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I.  INTRODUCTION

The WRIA 9 Salmon Habitat Plan: Making Our Watershed Fit for a King was completed in
August 2005 by the WRIA 9 Steering Committee and ratified in December 2005.  Its creation
was supported financially by all 17 local government partners in the Green/Duwamish and
Central Puget Sound Watershed (WRIA 9) and the King Conservation District.  In addition,
representatives of many of the partner groups listed on pages 2-3 contributed ideas to the draft
and final plans, both as members of the Steering Committee and as members of individual
organizations.

The WRIA 9 Plan was prepared specifically in response to the listing of Chinook salmon under
the Endangered Species Act (ESA) by National Marine Fisheries Services (NMFS) in 1999.  The
WRIA 9 Plan therefore represents the response to the legal obligation of each of the 16 WRIA 9
jurisdictions to participate in the recovery of Chinook salmon.

The WRIA 9 Salmon Habitat Plan provides guidance over a period of ten years (until 2015) for
local governments, volunteer groups, and other partners in the protection and restoration of
salmon habitat in the watershed.  In January 2007, the Habitat Plan was incorporated by
reference into the federally-approved Puget Sound Salmon Recovery Plan.  It is important to
note that the focus of the Habitat Plan through 2015 is on projects and programs in the
Duwamish Transition Zone, marine nearshore, lower Green River, and Middle Green River per
Habitat Plan Policy MS-1.  There is, however, extensive work that is also proceeding in the
Upper Green River through the Army Corp of Engineers and Tacoma Public Utilities.

The Salmon Habitat Plan, together with amendments from November 2007, is available on-line
at http://dnr.metrokc.gov/Wrias/9/HabitatPlan.htm.

To help partners translate the recommendations of the Habitat Plan into discrete actions, an
Implementation Guidance document was prepared in 2006 and adopted by the WRIA 9 Forum in
2007.  Complementing this document was an Implementation Technical Committee (ITC), also
created in 2006.  The Implementation Guidance document calls for annual progress reports on
implementation of Habitat Plan recommendations.  The following report is the first annual
WRIA 9 Salmon Habitat Plan progress report.

All documents, including this report, are available on-line at:
http://dnr.metrokc.gov/Wrias/9/participant.html.

The purpose of this WRIA 9 Annual report is to:
• Provide a snapshot of progress toward implementing the WRIA 9 Salmon Habitat Plan, and
• Assess the effectiveness of the WRIA 9 effort by measuring progress against benchmarks.

Because this Annual report is being issued only two years after adoption of the WRIA 9 Salmon
Habitat Plan and less than two years after final adoption of the Puget Sound Salmon Recovery
Plan, the results are necessarily preliminary.  They do serve, however, to provide a starting point
in what will be a long and on-going effort to evaluate the progress of Chinook salmon recovery
and watershed health improvements in WRIA 9.



These annual reports will be complemented by more formal evaluations in future years that
consist of adaptive management and five-year progress reports.  The accumulated information in
the annual reports will provide enough information by 2010 to begin the process of:
• Evaluating the results of projects and programs,
• Identifying lessons learned, and
• Recommending changes to improve progress and results.

Partners Who Participate in WRIA 9 Activities:

We are grateful to the following partners in helping us to recover Chinook salmon and the health
of the Green/Duwamish and Central Puget Sound watershed:

Local Governments: Cities of Algona, Auburn, Black Diamond, Burien, Covington, Des Moines,
Enumclaw, Federal Way, Kent, Maple Valley, Normandy Park, Renton, SeaTac, Seattle,
Tacoma, Tukwila; King County

Other Governments/Agencies: U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Washington State Department of
Fish and Wildlife, Washington State Department of Ecology, Washington State
Department of Natural Resources, Washington State Parks, Port of Seattle, King County
Flood Control Zone District, Covington Water District, King Conservation District, WSU
–King County Extension, Puget Sound Partnership, National Marine Fisheries Service

Non-profit/Volunteer Groups: Mid-Sound Regional Fisheries Enhancement Group, People For
Puget Sound, Puget Soundkeeper Alliance, Trout Unlimited, Environmental Coalition of
South Seattle, Green/Duwamish Watershed Alliance, Duwamish River Cleanup
Coalition, Cascade Land Conservancy, Washington Water Trust, Trust for Public Lands,
Friends of Soos Creek Park, Wild Fish Conservancy, SHADOW, Middle Green River
Coalition, South King County Chapter of Sierra Club, Black River Watershed Alliance,
Normandy Park Community Club – Stewards of the Cove, Des Moines Creek Volunteers,
Environmental Science Center of Seahurst Park, Fauntleroy Watershed Council, Vashon-
Maury Island Land Trust, Vashon-Maury Island Audubon Society, Washington
Conservation Corps, EarthCorps, Puget Sound Shared Strategy



II. IMPLEMENTATION HIGHLIGHTS

A.  Projects

In 2007 WRIA 9 partners secured nearly $9 million ($8,993,958) in funding for implementation
of Salmon Habitat Plan projects.  See section III (Status of Habitat Plan actions) for status of
current active projects.

B.  Programs and Policies

In addition to working hard to get projects on the ground, WRIA 9 staff in cooperation with
partners also pursued implementation of a variety of Salmon Habitat programs and policies
including:

1. Worked with Implementation Technical Committee (ITC) to accomplish 2007 Work ITC
Program tasks:

 H-integration [habitat, hatchery, harvest],
 Development of monitoring templates, and
 Development of reporting templates.

2.   Completed WRIA 9 jurisdiction regulatory survey.

2. Initiated first Salmon Habitat Plan amendment process, completed in November 2007.

3. Secured a $36,700 King Conservation District grant to conduct a marine nearshore
armoring alternatives/regulations workshop in fall 2008.

4. Conducted meetings with WRIA 9 marine nearshore city panning departments regarding
the importance of marine nearshore and shoreline regulations.

5. Held on-going meetings with WRIA 9 jurisdictions regarding Salmon Habitat Plan
implementation efforts (Black Diamond, Enumclaw, Burien).

6. Completed groundwater quantity/quality coordination project (DOE/EPA grant).

7. Participated in watershed integration efforts with WADOE and WRIAs 7 and 8.

8. Reviewed and responded to land development proposals within WRIA 9.

9. Tracked legal opinions that affect WRIA 9 (e.g., Shoreline Hearings Board decisions
regarding armoring).

10. Met with King Conservation District regarding funding for watershed environmental
indicators monitoring and initiated process for future consideration of coordination and
funding.



11. Participated in Salmon Recovery Funding Board project technical review process.

12. Participated in King County Natural Resource Stewardship Network project technical
review (for Jenkins Creek park project).

13. Developed WRIA 9 2007 three-year work schedule.

14. Began development of a six-year Capital Improvement Program.

III. STATUS OF SALMON HABITAT PLAN ACTIONS

This section reviews the current status of WRIA 9 Salmon Habitat Plan actions including
projects (protection and restoration) and programs.  The focus of the WRIA 9 Plan is on
implementation 56 priority projects (see Table 8-2 in the WRIA 9 Salmon Habitat Plan) and 26
programs over the first ten years below the Upper subwatershed.  It is important to note,
however, that the Army Corp of Engineers (ACOE) and Tacoma Public Utilities (TPU) are
implementing a variety of salmon projects that are included in the WRIA 9 Plan, including
Project UG-4 (Fish Passage to and From the Upper subwatershed).  The upstream fish collection
facility was completed recently by TPU at the Tacoma Headworks dam, and the ACOE is
nearing completion of the downstream juvenile fish passage facility.  The Middle Green gravel
and large woody debris supplementation programs (MG-2 and MG-3; see Table 4) being
implemented by the ACOE, TPU, King County and other local governments are also essential to
assuring that fish being passed by the TPU collection facility and the ACOE downstream passage
facility have the spawning and rearing habitat they need.

Although WRIA 9 Plan actions constitute the core of the Chinook salmon recovery strategy for
WRIA 9, it is important to note that the relationship between hatcheries, harvest, and flows (also
know as H-integration) is also important elements in the long term strategy.  H-integration is in
its early stages in WRIA 9 as well as in most other watersheds in Puget Sound.  Ultimately,
however, it is the interplay of the H’s and our ability to mitigate the affects of population growth
within the watershed that will determine the success of habitat-focused salmon recovery efforts.
Monitoring will therefore play an essential role in determining our effectiveness.

It is also important to note that WRIA 9 Plan actions will benefit multiple species both listed
under the Endangered Species Act and non-listed species, and improve the overall aquatic
ecosystem.  Riparian improvements, side channel reconnections, preservation of existing good
quality habitat will benefit coho and steelhead as well as Chinook.  Recovery of Chinook salmon
is also essential to long term survival of Puget Sound orcas, another ESA-listed species.  The
recovery of Puget Sound itself is dependent to a large extent on the actions described in the
WRIA 9 Plan and the 14 other Puget Sound watershed plans.



A.  WRIA 9 Salmon Habitat Plan Priorities

The project priorities of the WRIA 9 Salmon Habitat Plan are established by policy MS-1 as
follows:

MS1:  The focus of management action implementation efforts in this Habitat Plan will be on the

following distinct habitats that are limiting viable Salmonid populations in WRIA 9:

 Duwamish Estuary transition zone habitat;

 Middle Green River, Lower Green River, Duwamish Estuary, Marine Nearshore rearing
habitat; and

 Middle Green and upper Lower Green River spawning habitat.

Because of the importance of the transition zone and the negative effect on habitat recovery

efforts upstream if a severe transition zone habitat limitation does exist, 40% of funding for

management action recovery efforts will be focused on the transition zone.  The remaining 60%

of funding for management action recovery efforts will be split 30% for the rearing habitats and

30% for the spawning habitats as described above.  This allocation of funding would apply over

the first 10 year period of the Habitat Plan (i.e. annual funding allocations could vary from this

distribution) and would be subject to change as part of adaptive management.

Since adoption of the WRIA 9 Salmon Habitat Plan, approximately 26% of project funding has
been focused on the transition zone, with the remaining 74% directed to rearing and spawning
habitat projects (Estimate based on total acres and river miles of habitat restoration and
protection of completed projects and active projects)

B.  Project Actions

Similar to other large capital projects, the WRIA 9 Salmon Habitat Plan projects are in a variety
of phases ranging from landowner willingness inquiries and acquisition through design,
engineering, permitting, and construction.  Most projects therefore have project timeframes of
six years or more.  WRIA 9 staff is working to develop a six-year capital improvement plan
(CIP) and schedule for completion by the end of 2008.  In the meantime, this summary presents a
list of projects completed since 1999 (Table 1) and up-to-date information on the status of each
habitat restoration/protection project currently underway within WRIA 9 (Table 2).



COMPLETED PROJECTS LIST

The following projects were carried out by various local, tribal, and federal agencies.  Projects
were made possible through financial support from the King Conservation District, local
governments, and state and federal agencies.  Volunteers and nonprofit groups provided
substantial amounts of labor for many of these projects.  The map following this table illustrates
the location of those completed projects that are also included in the WRIA 9 Plan.

Table 1

PROJECT SUBWATERSHED APPROXIMATE

RIVERMILE

TOTAL COST

O’Grady Stream
Restoration (1999)

Middle Green 40 n/a

Big Spring Creek
Restoration (2000)

Middle Green 7
 (on Newaukum Ck)

$620,000

Metzler Park Side
Channel Acquisition
(2000-2001)

Middle Green 40 $525,000

Green River
Restoration at
Metzler-O’Grady
(2000)

Middle Green 40 $1,190,000

Mullen Slough
Restoration (2000)

Lower Green 23 n/a

Porter Levee
Restoration (2000)

Middle Green 34.5 $212,215

Longfellow Creek
Restoration (2000)

Duwamish 1 n/a

Upper Green River
Culvert Replacement
at Sweeney Creek
(2000)

Upper Green $380,000

Kanaskat Property
Acquisition (2000-
2001)

Middle Green NA
(King County)

$4,000,000

Eagle’s Landing Park
Acquisition (2002)

Marine Nearshore
(Burien)

NA n/a

Middle Green River
Acquisition (2002)

Middle Green $1,190,000

Codiga Farms Side
Channel Habitat
Restoration (2006)

Duwamish 11 n/a

Duwamish Riverbend
Hill (Grandmother’s
Hill) Park Acquisition
(2004)

Duwamish 7 n/a

Seahurst Seawall Marine Nearshore NA $1,088,000



Removal (2005) (Burien)

Olson Creek
Restoration – Phase 1
(2005)

Lower Green 28.5 n/a

Lower Newaukum
Creek Restoration
(2005)

Middle Green 40.5 $938,581

Dandy Lake Habitat
Acquisition (2005)

Middle Green NA
(King County)

$725,000

Mill Creek/Green
River Confluence
Restoration (2005)

Lower Green 24 $300,000 (feasibility)

Walker Creek
Headwaters
Acquisition (2005)

Marine Nearshore
(Burien)

NA $450,000

Fenster Levee Setback
Phase I –Rivermile
32.0 (2005)

Middle Green 32 $811,400

Kenco Marine
Restoration (2006)

Duwamish 6 n/a

Elliott Bay Shoreline
Restoration at
Olympic Sculpture
Park (2006)

Marine Nearshore
(Seattle)

NA $2,589,744

Ellis Creek Estuary
Acquisition and
Restoration (2006-
2007)

Marine Nearshore
(Vashon/Maury)

NA $229,430

Lake Meridian Outlet
Stream and Wetland
Restoration (2005)

Lower Green NA
(Kent)

$800,000

Camp Kilworth
Nearshore Acquisition
(2007)

Marine Nearshore
(Federal Way)

NA $3,000,000

Piner Point
Acquisition (2007)

Marine Nearshore
(Vashon/Maury)

NA $469,980

Seattle Fire Training
Center Mitigation Site
(2007)

Duwamish
(Seattle)

5.2 $1,00,000
(construction costs

only)





C. Project Implementation Benchmarks

Table 8 of the WRIA 9 Implementation Guidance document established three-, five-, eight-, and
10-year benchmarks for the Nearshore, Duwamish Estuary, Lower Green River, and Middle
Green River subwatersheds.  The benchmarks focus on those habitat improvements that address
the WRIA 9 Salmon Habitat Plan priorities, and are based on what is achievable if watershed
partners maintain a commitment to regional cooperation and if funding can be obtained from
state and federal sources.

This first Annual Report issued at the end of the second full year of implementation of the WRIA
9 Salmon Habitat Plan documents the status of attaining the three-year benchmarks.  The
benchmarks are:

By the end of Year 3 (2008) the following types of habitat are completed or are being actively

developed, including securing funding, developing designs, and beginning permitting/agency

coordination:

Table 3: Green/Duwamish and Central Puget Sound Watershed

Three Year Benchmarks (end of 2008)
1

Benchmark Actual2

Nearshore

Protection of 1.5 miles of shoreline .20 miles

Restoration of 4,000 feet of shoreline 5,000
Restoration of two pocket estuaries 1

Duwamish

Restoration of 8 acres of shallow water habitat 4.16 acres

Restoration of 1 mile of shoreline bank .10 mile
Lower Green

Restoration of 5 acres of reconnected off-channel habitat,
including riparian vegetation

9.1 acres

Completion of 4,000 feet of levee setback 0 feet
Middle Green

Restoration of 15 acres of reconnected off-channel habitat,
including riparian vegetation

4 acres

Completion of 4,500 feet of levee setback 6,000
5.5 miles of tributary improvement 2.1 miles

1 As established in the November 2006 WRIA 9 Implementation Guidance document
2 Approximate as of January 2008, based on completed and active projects listed in section III.B
  report.

Table 3 provides a mixed story of progress in attaining the three-year benchmarks.  In the
Duwamish Estuary, home to the transition zone and the key focus area of policy MS-1, WRIA 9
is less than half way to achieving the benchmark for creation of shallow water habitat and only a
tenth of the way to achieving the benchmark for shoreline bank restoration.  There has also been
a lack of progress in levee setbacks in the Lower Green.  There are, however, projects on the
horizon that should get WRIA 9 well on the way to achieving our ten-year levee setback



benchmark.  WRIA 9 is also far ahead of the benchmark for off-channel habitat restoration in the
Lower Green river and are ahead of the benchmark for nearshore shoreline restoration.

In looking behind the numbers of specific projects and where they are located, the reasons for a
mixed story of progress become apparent.  The two most significant factors are property
availability and cost.  In the Duwamish, where most property is zoned for industrial uses,
availability is low and cost is high ($1 million per acre on average).  Creating shallow water
habitat and shoreline bank restoration that accompanies it is also very expensive because of the
large amount of earth (which may be contaminated) that needs to be removed and disposed of.
In the Lower Green River, however, properties are not as constrained (relatively) and riparian
planting is relatively inexpensive.  Table 3 demonstrates the challenges of implementing a capital
facilities program for habitat restoration projects where multiple institutional and financial
barriers exist.  The good news is that although WRIA 9 project implementation that meets the
limiting factors addressed in the benchmarks is lagging, progress is being made with 26 projects
completed since 1999.

It is important to keep in mind that the benchmarks were developed to track progress in
addressing key limiting factors of habitat decline in the Green/Duwamish and Central Puget
Sound Watershed.  There are, however, habitat improvements that are not captured by the
benchmarks such as large woody debris and gravel supplementation, and protection of sources of
cold, clear water such as Big Spring Creek and the Bass Lake Natural Area in the Middle Green
River subwatershed.

D.  Programmatic and Regulatory Actions

The WRIA 9 Implementation Guidance document calls for annual status updates of Salmon
Habitat Plan programs and regulatory actions. Implementation questions include:

1. Which Salmon Habitat Plan programs and regulatory actions have been implemented?
2. How many and which WRIA 9 jurisdictions have implemented Salmon Habitat Plan programs
and regulatory actions?
3. What factors are affecting implementation?

The implementation questions were addressed in a survey of each WRIA 9 jurisdiction during
the summer of 2007.  The survey responses were used to determine the status of program and
regulatory implementation compared to benchmarks established by the Implementation
Guidance document.  Table 9 of the Implementation Guidance document establishes three-, five-
, eight-, and 10-year benchmarks. This first Annual Report, issued at the end of the second year
of implementation of the WRIA 9 Salmon Habitat Plan, focuses on the status of attaining the
three-year benchmarks.  The three-year program and regulatory benchmark is:

By the end of Year 3, each jurisdiction will have implemented or begun implementing 30 percent

of those programs relevant to the jurisdiction.  (Relevant programs are being identified in 2006

by jurisdiction staff working with WRIA staff.)



1. Status of WRIA 9 Salmon Habitat Plan Program Implementation

The WRIA 9 Salmon Habitat Plan has 26 recommended programs that could be implemented by
local jurisdictions within WRIA 9.  Not all are applicable to every jurisdiction.  Responses to the
survey were received from 10 of 17 WRIA 9 local jurisdictions.  Of the 10 jurisdictions that
responded to the survey on average 70% indicated they were implementing or intended to
implement applicable watershed wide programs in their jurisdictions, and 73% on average
indicated they were implementing or intended to implement applicable subwatershed programs.

Table 4: Status of Programmatic Habitat Plan Actions

Action Action Description
# Implement/

Intending to

Implement

Not

Applicable

WW-1: Conduct

Shoreline

Stewardship

Workshops and

Outreach

Offer shoreline property owners shoreline design
workshops to provide information they can readily use to be

better stewards of their property.  There would likely be

different workshops for different parts of the watershed
such as Puget Sound beaches and bluffs, Green/Duwamish

River mainstem, tributary streams, and lakes.

7 0

WW-2: Increase/

Expand Water

Conservation

Incentive Programs

Increase water conservation campaigns promoting the use

of more efficient toilets and appliances and water use
practices.  Expand efforts directed at better landscape

irrigation.  Offer free landscape irrigation audits for high

water users.  Offer free indoor water conservation kits for
households.

6 3

WW-3: Increase/

Expand Natural

Yard Care

Programs for

Landscapers

Offer educational programs for landscape designers,

contractors, groundskeepers, and property managers about

the benefits of and practices of natural yard care and use
of native/riparian vegetation.  Different programs could

address the needs of different audiences: design vs.

maintenance, preservation of topsoil vs. building healthy
soil, plant selection vs. plant care.  Explicitly address the

tradeoffs between conventional and natural yard care

practices.  Existing models for such programs are trainings
offered by Seattle Public Utilities on irrigation systems

and the Washington Association of Landscape

Professionals.

4 0

WW-4: Increase/

Expand the Natural

Yard Care Program

for Single Family

Homeowners

Expand the existing Natural Yard Care program to
promote the value of native riparian vegetation for stream

health and the cost savings of native drought-tolerant

vegetation for upland areas.  Through a series of
neighborhood workshops, the program focuses on

promoting better lawn and garden care among neighbors

by removing barriers to change.

8 0



Action Action Description
# Implement/

Intending to

Implement

Not

Applicable

WW-5: Promote the

Planting of Native

Trees

Promote the planting of native trees.  Coordinate with

nurseries, home improvement centers, and arborists to

develop a marketing campaign promoting the benefits of
native trees.  Offer native trees as part of neighborhood

improvement projects.  Promote the benefits of trees and

increased forest cover.  Such benefits include shade in
summer, increased property values, improved

salmon/wildlife/bird habitat, and improved groundwater

recharge.  Cities may wish to identify desired percentages

of tree cover to achieve to provide a goal to work toward
and measure progress.

9 0

WW-6: Promote

Better Volunteer

Carwash Practices

Local jurisdictions should promote volunteer carwashes

that keep soapy and oily water out of the storm drain
system through:

 Promoting use of car wash kits.  The kits include a

catch basin and pump to direct the wastewater to the

sanitary sewer.  Modest incentives or publicity should
be used to reward those who use the kits; and

 Encouraging use of car wash coupons for fundraisers

(e.g., through the Puget Sound Carwash Association
Charity Carwash Program).

8 0

WW-7: Increase

Public Awareness

about What Healthy

Streams and Rivers

Look Like and How

to Enjoy Recreating

on Them

Increase public awareness about what healthy streams and

rivers look like and practices to be avoided when

recreating on them.  These efforts should emphasize that
healthy rivers include large amounts of large woody debris

and have abundant native trees and shrubs on their banks.

To make up for the lack of wood, restoration projects
include placement of wood in streams and rivers.

Protecting native vegetation along stream and river banks

will encourage the growth of large trees that can fall into

the streams in the long run.

7 1

WW-8: Increase

Involvement of

Volunteers in

Habitat

Stewardship

Increase citizen participation in stewardship programs that

involve volunteers in restoring, maintaining, and

monitoring habitat protection and restoration projects.
Continued grant assistance to non-governmental groups

will support their volunteer organization.

9 0

WW-9:

Green/Duwamish

Volunteer

Revegetation

Program

The Volunteer Revegetation Program in the

Green/Duwamish River Watershed will support riparian
planting projects through a partnership between the U.S.

Army Corps of Engineers and local jurisdictions.  This

program would improve fish and wildlife habitat
throughout the Green/Duwamish River basin by providing

significant quantities of native plants to volunteer groups

for replanting the riparian habitat along the mainstem

Green River and its tributaries.  Control of invasive plant
species and maintenance will be essential to the success of

these projects.

3 7



Action Action Description
# Implement/

Intending to

Implement

Not

Applicable

WW-10:

Support/Expand the

Natural

Resource/Basin

Steward Programs

Support and expand, within local jurisdictions, the natural

resource/basin steward programs that work with private

landowners to protect and restore salmon habitat and rural
resource lands.  Expanding these types of efforts will

increase the number of people voluntarily improving the

health of their land and water.

7 2

WW-11:

Expand/Improve

Incentives Programs

Expand existing incentives and develop new incentives for
property owners to protect salmon habitat.  The desired

outcome of this project is to increase awareness and use of

existing incentive programs.  This project should occur in
two phases:

Phase I: WRIA 9 jurisdictions should evaluate their

application of incentives for habitat protection; and

Phase II: Using the information developed in Phase I, a
WRIA-wide effort should be considered to enhance the

effectiveness of incentives.

7 0

WW-12: Improve

Enforcement of

Existing Land Use

and Other

Regulations

Improve enforcement of existing regulations that protect

salmon and salmon habitat.  Complying with existing and
future regulations is an important tool to ensure long-term

protection of salmon habitat in the watershed.  All levels

of government should ensure that implementing and
complying with policies and regulations are sufficient to

achieve their purpose, consistent with long-term salmon

habitat protection.

10 0

WW-13: Increase

Use of Low Impact

Development and

Porous Concrete

Improve water quality generally and reduce the volume of
stormwater runoff through low impact development

including use of porous paving materials.  Promote

infiltration to the maximum extent possible as the
preferred means of stormwater volume control.

10 0

WW-14: Provide

Incentives for

Developers to

Follow Built

Green™ Checklist

Sections Benefiting

Salmon

Encourage the use of the Built Green™ building program

through incentives provided by local governments to

developers.  Built Green™ provides checklists for
building single family houses, multi-family housing,

communities, and remodels.  Sections of the checklists

that improve water quality and salmon habitat include site
preparation, stormwater management, and homeowner

operations and maintenance.  In exchange for reaching

certain point thresholds for the relevant Built Green™
sections, local jurisdictions could provide developers with

incentives such as reduced permit costs, reduced impact

fees, reduced or flexible buffer widths, and other changes

that will encourage voluntary participation.  Active
promotion of these incentives by jurisdiction

planning/permitting departments may be necessary to

encourage wide-spread use.

7 0
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