932 (Sanborn 1926-1932). Development to the southwest of the project was noted 
as a domestic residence owned by J. F. Lavarne by 1926, with a vacant and dilapidated building 
on pilings extending from the shoreline (Sanborn 1926). The map indicated that several large 
buildings on the property were also vacant and remained vacant through 1932 (Sanborn 1926-
1932). Noted changes in 1932 included the addition or movement of two domestic structures and 
the conversion of the vacant building on pilings into an active boat house and wharf. The project 
location itself was depicted along the undulating shoreline boundary, extending into the tidelands 
in line with the Yost complex to the north. 
 
By 1936, the project vicinity had been further divided (Metsker 1936). The north end of the 
project was still operated under A. M. Yost; however, the remaining two thirds of the project 
were held in two lots by owners whose names were illegible in the available atlas. Topographic 
maps produced in 1942 and 1953 depicted the project vicinity as extensively developed with a 
mix of clustered small structures and large independent buildings (Figure 7; USGS 1942, 1953a). 
The shoreline also appeared to have extended to the northwest, possibly through fill activities. 
Historic aerial imagery from this period suggests the small structures were residential buildings 
with beach front access and individual driveways. The large structures were likely industrial 
buildings, warehouses, or boat houses and typically maintained their own wharfs. As noted in the 
Historic Context, the Edmonds Boat Harbor was started in the 1960s and the southern portion 
appeared by 1968 when aerial images were used to revise topographic maps (Figure 8; USGS 
1953b). By this time, many of the larger buildings had been removed from the project vicinity, 
with only a cluster of residential structures still present (USGS 1953b; NETR 2021). 
 
The project location was characterized by many of its modern features by 1980, with the 
northern marina and administrative building completed between the 1969 and 1980 historic 
aerial imagery (NETR 2021). The central marina and northern commercial building were added 
by 1990. While maintenance and improvements were completed on the marina, few changes 
were notable in the project location, with the exception of the view decks which were first 
notable in imagery produced in 2005 (Google 2021; NETR 2021). 
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Figure 4. Portion of USSG 1860 cadastral survey of Township 27 North, Range 03 East, annotated 
with the project location in red. 
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Figure 5. United States Coast and Geodetic Survey annotated with the project location in red (USCS 1872). 


 
Figure 6. Portion of USGS 1897 Snohomish Quadrangle, WA topographic map, annotated with project 
location in red. 
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Figure 7. Portion of USGS 1942 Edmonds West Quadrangle, WA topographic map, annotated with 
project location in red. 


 
Figure 8. Portion of USGS 1969 edition of the 1953 Edmonds West Quadrangle, WA topographic map, 
annotated with project location in red. 
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2.8 Cultural Resources Database Review 
WISAARD: A review of the WISAARD database identified cultural resource studies, precontact 
and postcontact archaeological sites, and historic properties in the vicinity of the project. This 
information provides details about the nature and likelihood of cultural resources at the project 
location (DAHP 2021). Nine cultural resource investigations have been completed within an 
approximately one-mile radius of the proposed project location (Table 1). Assessment methods 
have included pedestrian surveys, documentation of historic structures, subsurface testing, and 
monitoring of construction excavations. None of these investigations have identified any cultural 
resources that would be affected by the current project.  
Table 1. Prior cultural resource surveys within approximately one mile from the project location. 
Author Date Title Results 
Cox and Bard 1996 Draft The Unocal Edmonds Bulk 


Fuel Terminal A Determination 
of National Register Eligibility 


Conducted background research and field documentation to 
evaluate the former fuel terminal for NRHP eligibility. The 
site was considered representative of historical trends but 
was recommended not eligible because it did not play a 
significant role, nor did it retain integrity adequate to 
convey any historical significance. 


Boyle 2004 A Historic Survey of Downtown 
Edmonds 


Presented an historical overview of the City of Edmonds 
and inventoried 83 historic buildings in the City of 
Edmonds. No historic sites were inventoried in the current 
project. The nearest inventoried property was the Railroad 
Station at 201 Railroad Avenue.  


Juell 2006 Archaeological Site Assessment 
of Sound Transit’s Sounder: 
Everett-to-Seattle Commuter 
Rail System, King and 
Snohomish Counties, 
Washington 


Survey identified many areas of thick fill deposits, ballast, 
and steep side slopes; no further work recommended in 
these areas. Subsurface testing and/or monitoring of trench 
excavation were recommended in select locations where 
construction would reach native soils. 


Bush and 
Rowland 


2010 Archaeological Investigation 
Report: City of Edmonds Pump 
Station NO. 2 Replacement, 
Snohomish County, Washington 


Background research and subsurface testing were conducted 
within the project location. No as-yet unrecorded cultural 
resources were identified. An inadvertent discovery protocol 
was provided, and it was recommended the project proceed 
as planned.  


Rinck 2010 Archaeological Investigations at 
the Edmonds Commuter Rail 
Station 


Background research and subsurface testing were conducted 
to determine whether archaeological deposits would be 
affected by improvements to the rail station. Fill was present 
to a mean depth of 5.4 ft. Historic-era (ca. 1900-1957) 
archaeological material was found in a discrete layer in 
three test pits and later recorded as site 45SN574. Further 
testing was recommended to evaluate this deposit for 
potential NRHP eligibility. 


Shantry et al. 2011 Archaeological Monitoring and 
Testing at the Edmonds 
Commuter Rail Station, 
Snohomish County, Washington 


Background research and archaeological sampling were 
conducted to evaluate site 45SN574 for NRHP eligibility. 
Sediment samples were collected from a trench excavated to 
accommodate new stormwater facilities. The density of 
artifacts in the vicinity of the foreman’s house was 
considered to have potential for providing significant 
information about its occupants’ work and domestic lives.  
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Author Date Title Results 
Berger 2014 Cultural Resources Assessment, 


Willow Creek Daylighting 
Project, Edmonds, Snohomish 
County, WA 


Background research and archaeological monitoring were 
conducted for the proposed creek daylighting. All recorded 
sites were located outside of the proposed project. No 
further work was recommended for the Stormwater Outfalls 
and Berm Survey, Marsh Channel Survey, or Daylight 
Channel Survey areas. Archaeological monitoring of 
ground-disturbing work that may intersect native sediments 
was recommended in the portion of the Park Survey area 
situated on a former spit. 


Kassa-
Kleinschmidt 


2018a Cultural Resources Assessment 
for the City of Edmonds, 
Edmonds Street Waterfront 
Connector Project, Edmonds, 
Snohomish County, Washington 


Background research was performed to identify any 
potential impacts of the proposed or alternative project to 
offer a railroad crossing between the waterfront and 
downtown Edmonds. The project was located within 
register-listed Brackett’s Landing and included four 
unrecorded historic structures. While no adverse effects 
were anticipated, additional investigations, evaluations, and 
monitoring activities were recommended once project 
designs were chosen. 


Kassa-
Kleinschmidt 


2018b Addendum for the Cultural 
Resources Assessment for the 
City of Edmonds, Edmonds 
Street Waterfront Connector 
Project, Edmonds, Snohomish 
County, Washington 


This report covered archaeological monitoring associated 
with geotechnical investigations for the above project. 
Testing locations were placed along the shoreline with a 
focus on proposed project activities near Brackett’s Landing 
North. Archaeological monitoring did not result in the 
identification of locations with an increased probability for 
archaeological deposits and no further investigations were 
recommended. 


Berger 2019a Archaeological Monitoring of 
the Edmonds Waterfront Center 
Project, Edmonds, Snohomish 
County, WA 


Archaeological monitoring resulted in the identification of 
one historic-era archaeological site (45SN723), which was 
recorded and evaluated for historic register eligibility. It was 
recommended not eligible for listing on historic registers. 
All ground disturbance for which monitoring was requested 
was complete and no further work was recommended. 


Durkin 2020 Archaeological Monitoring 
Report for the Dayton Street 
Stormwater Pump Station 
Project, City of Edmonds, 
Snohomish County, WA 


Archaeologists were present for ground-disturbing activities 
associated with the Dayton Street Stormwater Pump Station 
Project in February through May 2020. Archaeological 
monitoring did not result in the identification of precontact 
or historic-period archaeological materials. All work 
requiring monitoring was completed.  


 
Four archaeological sites have been recorded within a distance of one mile from the project 
(Table 2). The site nearest to the project is 45SN574 and identified as a fill layer containing 
historic-era artifacts associated with the Great Northern Railroad’s section foreman’s house, 
water tower, and cabin. This site was discovered in test pits excavated by backhoe during an 
archaeological survey for proposed storm drain improvements at the Edmonds Rail Station 
(Shantry et al. 2011:1). Archaeological monitoring and testing were conducted to collect samples 
of archaeological material and document site stratigraphy. Based upon the results of these 
investigations, site 45SN574 was recommended eligible for the NRHP because it was considered 
to have the potential to provide significant information about the past, namely details about 
working class life on the Edmonds waterfront in the early twentieth century (Shantry et al. 
2011:39). 
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Table 2. Recorded archaeological sites within one mile of the project. 
Site  
Number 


Site  
Type 


Distance  
from Project 


Historic  
Register Status 


Potential  
Impacts 


45SN574 Historic debris 
scatter/concentration, 
historic structure 
unknown 


500 ft E Recommended eligible for 
NRHP. 


None. 


45SN723 Historic debris 
scatter/concentration 
historic structures not 
specified 


640 ft NE Determined not eligible. None. 


45SN310 Precontact shell midden 0.40 mile SE No formal determination.  None. 


45SN743 Historic debris 
scatter/concentration 


0.72 mile NE Determined not eligible.  None. 


 
Site 45SN723 was identified as the remains of the Shingle Mill Dry Kiln associated with the 
Quality Shingle Mill Company (Berger 2019b). This site consists of a historic debris 
scatter/concentration described as “include[s] a concrete foundation overlain by a demolition 
debris/fill deposit containing many bricks and brick fragments, a few pieces of container glass, 
and a few metal items including chain links, rollers, and straps” (Berger 2019b:2) identified 
during archaeological monitoring. The site was recommended and determined not eligible for 
historic register listing as it lacked temporal information and appeared typical of historical 
redevelopment of formerly industrial waterfront properties.  
 
Site 45SN310, located near the Deer Creek Hatchery access road, was identified as finely 
crushed mussel, barnacle and cockle shell that is visible in patches at the ground surface (Bard 
and McClintock 1996:6). Subsurface testing has not been conducted at this site and its 
significance has not been evaluated.  
 
Site 45SN743 is a historic debris scatter/concentration consisting of historic-period and 
temporally non-diagnostic glass and metal artifacts dating to between 1900 and 1945 (Adams 
2020). These artifacts were identified during a shovel probe survey. This site was recommended 
and determined not eligible for historic register listing.  
 
Eight historic register listed properties have been recorded within a one-mile radius of the project 
location (Table 3). The nearest to the project is Brackett’s Landing, listed on the NRHP in 1970 
and located on the waterfront at the foot of Main Street, is presently a city park located 
approximately 0.3 mile northeast of the project location. Brackett’s Landing is named for George 
Brackett who pulled his canoe on shore on this sandy beach in 1870 during a storm (Warner 
1969). This site is considered historically significant as the development of Edmonds ultimately 
opened the portion of the Washington Territory between Everett and Seattle. This site is outside 
of the project location and will not be impacted, physically or visually. 
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Table 3. Historic register properties recorded within approximately one mile from the project.  
Register Name  Address Historic Use Date Historic Register Status  Potential 


Effect 
Brackett’s Landing Waterfront at foot 


of Main Street 
Historic Marker 1870 Listed on WHR in 1970. 


Listed on the ERHP in 
2009.  


None. 


IOOF (Oddfellows) 
Hall 


542 Main Street Community 
Building 


1894 Listed on WHR in 1972; 
listed on ERHP in 2008. 


None. 


Edmonds Carnegie 
Library 


118 Fifth Avenue 
North 


Community 
Building 


1910 Listed on WHR and 
NRHP in 1973; listed on 
ERHP in 2004. 


None. 


Olympic View Hotel Second Avenue 
& Bell Street 


Commercial 
Building 


1894 Listed on WHR in 1972; 
listed on ERHP in 2009. 


None. 


Site of First School 
in District No. 15 


233 Third Ave N School 1884 Listed on WHR in 1972; 
listed on ERHP in 2008. 


None. 


Edmonds High 
School 


410 4th Avenue 
North 


School 1909-
1939 


Listed on WHR in1986. None. 


Wells House 120 Edmonds 
Street 


Single-family 
residence 


1891 Listed on WHR in 1975. None. 


Ganahl-Hanley Log 
Cabin 


120 5th Avenue 
North 


Single-family 
residence 


1930 Listed on WHR in 1999; 
listed on ERHP in 2009. 


None. 


 
There are two structures of historic age that have been inventoried within 0.25 mile of the project 
location (Table 4). These are both located to the northeast of the project. The nearest is the 
Edmonds Senior Center Building constructed in 1935 and determined not eligible for listing on 
historic registers. The building was replaced ca. 2019 (Berger 2019a). The second is the Amtrak 
Station built in 1955 which was recommended as not historically significant but has yet to have a 
formal determination by DAHP.  
 
Table 4. Surveyed historic structures within .25 mile of the project. 
Name, Address  
(Property ID) 


Address Date of  
Construction 


Historic  
Register Status 


Potential  
Impacts 


Amtrak Station (39544) 211 Railroad 
Ave 


1935 No formal determination.  None. 


Edmonds Senior Center Building 
(671258) 


220 Railroad 
Ave 


1955 Determined not eligible. None. 


 
No cemeteries or Traditional Cultural Properties (TCPs) have been recorded on WISAARD 
within the project vicinity.  
 
Edmonds Register of Historic Places: There are 18 properties currently designated as historic 
resources and listed on the Edmonds Register of Historic Places (ERHP) (ERHP 2018). Of these, 
Brackett’s Landing North Site, listed in 2009, is the closest to the project location. 


3.0 Archaeological Expectations 


3.1 Archaeological Predictive Models 
State Model: The DAHP statewide predictive model uses environmental data associated with 
documented archaeological sites to identify areas at which undocumented sites may be found 
(Kauhi and Markert 2009). Environmental categories included in the model are elevation, slope, 
aspect, distance to water, geology, soils, and landforms. The model contains five probability 
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ranks: (1) low risk, (2) moderately low risk, (3) moderate risk, (4) high risk, and (5) very high 
risk. The model ranks the project as very high risk.  


3.2 Archaeological Expectations 
This assessment considers the implications of the predictive model coupled with an 
understanding of geomorphological context, local settlement patterns, and post-depositional 
processes to characterize the potential for archaeological deposits to be encountered. Mapped 
surface geology and soils in the project location are derived from modified landscapes. Historic 
maps depicted the project as within the tidal flats and a marsh, which were slowly altered and 
developed. This is supported by geotechnical investigations for the project which recorded 15 to 
25 ft of fill below the current asphalt surface, overlying interglacial sediment deposits of the 
Whidbey Formation.   
 
At the time of this research, no recorded precontact archaeological sites or ethnographically 
named places were identified in the immediate vicinity of the project. The project was a 
favorable location to precontact people as it appears to encompass the transitional zone between 
the marsh, the drier, more stable uplands, and the coastal beach. Historically, the natural estuary 
environment of the project location would have provided a rich array of plant and animal 
resources available for people living and moving through the local area. However, the inundated 
nature of the lagoon and estuarine depositional environments from which the Holocene-aged 
sediment originated indicates that this portion of the project would not have been favorable for 
occupation. Precontact archaeology identified along the shoreline environments demonstrates 
that peoples occupied dry environments adjacent to tidal flats, such as sand marshes, as well as 
level upland areas just above the beach (see Larson and Lewarch 1995). According to recorded 
data, types of precontact and ethnohistoric cultural resources that could be present may include 
evidence of resource procurement activities such as gathering of terrestrial and marine plant and 
animal resources, resource processing activities, shell middens, fish weirs, stone and bone tools 
or implements, hearth features/fire-modified rock, temporary camps, and/or shoreline travel, 
which could represent a range of domestic, subsistence, and ceremonial activities. 
 
Historic era development included construction on pilings, planked walkways, wagon roads, and 
residential and commercial buildings; and fill activities. Historic aerial images from the mid-
1900s indicates the construction of the northern marina of the Edmonds Boat Harbor, 
administrative building, and parking lot required the removal of a significant amount of historic-
era construction and alteration of shoreline landscapes. These activities likely turbated, removed, 
or buried the majority of near surface sediments within the project location, leaving little if any 
intact near surface sediments. As a result, near surface native soils are expected to have been 
removed or filled over within portions of the project. Recent geotechnical investigations suggest 
any intact Holocene beach or intertidal deposits present may be limited or buried below 15 ft or 
more of fill materials and therefore there is a limited potential for significant (i.e. intact) 
archaeological deposits within the vertical extent of project excavations. 
 
Archaeological deposits most likely to be present in the project location are generally anticipated 
to date to the historic period. Based on available historic data, deposits would likely be related to 
historic sawmill and box manufacturing operations dating as early as the late 1800s and early 
1900s. However, given past landform alteration, development, and demolition, it is less likely 
that significant (i.e. intact) historic deposits will be present within the project location. As 
discussed by previous researchers working in similar environments, the historic-era resources 
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most likely to be found in the project location are types that have been previously determined not 
to meet eligibility criteria for listing on the NRHP (Miss et al. 2010:75). These kinds of resources 
included: 


• pilings, decking, trestle, ballast, and railroad track and ties, unless of clearly 
unusual construction; remains of infrastructure including abandoned utilities, 
portions of seawall, and brick or planked roadways, unless of clearly unusual 
construction; 


• mass deposits of wood, lumber, coal, or cinders; 
• loose bricks, mortar, or other architectural materials;  
• and historic-period materials within unstratified dredge spoils or regraded fill that 


is not associated with a feature or stable surface. 
Resources that could be considered to be significant would be those identified within intact strata 
and may consist of foundations and/or quantities of artifacts that could be linked with historic 
companies or individuals.  


4.0 Field Investigations  
Total Area Examined:  The entire project (~1 acre).  
 
Areas not examined: None. 
 
Date(s) of Survey: October 25 and November 12, 2021. 
 
Fieldwork conducted by: Margaret Berger and David R. Carlson. Notes are on file with CRC.  
 
Field Methodology: Field investigations consisted of pedestrian survey and photo-documentation 
of the historic structures within the project location.  


5.0 Results and Recommendations 


5.1 Cultural Resources Identified 
During background research and field investigation, no archaeological sites were identified at the 
project location. Two historic structures, the Port of Edmonds Administration Building and 
North Portwalk (DAHP Properties # 726371 and 726372), were identified, recorded, and 
evaluated for listing on historic registers.  


5.2 Historic Property Inventory and Evaluation 


5.2.1 Physical Descriptions 
Two historic properties, the Port of Edmonds Administration Building (DAHP Property # 
726371) and North Portwalk (DAHP Property # 726372) were observed within the project 
location (Figure 9; Attachment B).  
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Figure 9. Satellite image of project location annotated with inventoried historic properties. 


DAHP Property # 726371: The property is a two-story commercial/administrative building 
constructed at 300 Admiral Way ca. 1969 (Figure 10; Snohomish County Assessor 2021). It sits 
centrally on a 14.22-acre lot of mixed terrestrial and shoreline landscapes. The building faces to 
the northwest. It has a rectangular-with-wing footprint that can be described as a 40 ft wide 
(northeast to southwest) by 80 ft long (northwest to southeast) block with a 32 ft by 20 ft wing 
projecting to the northwest, flush with the southwest face. A set of covered and partially 
enclosed stairs are located on the external northeast face of the wing. A shallow, cantilevered bay 
expands the second-floor footprint on the northwest face of the wing. A 9 ft by 9 ft elevator wing 
extends to the northeast of the main body of the building, flush with its northwest face. 
 
The building sits on a slab foundation and is composed of concrete block masonry. A 
rectangular, low-pitch, hip roof covers the main body, wing, and stairwell, while secondary roofs 
cover the bay window and elevator wing. The roofs generally terminate in narrow to minimal 
eaves above a wide, metal cornice board. The roof over the bay window has a wide eave to the 
northwest to provide a visor for the sea-ward facing windows. A partial slatted-board screen 
descends from eaves to further protect the window. The screen is supported by cantilevered 
braces protruding from the base of the bay wing, with a slatted-board decking to provide 
coverage for a public meeting place below. A first-floor hip-roofed visor extends over the eastern 
corner of the building to provide a covered area for a public announcement board. The building 
is generally clad as exposed concrete block masonry, except for the vertical-plank clad elevator 
wing. The building is painted gray with blue trim on the cornices and has a blue band between 
the first and second floors. 


Port of Edmonds 
Administration Building 
Property # 726371 


Port of Edmonds 
North Portwalk 
Property # 726372 
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Figure 10. Overview of north elevation of Port of Edmonds Administration Building (DAHP Property # 726371) at 
300 Admiral Way, view to the south. 


The building is accessed by standard-width steel doors on the southwest face and at the 
stairwells, with separate doors for the public restrooms. Two sets of segmented, roll-up garage 
doors are located centrally on the northeast face of the building. Recessed blue wood panels with 
sets of three-sash, ribbon windows are set above the doors to create the impression of a two-floor 
garage door, with only the decorative blue band to define the separation. Windows on the 
building are aluminum-framed and set in moderate-width plain trim surrounds. Windows are 
typically set as singular or paired, fixed-frame and horizontal sliding windows of medium 
dimensions, and are restricted to second-floor locations. The bay and stairwell windows form the 
exception with the bay formed almost entirely of floor-to-ceiling fixed-frame window sashes, 
with small apertures at the base of side-windows. The stairwell window, located on the northwest 
face, is composed of four, fixed-frame sashes, set as two vertical sashes bound by upper and 
bottom horizontal sashes, and dominating three-quarters of the face of the stairwell, the lower 
quarter being covered in wood panels. A Port of Edmonds emblem and sign is located on the 
northeast face of the elevator wing. 
 
DAHP Property # 726372: The property is a portion of a boardwalk at 300-336 Admiral Way 
built ca. 1969 (Figure 11; NETR 2021; Snohomish County Assessor 2021). It can be described 
as an approximately 900 ft long section of the pressure-treated lumber walkway that stretches 
along the exterior of the marina seawall from the northern breakwater to the central marina ramp. 
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The boardwalk is connected by 6 access ramps to the northern marina docks and one access ramp 
to the central marina dock. A small temporary dock extends from the north end of the boardwalk 
and five small view decks are located along the seaward side of the boardwalk. Access to the 
underside of the boardwalk was limited and is here supplemented by images taken during a 
feasibility study of the boardwalk (C G Engineering 2021). 
 


 
Figure 11. Overview of Port of Edmonds North Portwalk (DAHP Property # 726372) at 300-336 Admiral Way, 
view to the northeast. Image taken near southwest corner of Port of Edmonds Administration Building (DAHP 
Property # 726371) and partially visible at far right of image. 


The boardwalk is composed of pressure-treated lumber framing and decking, and rests on 
creosote-treated timber piles, spaced 8 ft apart and placed adjacent to the seawall, and paired 
vertical-and-battered steel piles, spaced 16 ft apart and along the seaward edge of the boardwalk. 
The view decks are supported by cantilevered, sistered lumber joists. The boardwalk is bound on 
the seaward edge by lumber framed fencing. North of the southern-most docks of the North 
Marina, this is generally composed of large timbers mounted vertically on steel base-brackets set 
on top of the decking and connected at corners by 45-degree brackets. The top bar is composed 
of continuous, angle-mounted timber planks and metal railing panels form the internal, protective 
barriers. The wood does not appear to have any additional protective treatments, such as varnish 
or paint. Fencing south of the North Marina docks is composed of timber framed fencing 
mounted laterally to the underdeck framing and protrudes vertically through the boardwalk 
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decking. The fence rails are wood planks mounted directly to the posts, and the whole ensemble 
is painted white with blue accents. 
 
Additional elements include piping and hoses associated with marina utilities and are mounted to 
the outside and underside of the boardwalk through steel brackets. Benches and picnic tables 
built of pressure-treated timbers are mounted to the boardwalk decking by steel fasteners. 
 
The boardwalk shows some alteration, through the addition of the view decks, variation in 
fencing styles, and through the routine maintenance made evident by several replaced decking 
planks. 


5.2.2 Evaluation of Significance 
Eligibility Criteria: These structures were evaluated for their significance based on criteria for 
listing on the NRHP and the Washington Heritage Register (WHR). According to NRHP 
assessment criteria developed by the National Park Service (NPS), historical significance is 
conveyed by properties: 
 


A. That are associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of our 
history; or 
B. That are associated with the lives of persons significant in our past; or 
C. That embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction or that represent 
the work of a master, or that possess high artistic values, or that represent a significant and distinguishable 
entity whose components may lack individual distinction; or 
D. That have yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history [NPS 2002:2]. 


 
According to the NRHP guidelines, the “essential physical features” of a property must be intact 
for it to convey its significance, and the resource must retain its integrity, or “the ability of a 
property to convey its significance” (NPS 2002:44). The seven aspects of integrity are: 


• Location (the place where the historic property was constructed or the place where the historic event 
occurred); 


• Design (the combination of elements that create the form, plan, space, structure, and style of a property); 
• Setting (the physical environment of a historic property); 
• Materials (the physical elements that were combined or deposited during a particular period of time and 


in a particular pattern or configuration to form a historic property); 
• Workmanship (the physical evidence of the crafts of a particular culture or people during any given 


period of history or prehistory); 
• Feeling (a property's expression of the aesthetic or historic sense of a particular period of time); and 
• Association (the direct link between an important historic event or person and a historic property) [NPS 


2002:44]. 
 
Criteria used for assessment of potential eligibility for the Washington Heritage Register (WHR) 
are similar to NRHP criteria. Criteria to qualify include: 


•  A building, site, structure or object must be at least 50 years old. If newer, the resource should have 
documented exceptional significance. 


• The resource should have a high to medium level of integrity, i.e. it should retain important character 
defining features from its historic period of construction. 


• The resource should have documented historical significance at the local, state or federal level. [DAHP 
2020:1] 


 
DAHP Property #726371: The Administrative Building was constructed ca. 1969 (NETR 2021; 
Snohomish County Assessor 2021). The Port of Edmonds was created in 1948, beginning the 
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process of altering shoreline properties for public and economic development. Construction of 
the Edmonds Boat Harbor’s south marina began in 1961 after the Port acquired the necessary 
properties (Port of Edmonds 2009, 2021). Construction of the northern marina and the 
administrative building began in 1969 and represents the culmination of efforts to build the 
Edmonds Boat Harbor, now known as the Port of Edmonds Marina. This construction represents 
a culmination of the effort and influence of the Port on the development of the Edmonds 
waterfront for public use. The building appears to be inspired by New Traditional and New 
Formalist architectural styles with a low-pitch, hip roof with wide trim cornices evoking classical 
themes and the use of screens and vertical expanses providing a monumentalism to the more 
utilitarian construction and façade (Houser 2016; McAlester 2013). A geotechnical review of the 
structure’s ground stability was completed in 2002 (Landau 2002). The report indicated some 
foundational repairs had been completed in 1980-1981 through the cement filling of sub-
foundational gaps and cavities. Cracks in the mortar of the building were also observed, 
suggesting the building was settling unevenly. While these cracks and repairs speak to a limited 
structural integrity, the building itself still retains the design and materials which give it 
historical integrity. 
 
Background research indicates the building is associated with the construction and expansion of 
the Edmonds Boat Harbor and development of Port of Edmonds services. It is recommended 
eligible under Criteria A, as representative of the Port of Edmonds efforts to build a marina and 
develop the Edmonds shoreline for public use, and B, for its use as the Port of Edmonds 
Administration Building and base of operations. The building is inspired by architectural styles 
of the 1960s but does not appear to be representative of a particular style, construction technique, 
or work of a master. It is recommended not eligible under Criterion C. It is not associated with an 
archaeological site, nor is it likely to yield as-of-yet unknown information important to history or 
prehistory. It is recommended not eligible under Criterion D. 
 
The building appears to have been minimally altered and maintains integrity of association, 
design, feeling, location, materials, setting, and workmanship. 
 
The building is recommended eligible for listing on the NRHP under Criteria A and B for its 
association with the Port of Edmonds and its development of the marina in the 1960s. It is 
recommended eligible for listing on the WHR at the local level for its association with the Port 
of Edmonds and for its high level of integrity. 
 
DAHP Property #726372: The North Portwalk was constructed ca. 1969 (NETR 2021; 
Snohomish County Assessor 2021). The Port of Edmonds was created in 1948, beginning the 
process of developing shoreline properties for public and economic development (Port of 
Edmonds 2009, 2021). Construction of the Edmonds Boat Harbor’s South Marina began in 1961 
after the Port acquired the necessary properties. Construction of the North Marina and the 
Portwalk began in 1969 and represent the culmination of efforts to build the Edmonds Boat 
Harbor. The Portwalk is of utilitarian design. Additionally, the portwalk was altered ca. 2004 
through the addition of the viewing decks, as seen in the cantilevered, sistered joists and historic 
aerial imagery (C G Engineering 2021; Google 2021; NETR 2021). Variations in fencing styles 
also suggest at least part of the boardwalk and fencing have been re-designed since initial 
construction. 
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Background research indicates the Portwalk is associated with the construction and expansion of 
the Edmonds Boat Harbor and development of Port of Edmonds services. However, the Portwalk 
has been altered and is no longer representative of this phase of development. It is recommended 
not eligible under Criteria A or B. The Portwalk is of utilitarian design and has been altered 
through repairs and additions. It is recommended not eligible under Criterion C. The Portwalk is 
not associated with an archaeological site and is not likely to yield as-of-yet unknown 
information important to history or prehistory. It is recommended not eligible under Criterion D. 
For these same reasons, it is recommended not eligible as an historically significant structure at 
the local, state, or national levels. 
 
Alterations to the Portwalk have diminished the integrity of association, design, feeling, 
materials, and workmanship. The Portwalk maintains integrity of location and setting along the 
marina seawall and parking lot. 
 
The Portwalk does not meet the necessary criteria or levels of integrity and is recommended not 
eligible for listing on the NRHP or WHR. 


5.3 Conclusions and Recommendations 
This assessment was conducted to determine potential effects of this project on cultural 
resources. Background research and site photo-documentation identified two historic properties 
within the project location. These were identified as the Port of Edmonds Administration 
Building (DAHP Property # 726371) and North Portwalk (DAHP Property # 726372), which 
were built ca. 1969 as part of the construction of the northern marina at the Edmonds Boat 
Harbor, now known as the Port of Edmonds Marina. The Administration Building is 
recommended eligible for listing on the NRHP under Criterion A, as representative of the Port of 
Edmonds efforts to build a marina and develop the Edmonds shoreline, and under Criterion B, 
for its use as the Port of Edmonds Administration Building and base of operations. It is also 
recommended eligible for listing on the WHR at the local level for its high level of integrity and 
association with the development of Edmonds and its local government. The North Portwalk has 
been altered over the years and is recommended not eligible for listing on the NRHP or WHR. 
CRC recommends consultation with DAHP for concurrence on these recommendations and for 
advice concerning appropriate mitigation efforts to affected resources, if applicable. 
 
As currently defined, ground disturbing activities within the project location with the potential to 
expose buried sediments are expected to take place within the fill deposits and are not likely to 
exposed buried relict surfaces or deposits. No additional cultural resources investigation is 
recommended at this time. If project activities result in the discovery of archaeological materials, 
project staff should halt work in the immediate area and contact the technical staff at DAHP and 
representatives of identified area Tribes, as outlined in the inadvertent discovery protocol 
described below (Attachment B). Work should be stopped until further investigation and 
appropriate consultation have concluded. In the event that human remains are inadvertently 
revealed, project staff should immediately stop work, cover, and secure the remains against 
further disturbance, and contact law enforcement personnel, consistent with the provisions set 
forth in RCW 27.44.055 and RCW 68.60.055. 


6.0 Limitations of this Assessment 
No cultural resources study can assess with complete certainty whether archaeological sites, 
historic properties, or traditional cultural properties exist at a project location. The information 
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presented in this report is based on professional opinions derived from CRC’s analysis and 
interpretation of available documents, records, literature, and information identified in this report 
and on field investigation and observations. The conclusions and recommendations presented 
apply to current and reasonably foreseeable project conditions. The data, conclusions, and 
interpretations in this report should not be construed as a warranty of subsurface conditions. 
They do not apply to site changes of which CRC is not aware and has not had the opportunity to 
evaluate. 
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Appendix A. Correspondence with Tribes. 


 


CULTURAL RESOURCE CONSULTANTS, LLC.      PO BOX 4159, SEATTLE, WA  98194 
PHONE 206.855.9020     -      sonja@crcwa.com 


 


 
 
Stillaguamish Tribe 
Kerry Lyste, Cultural Resources 
3322 236th Street NE, Arlington, WA  98223 
 
July 16, 2021 
 
Re:  Cultural Resources Assessment for the Port of Edmonds North Portwalk and Seawall 
Reconstruction Project, Edmonds, Snohomish County, Washington 
 
Dear Kerry: 
 
I am writing to inform you of a cultural resources assessment for the above referenced project 
and to seek additional information about the project area the Tribe may have that is not readily 
available through other written sources. This letter is on a technical staff-to-technical staff basis 
to inquire about project-related cultural information or concerns. It is not intended as formal 
government-to-government consultation to be initiated by the appropriate regulatory agency.  
 
The project is located in Section 23, Township 27 North, Range 05 East Willamette Meridian at 
300 - 336 Admiral Way in Edmonds, Snohomish County, Washington. Port of Edmonds 
proposes to replace approximately 1,000 linear feet of seawall and walkway, and associated 
stormwater and other utilities. CRC will provide information regarding known cultural resources 
needed for the SEPA checklist, and a cultural resources overview report for Section 106 
compliance. 
 
We are in the process of reviewing available information. Background research will include a 
site files search at the Washington State Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation, 
review of previously recorded cultural resource reports, and review of pertinent published 
literature and ethnographies. Results of our investigations will be presented in a technical memo. 
  
We are aware that not all information is contained within published sources. Should the Tribe 
have additional information to support our assessment, we would very much like to include it in 
our study. Please contact me at sonja@crcwa.com or 360-395-8879 should you wish to provide 
any comments. I appreciate your assistance in this matter and look forward to hearing from you. 
 
Sincerely,  


 
Sonja Kleinschmidt, Projects Manager 
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CULTURAL RESOURCE CONSULTANTS, LLC.      PO BOX 4159, SEATTLE, WA  98194 
PHONE 206.855.9020     -      sonja@crcwa.com 


 


 
 
Tulalip Tribes 
Richard Young  
6410 23rd Ave NE, Tulalip, WA  98271 
 
July 16, 2021 
 
Re:  Cultural Resources Assessment for the Port of Edmonds North Portwalk and Seawall 
Reconstruction Project, Edmonds, Snohomish County, Washington 
 
Dear Richard: 
 
I am writing to inform you of a cultural resources assessment for the above referenced project 
and to seek additional information about the project area the Tribe may have that is not readily 
available through other written sources. This letter is on a technical staff-to-technical staff basis 
to inquire about project-related cultural information or concerns. It is not intended as formal 
government-to-government consultation to be initiated by the appropriate regulatory agency.  
 
The project is located in Section 23, Township 27 North, Range 05 East Willamette Meridian at 
300 - 336 Admiral Way in Edmonds, Snohomish County, Washington. Port of Edmonds 
proposes to replace approximately 1,000 linear feet of seawall and walkway, and associated 
stormwater and other utilities. CRC will provide information regarding known cultural resources 
needed for the SEPA checklist, and a cultural resources overview report for Section 106 
compliance. 
 
We are in the process of reviewing available information. Background research will include a 
site files search at the Washington State Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation, 
review of previously recorded cultural resource reports, and review of pertinent published 
literature and ethnographies. Results of our investigations will be presented in a technical memo. 
  
We are aware that not all information is contained within published sources. Should the Tribe 
have additional information to support our assessment, we would very much like to include it in 
our study. Please contact me at sonja@crcwa.com or 360-395-8879 should you wish to provide 
any comments. I appreciate your assistance in this matter and look forward to hearing from you. 
 
Sincerely,  


 
Sonja Kleinschmidt, Projects Manager 
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CULTURAL RESOURCE CONSULTANTS, LLC.      PO BOX 4159, SEATTLE, WA  98194 
PHONE 206.855.9020     -      sonja@crcwa.com 


 


 
 
Suquamish Tribe 
Stephanie Trudel 
PO Box 498, Suquamish, WA  98392-0498 
 
July 16, 2021 
 
Re:  Cultural Resources Assessment for the Port of Edmonds North Portwalk and Seawall 
Reconstruction Project, Edmonds, Snohomish County, Washington 
 
Dear Stephanie: 
 
I am writing to inform you of a cultural resources assessment for the above referenced project 
and to seek additional information about the project area the Tribe may have that is not readily 
available through other written sources. This letter is on a technical staff-to-technical staff basis 
to inquire about project-related cultural information or concerns. It is not intended as formal 
government-to-government consultation to be initiated by the appropriate regulatory agency.  
 
The project is located in Section 23, Township 27 North, Range 05 East Willamette Meridian at 
300 - 336 Admiral Way in Edmonds, Snohomish County, Washington. Port of Edmonds 
proposes to replace approximately 1,000 linear feet of seawall and walkway, and associated 
stormwater and other utilities. CRC will provide information regarding known cultural resources 
needed for the SEPA checklist, and a cultural resources overview report for Section 106 
compliance. 
 
We are in the process of reviewing available information. Background research will include a 
site files search at the Washington State Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation, 
review of previously recorded cultural resource reports, and review of pertinent published 
literature and ethnographies. Results of our investigations will be presented in a technical memo. 
  
We are aware that not all information is contained within published sources. Should the Tribe 
have additional information to support our assessment, we would very much like to include it in 
our study. Please contact me at sonja@crcwa.com or 360-395-8879 should you wish to provide 
any comments. I appreciate your assistance in this matter and look forward to hearing from you. 
 
Sincerely,  


 
Sonja Kleinschmidt, Projects Manager 
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July 20, 2021 
 
Sonja Kleinschmidt 
Cultural Resource Consultants  
P.O. Box 4159  
Seattle, WA 98194  
 
RE: Port of Edmonds North Portwalk and Seawall Reconstruction Project, Edmonds, Snohomish 
County, Washington  
Request for Traditional Cultural Property Information Suquamish Tribe Reference: 21-7-20-4  
 
Dear Sonja:  
 
Thank you for consulting with the Suquamish Tribe regarding CRC’s cultural resources 
assessment for the Port of Edmonds North Portwalk and Seawall Reconstruction Project in 
Edmonds, Washington.  The project area is within the adjudicated Usual & Accustomed fishing 
grounds and stations (U&A) of the Suquamish Tribe.  Suquamish People camped on the sand 
spit fronting the Edmonds Marsh to fish, hunt, harvest shellfish, and collect plant resources in the 
marsh, such as cattails for fabricating mats.  Oral histories document Suquamish seasonal use 
from the pre-contact period through the early 1900s. 
 
Please contact me at 360-394-8533 or via e-mail at strudel@suquamish.nsn.us as additional 
project information becomes available. 
 
Sincerely,  
 


 
 
Stephanie E. Trudel  
Archaeologist 
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7/22/2021 Cultural Resource Consultants, Inc. Mail - 2107K Letter to Stillaguamish Tribe


https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=62e4125605&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1705490487464703731&simpl=msg-f%3A1705490487464703731 1/2


Sonja Kleinschmidt <sonja@crcwa.com>


2107K Letter to Stillaguamish Tribe 


Kerry Lyste <klyste@stillaguamish.com> Fri, Jul 16, 2021 at 5:41 PM
To: Sonja Kleinschmidt <sonja@crcwa.com>
Cc: THPO Stillaguamish <THPO@stillaguamish.com>


Hi Sonja,


 


Thank you for your letter about the Port of Edmonds North Portwalk and Seawall reconstruction. We have
no information to provide to you at this time, but would appreciate your continued communication on this
project.


 


Best, KL


 


Kerry Lyste 
THPO/GIS Database Administrator;


Stillaguamish Tribe of Indians


3322 236th Street NE, Arlington, WA 98223


Mailing Address: PO Box 277,  Arlington, WA 98223


Ph:360-572-3072              Fax: 360-659-3113


haʔɫ sgʷədgʷádad ʔə ti stuləgʷabš: kʷədiid ti xə̌ču̓sadad ʔə ti yəlabčəɫ


The good words of the Stillaguamish: To honor and care for cultural teachings. 


[Quoted text hidden]
[Quoted text hidden]


Sonja 


 


--


[Quoted text hidden]


[Quoted text hidden]
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Appendix B. Historic Property Inventory Forms 
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Appendix C. Inadvertent Discovery Protocol 
In accordance with RCW 27.44 Indian Graves and Records Act, RCW 27.53 Archaeological 
Sites and Resources, RCW 68.50 Human Remains, and RCW 68.60, Abandoned and Historic 
Cemeteries and Historic Graves, the following steps will be taken in the event that 
archaeological materials and/or human remains are discovered: 
 
Procedures for Discovery of Potential or Actual Cultural Resources 
Upon discovery of a potential or actual archaeological site or cultural resources as defined by 
RCW 27.44 Indian Graves and Records Act and RCW 27.53 Archaeological Sites and 
Resources, City of Sammamish, its employees, contractors, and sub-contractors shall: 
 


(a) Immediately cease or halt ground disturbing, construction, or other activities around 
the area of the discovery and secure the area with a perimeter of not less than 30 feet until 
all procedures are completed and the parties agree that activities can resume. If such a 
perimeter would materially impact agency functions mandated by law, related to health, 
safety, or environmental concerns, then the secured area shall be of a size and extent 
practicable to provide maximum protection to the resource under the circumstances. 
Project activities that are not ground disturbing may continue outside the secured 
perimeter around the findings. No one shall excavate any findings and all findings will be 
left in place, undisturbed and without analysis, until consultation with DAHP and 
identified area Tribes regarding a final disposition of the findings has been completed. In 
accordance with RCW 27.53.060, no one shall knowingly remove or collect any 
archaeological objects without obtaining a permit. 
 
(b) Notify the State Archaeologist at DAHP, identified area Tribes, and USACE of the 
discovery as soon as possible and no later than 24 hours of the discovery. If human 
remains are found, the project proponent shall follow notification procedures specified 
below. 
 
(c) Arrange for the parties to conduct a joint viewing of the discovery within 48 hours of 
the notification or at the earliest possible time thereafter. After the joint viewing, taking 
into account any recommendations made by the Tribes, USACE, and DAHP, the parties 
shall discuss the potential significance, if any, of the discovery. 
 
(d) Consult with the identified area Tribes, USACE, and DAHP on the transfer and final 
disposition of artifacts. Until the Tribe has a repository that meets the standards of 
curation established 36 CFR Part 79, artifacts shall be curated using an institution or 
organization that meets curation standards, selected through consultation with the Tribes. 
 


Procedures for Discovery of Human Skeletal Remains  
Upon discovery of human skeletal remains on non-federal and non-Tribal land and in accordance 
with RCWs 68.50.645, 27.44.055, and 68.60.055, Port of Edmonds, its employees, contractors, 
and sub-contractors shall take the following steps: 
 


(a) If ground-disturbing activities encounter human skeletal remains during the course of 
construction, then all activity must cease that may cause further disturbance to those 
remains and the area of the find must be secured and protected from further disturbance. 
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In addition, the finding of human skeletal remains must be reported to the Snohomish 
County Medical Examiner’s Office and Snohomish County Sheriff’s Office in the most 
expeditious manner possible. The remains should not be touched, moved, or further 
disturbed. 


 
(b) The Snohomish County Medical Examiner’s Office will assume jurisdiction over the 
human skeletal remains and make a determination as to whether the remains are forensic 
or non-forensic. If the county medical examiner determines the remains are non-forensic, 
they will report that finding to DAHP who will then take jurisdiction over the remains 
and report them to the appropriate cemeteries and affected Tribes. The State Physical 
Anthropologist will make a determination as to whether the remains are Indian or Non-
Indian and report that finding to any appropriate cemeteries and the affected Tribes.  


 
 (c) DAHP will handle all consultation with the affected parties as to the future 
 preservation, excavation, and disposition of the remains if no federal agency is involved. 
 
Confidentiality of Information 
The project proponent and their authorized representative recognizes that archaeological sites are 
sensitive cultural resources that can become targets of vandalism and illegal removal activities. 
The project proponent or their authorized representative shall keep and maintain as confidential 
all information regarding any discovered cultural resources, particularly the location of known or 
suspected archaeological property, and exempt all such information from public disclosure 
consistent with RCW 42.17.300.  
 
Contact Information 
The lead representatives and primary contacts of each party under this plan are as identified 
below. The parties may identify other individuals as primary contacts before the commencement 
of any particular project element. 
 
Stillaguamish Tribe of Indians 
3310 Smokey Point Drive 
PO Box 277 
Arlington, WA 98223-0277 
Primary Contact: Kerry Lyste, THPO, Cultural Resources, 360-652-7362 ext. 226, 
klyste@stillaguamish.com 
 
Suquamish Tribe 
PO Box 498 
Suquamish, WA 98392-0498 
Primary Contact: Dennis Lewarch, THPO, 360-394-8529, dlewarch@Suquamish.nsn.us 
 
Tulalip Tribes 
6410 23rd Ave NE 
Tulalip, WA 98271 
Primary Contact: Richard Young, Cultural Resources, 360-716-2652,  
ryoung@tulaliptribes-nsn.gov 
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Washington Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation (DAHP) 
P.O. Box 48343 
Olympia, WA 98504-8343 
Primary Contact: Rob Whitlam, State Archaeologist, 360-890-2615, Rob.Whitlam@dahp.wa.gov 
Primary Contact for Human Remains: Guy Tasa, State Physical Anthropologist, 360-790-1633, 
Guy.Tasa@dahp.wa.gov 
 
United States Army Corps of Engineers, Regulatory Branch 
PO Box 3755 
Seattle, WA 98124 
Primary Contact: Lance Lundquist, Cultural Resource Program Manager, 206-764-6909, or 
Stephanie Neil, Archaeologist, 206-764-6941 
 
Snohomish County Medical Examiner’s 
9509 29th Ave W 
Everett, WA 98204 
Lead Representative: J. Matthew Lacy, MD, Chief Medical Examiner 
Primary Contact: 425-438-6200 
 
Snohomish County Sheriff’s Office 
3000 Rockefeller Ave 
MS 606 
Everett, WA 98201 
Lead Representative: Adam Fortney, Sheriff 
Primary Contact: Non-Emergency Line, 425-407-3999 
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CITY OF EDMONDS


Land Use Application #1292242 - North Portwalk and Seawall Reconstruction
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Project Contact


Company Name: CG Engineering
Name: Carmel Gregory Email: carmelg@cgengineering.com
Address: 250 4th Ave S. Suite 200 Phone #: (425) 778-8500


Edmonds WA 98020


Project Type Activity Type Scope of Work
New New Development Activity Design Review


Project Name: North Portwalk and Seawall Reconstruction


Description of
Work:


The project is located at the Port of Edmonds Marina and will include the reconstruction and
repair of a deteriorating section of seawall; reconstruction and renovation of a portion of the
waterfront boardwalk (North Portwalk); and construction of two new pedestrian plazas
including new restrooms.


Project Details


Development Type
Other
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CITY OF EDMONDS


Land Use Application #1292242 - North Portwalk and Seawall Reconstruction
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Supplemental Name: Land Use Application


If this is a new parcel or lot that does not yet have an address or a County tax account number, please describe the property and its location
(otherwise, you may skip this question):


Please describe the project and/or proposed use(s) you are seeking approval for with this application (you can upload a more detailed
file/letter later in the application, as necessary):


The project is located at the Port of Edmonds Marina and will include the reconstruction and repair of a deteriorating section of seawall;
reconstruction and renovation of a portion of the waterfront boardwalk (North Portwalk); and construction of two new pedestrian plazas
including new restrooms. In addition to Design Review, we are also applying for a Shoreline Conditional Use Permit concurrently. See Cover
Letter for more detail.


Check the boxes indicating all of the related approvals you are seeking for this project (including this application). NOTE THAT A SEPARATE APPLICATION IS
REQUIRED FOR EACH APPROVAL.


Design Review, Shoreline Permit


Jurisdiction:Edmonds
Project Name: North Portwalk and Seawall Reconstruction
Application ID: 1292242
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Supplemental Name: Applicant Certification - Planning


The applicant, and his/her/its heirs, and assigns, in consideration on the processing of the application agrees to release, indemnify,
defend and hold the City of Edmonds harmless from any and all damages, including reasonable attorney’s fees, arising from any
action or infraction based in whole or part upon false, misleading, inaccurate or incomplete information furnished by the applicant,
his/her/its agents or employees. The property affected by the application is in the exclusive ownership of the applicant or that the
application has been submitted with the consent of all owners of the affected property.


I certify, under the penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington, that the information and exhibits herewith submitted
are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and that I am authorized to file this application on behalf of the owner of the subject
property.


I do so certify.


Jurisdiction:Edmonds
Project Name: North Portwalk and Seawall Reconstruction
Application ID: 1292242



mmartin

Stamp







03_Cover Letter.docx – 2/16/23


RE: North Portwalk and Seawall Reconstruction, 
Design Review


City of Edmonds, WA
PLANNING DIVISION
121 5th Avenue North
Edmonds, WA 98020


Dear Reviewing Parties,


The Port of Edmonds North Portwalk and Seawall Reconstruction 
project creates a public space for residents to gather and enjoy while 
mitigating environmental impacts and improving near shore habitat in the 
Edmonds Marina.  This project strives to meet all relevant regional, state, 
and national standards regarding environmental, design, and construction 
policies.  The new Portwalk will improve pedestrian access along the 
waterfront and create a welcoming environment while also strengthening 
the downtown/waterfront connection.


In accordance with Edmonds’ Comprehensive Plan’s sustainability 
and community health goals, as well as Title 24 of Edmonds’ Community 
Development Code’s design elements, the proposed Portwalk design 
improves Edmonds’ park and walkway network along the waterfront and 
supports the community’s wellbeing through pedestrian access 
improvements, new gathering space, and art installation opportunities.  


The Development Code’s public access, recreation, and circulation 
goals are met by the newly designed walkway, which will widen the north 
section of the Portwalk by 4’ increasing the ability of patrons to safely 
walk along the waterfront while separated from automotive traffic.  The 
design adds a new, permanent 6” curb and an additional 6’-6” of 
landscaped area between the walkway and parking, greatly increasing the 
safety of those who use the Portwalk.  The renovation of the parking lot 
will also improve safety for pedestrians and drivers alike by shifting the 
parking layout from perpendicular to angled stalls and implementing one-
way traffic lanes.  This will ensure cars no longer back up straight towards 
the pedestrian area and will be able to focus on oncoming traffic from a 
single direction.  


The project fulfills the Downtown/Waterfront goals of the 
Comprehensive Plan by developing public access along the waterfront and 
enhancing the Edmonds Marina.  New signage and art opportunities have 
been created along the Portwalk and in the plazas. 
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MEMORANDUM TO: City of Edmonds, Planning Division
March 31, 202323
Page 2


The addition of a plaza and benches along the Portwalk meet urban 
design, view, and community goals by providing seating and gathering 
opportunities for individuals and groups.  The plaza utilizes stepped 
concrete seating facing out over the water with views towards the Olympic 
mountain range.  The plaza also provides a new restroom facility and a 
location for public art, with pedestrian scale lighting along the Portwalk 
and new lighting in the parking lot to create a safe, inviting environment 
for those who come to the Port of Edmonds.


The portwalk is supported by a stepped seawall bulkhead.  The existing 
lower bulkhead consists of a concrete wall supported by steel piles and 
will remain in place.  The existing upper bulkhead is constructed with 
timber piles and timber lagging.  The upper bulkhead is failing and 
beginning to compromise areas of the parking lot and walking surface 
adjacent to the portwalk.  The upper bulkhead will be replaced with a new 
steel sheet pile bulkhead with a concrete cap which will be located under 
the portwalk.  The new sheet pile bulkhead will stabilize and protect the 
parking area.  Additional creosote timber piles near the south end of the 
portwalk will be removed and replaced with galvanized steel piles to 
better protect the environment. Galvanized steel will be used to support 
the new portwalk.   


Environmental, conservation, and shoreline management goals are 
met through increased pervious surface on the property, more vegetative 
coverage, and the use of majority native species in the planting palette. 
The new design improves the site’s shoreline quality and value by 
increasing light penetration on the near shore habitat under the walking 
surface using glass block paver panels. The additional light under the 
Portwalk will create an improved environment for fish and other aquatic 
species, especially juvenile salmon, to avoid large predator species.  


The project will maintain the character of the shoreline and 
adjacent substrate (i.e., bulkhead and riprap shoreline) and will also result 
in a net gain in aquatic habitat. As a result, the project does not result in a 
permanent net loss of area or function of critical areas present in the study 
area. Furthermore, the proposed project’s purpose and design are 
consistent with the goals, objectives, and policies of the City’s SMP for 
shoreline development. The project’s design and construction conform to 
the rules and conditions of Shoreline Substantial Development and 
Conditional Use under the City’s SMP and will result in no net loss of 
shoreline ecological functions. The project will acquire additional 
permits/approvals from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Washington 
State Department of Ecology, and Washington State Department of Fish 
and Wildlife (in-process).
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