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SEPA ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST 

Purpose of checklist: 

Governmental agencies use this checklist to help determine whether the environmental impacts of your 
proposal are significant. This information is also helpful to determine if available avoidance, minimization 
or compensatory mitigation measures will address the probable significant impacts or if an environmental 
impact statement will be prepared to further analyze the proposal. 

Instructions for applicants:  

This environmental checklist asks you to describe some basic information about your proposal. Please 
answer each question accurately and carefully, to the best of your knowledge. You may need to consult 
with an agency specialist or private consultant for some questions. You may use “not applicable” or "does 
not apply" only when you can explain why it does not apply and not when the answer is unknown. You 
may also attach or incorporate by reference additional studies reports. Complete and accurate answers to 
these questions often avoid delays with the SEPA process as well as later in the decision-making 
process. 

The checklist questions apply to all parts of your proposal, even if you plan to do them over a period of 
time or on different parcels of land. Attach any additional information that will help describe your proposal 
or its environmental effects. The agency to which you submit this checklist may ask you to explain your 
answers or provide additional information reasonably related to determining if there may be significant 
adverse impact. 

Instructions for Lead Agencies: 

Please adjust the format of this template as needed.  Additional information may be necessary to 
evaluate the existing environment, all interrelated aspects of the proposal and an analysis of adverse 
impacts.  The checklist is considered the first but not necessarily the only source of information needed to 
make an adequate threshold determination.  Once a threshold determination is made, the lead agency is 
responsible for the completeness and accuracy of the checklist and other supporting documents. 

The help links in this checklist are intended to assist users in accessing guidance on the checklist 
questions. Links are provided to the specific sections of the guidance applicable to the questions. 
However, the links may not work correctly on all devices. If the links do not work on your device, open the 
guidance at  www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/sea/sepa/apguide/EnvChecklistGuidance.html  and navigate to 
the appropriate section. 

Use of checklist for nonproject proposals: [help] 

For nonproject proposals (such as ordinances, regulations, plans and programs), complete the applicable 
parts of sections A and B plus the SUPPLEMENTAL SHEET FOR NONPROJECT ACTIONS (PART D). Please 
completely answer all questions that apply and note that the words "project," "applicant," and "property or 
site" should be read as "proposal," "proponent," and "affected geographic area," respectively. The lead 
agency may exclude (for non-projects) questions in Part B - Environmental Elements –that do not 
contribute meaningfully to the analysis of the proposal. 

 

http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/sea/sepa/e-review.html
http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/sea/sepa/apguide/EnvChecklistGuidance.html
http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/sea/sepa/apguide/EnvChecklistGuidance.html#Nonproject
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A. BACKGROUND [help]  

1. Name of proposed project, if applicable: [help]     

Port of Neah Bay Makah Spill Response Dock Extension 

2. Name of applicant: [help] 

Makah Indian Tribe; Attention: Parkin, Jr., William S. 

3. Address and phone number of applicant and contact person: [help] 

P.O. Box 115, Neah Bay, Washington 98357; 360/645-3019; Bill.Parkin@makah.com 

4, Date checklist prepared: [help] 

October 2016 

5. Agency requesting checklist: [help] 

Washington Department of Natural Resources, and Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife 

(WDFW) 

6. Proposed timing or schedule (including phasing, if applicable): [help] 

16 July 2018 through 15 February 2020 

7. Do you have any plans for future additions, expansion, or further activity related to 
or connected with this proposal? If yes, explain. [help] 

No 

8. List any environmental information you know about that has been prepared, or will be prepared, directly 
related to this proposal. [help] 

JARPA, Biological Evaluation, Marine Mammal Monitoring Plan, Makah Tribe 401 Certification 

Form, Makah Tribe Section 106 Review, Dredged Material Characterization, Project Mitigation Plan 

9. Do you know whether applications are pending for governmental approvals of other proposals directly 
affecting the property covered by your proposal? If yes, explain. [help] 

No 

10. List any government approvals or permits that will be needed for your proposal,  
if known. [help] 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) Section 10/404 Permit, 401 Water Quality Certification 

(Washington State Department of Ecology [Ecology]/Tribe), Coastal Zone Management 

Concurrence (Tribe), Shoreline/Critical Areas Conditional Use Permit (Tribe), Hydraulic Project 

Approval (WDFW), State Historical Preservation Act Concurrence (Tribe), Endangered Species Act 

(ESA) Concurrence (WDFW/National Marine Fisheries Service [NMFS]), Marine Mammal 

http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/sea/sepa/ChecklistGuidance.html#Background
http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/sea/sepa/ChecklistGuidance.html#Background
http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/sea/sepa/ChecklistGuidance.html#Background
http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/sea/sepa/ChecklistGuidance.html#Background
http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/sea/sepa/ChecklistGuidance.html#Background
http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/sea/sepa/ChecklistGuidance.html#Background
http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/sea/sepa/ChecklistGuidance.html#Background
http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/sea/sepa/ChecklistGuidance.html#Background
http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/sea/sepa/ChecklistGuidance.html#Background
http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/sea/sepa/ChecklistGuidance.html#Background
http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/sea/sepa/ChecklistGuidance.html#Background
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Protection Act Concurrence (NMFS), Washington Department of Natural Resources Aquatic Land 

Use Authorization 

11. Give brief, complete description of your proposal, including the proposed uses and the size of the 
project and site. There are several questions later in this checklist that ask you to describe certain 
aspects of your proposal. You do not need to repeat those answers on this page. (Lead agencies may 
modify this form to include additional specific information on project description.) [help] 

The purpose of the proposed project is to provide adequate, dedicated infrastructure to support 

critical oil spill prevention and response capability in Neah Bay and to the nearby waters of the Strait 

of Juan de Fuca. Over 2 million gallons of oil have been spilled in the Makah Treaty Area since the 

1970s. Providing and maintaining rapid and comprehensive spill and emergency response capability 

in this area is essential for protection of wildlife and environmental resources, and the safety of the 

tribal, commercial, and recreational boating communities. Trends in shipping traffic in the area 

suggest the need for such capability is likely to extend for the foreseeable future. 

Neah Bay is a critical staging area for oil spill response resources (including response vessels) under 

the Strait of Juan de Fuca  Geographical Response Plan. 1 Pursuant to both Ecology and U.S. Coast 

Guard (USCG) regulations (WAC 172-183 and 33 CFR 155, respectively), the total oil capacity 

(both storage and engine fuel) of vessels transiting Neah Bay and waters of the strait is limited by 

spill resources staged within various response times. Because of infrastructure limits on staging 

capacity for response resources, the 6-hour planning standards are not met for Neah Bay (primarily 

the lack of storage capacity for recovered oil). As an interim measure, Ecology has allowed an 

alternative capacity limit determined by considering additional resources arriving from Port Angeles 

by hour-9 post spill event. The dock extension will bring the facility into compliance with Ecology’s 

(and USCG) mandated spill response capacity. 

The project consists of construction of an extension to the existing commercial fishing dock to 

accommodate an emergency response towing vessel (ERTV) and associated spill response vessels 

that are currently moored at the nearby Makah Marina. The proposed dock extension would provide 

a permanent mooring location for the vessels that facilitates rapid response, spill equipment loading, 

and deployment staging. The dock extension includes three finger piers as shown on Sheet 3. The 

extension and associated finger piers will be constructed using fixed pile-supported structures 

extending northwestward from the existing commercial fishing dock trestle. 

The project site was chosen because the spill dock extension from the existing commercial fishing 

dock trestle eliminates the need for the new trestle and minimizes the amount of new overwater 

construction and dredging.  

The proposed extension will connect to the existing fishing dock trestle approximately 40 feet south 

of fishing dock and will be approximately 563 feet in length, extending to the northwest as shown on 

Sheet 3. Two finger piers, approximately 325 and 340 feet in length, will extend to the north from 

the angled dock extension. Two floating docks (each approximately 180 feet long) for berthing small 

crafts will be located on the north side of the dock extension. The floating docks will be fastened to 

the extension’s 18-inch piles. In total, the project will result in approximately 30,380 square feet of 

new overwater coverage (1,200 square feet over shallow subtidal and 29,180 square feet over deep 

subtidal). The berth area of the dock extension will need dredging to accommodate the draft of the 

vessels that will use the dock extension. Details of the proposed dredging are summarized in B.1.e. 

The new structure will not impact any intertidal habitat. The structure will be constructed over 

shallow subtidal and deep subtidal habitat, with the existing bottom elevations ranging from 

                                                
1 See http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/spills/preparedness/GRP/StraitJuanDeFuca/strait_juan.htm 

http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/sea/sepa/ChecklistGuidance.html#Background
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approximately 6 feet to -19 feet mean lower low water (MLLW) (existing, pre-dredge mudline). The 

following table summarizes the type of habitat that will be impacted by the new overwater coverage. 

Table A.11 Overwater Coverage 

Elevation Type of Habitat (Existing) Area of New Overwater Coverage 

MHHW to -2 feet MLLW Intertidal NONE 

-2 feet MLLW to –10 feet MLLW Shallow subtidal 1,200 sf (0.03 acre) 

-10 feet MLLW to -20 feet MLLW Deep subtidal 29,180 sf (0.67 acre) 

 

12. Location of the proposal. Give sufficient information for a person to understand the precise location of 
your proposed project, including a street address, if any, and section, township, and range, if known. If a 
proposal would occur over a range of area, provide the range or boundaries of the site(s). Provide a 
legal description, site plan, vicinity map, and topographic map, if reasonably available. While you should 
submit any plans required by the agency, you are not required to duplicate maps or detailed plans 
submitted with any permit applications related to this checklist. [help] 

1091 Bayview Avenue. To the west of the existing commercial fishing dock on the north side of the 

intersection of Bayview Avenue and Wispoo Street, Neah Bay, WA 98357 in Clallam County at 

Latitude: 48.36746 N, Longitude: -124.61416 W, Township 33N, Range 15W, Section 11 (see 

Sheets 1 and 2). 

B. ENVIRONMENTAL ELEMENTS [help] 

1. Earth [help] 

a. General description of the site [help]  

(circle one): Flat, rolling, hilly, steep slopes, mountainous, other: Intertidal and tide lands of Neah 

Bay located west and adjacent to the existing Makah Tribe commercial fishing dock. 

b. What is the steepest slope on the site (approximate percent slope)? [help] 

The site is completely in water, below MLLW. The adjacent upland is relatively flat. The shoreline 

in the site area is sloped at approximately 2 to 1 (horizontal to vertical). Disturbance of the shoreline 

is not anticipated. 

c. What general types of soils are found on the site (for example, clay, sand, gravel, peat, 
muck)? If you know the classification of agricultural soils, specify them and note any 
agricultural land of long-term commercial significance and whether the proposal results in 
removing any of these soils. [help] 

Sandy gravel/gravelly sand with silt was observed at the mudline during a previously completed 

(2013) underwater video survey. Subsurface conditions observed in geotechnical investigation 

borings (Landau Associates, Inc. 2013) completed on the adjacent commercial fishing dock property 

to the east include dense to very dense marine sand deposits overlying medium dense sand deposits 

underlain by stiff to very stiff silt deposit extending to exploratory depths of up to 61 feet below 

mudline (approximately -78 feet MLLW). 

The surface (upper 8 to 12 inches of material) sampled during the November 2016 sediment 

characterization sampling event consisted of silty sand and very fine sand with gravel.  

http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/sea/sepa/ChecklistGuidance.html#Background
http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/sea/sepa/ChecklistGuidance.html#EnvironmentalElements
http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/sea/sepa/ChecklistGuidance.html#Earth
http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/sea/sepa/ChecklistGuidance.html#Earth
http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/sea/sepa/ChecklistGuidance.html#Earth
http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/sea/sepa/ChecklistGuidance.html#Earth
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d. Are there surface indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity? If so, 
describe. [help] 

No 

e. Describe the purpose, type, total area, and approximate quantities and total affected area of 
any filling, excavation, and grading proposed. Indicate source of fill. [help] 

The berth area of the dock extension will need dredging to accommodate the draft of the vessels that 

will use the dock extension. Based on the most recent bathymetric survey (completed by Wilson 

Engineering, LLC 16 to 19 August 2016), the existing mudline elevations within the proposed 

dredge area range from approximately -3 feet MLLW at the shoreline side of the proposed dock 

extension to approximately -25 feet MLLW (plus 1 foot of allowable overdredge) at the north end of 

the finger slips. Dredging is required to accommodate the spill response vessels to be moored at the 

dock extension. Some additional dredging will be competed to a depth of -15 feet MLLW (plus 1 

foot of allowable overdredge) on the southeast side of the commercial fishing dock for additional use 

of spill response vessels (see Sheet 6). The basins around the finger slips will be dredged to a depth 

of -25 feet MLLW (plus 1 foot of allowable overdredge). An area to the north of the proposed docks 

(see Sheet 6) will also be dredged to -25 feet MLLW (plus 1 foot of allowable overdredge). The 

dredge area will cover approximately 810,216 square feet (18.6 acres). The dredging will be 

completed using hydraulic and mechanical dredging equipment. Suitable material, approximately 

191,430 cubic yards, will be used for beneficial use in the northwest portion of Neah Bay. Unsuitable 

material, approximately 16,570 cubic yards, will be removed from the marine environment and 

placed at an upland facility identified by the Tribe in accordance with state and federal landfill and 

disposal regulations. 

The proposed dredging area is adjacent to the USACE marina access channel. The proposed project 

will not impact the USACE marina access channel. 

The project includes placement of approximately 191,430 cubic yards of dredged sediment at the 

following sites. 

 In the northwest portion of Neah Bay – suitable dredge material will be placed to the east of the 

observed area of eelgrass and will improve the function and value of intertidal habitat by raising 

the mudline 1 to 8 feet to elevations ranging from -2 feet MLLW (waterward side of the area) to 

+1 foot MLLW (shore side of the area) depending upon the location of the dredge placement. 

The placement of the dredged material is still in development  but will be a variation of this 

design. 

 Upland stockpile area to be identified by the Tribe – dredged material will be placed at this 

location to create a temporary stockpile for later beneficial use by the Makah Tribe. The volume 

of material to be stockpiled will be determined by the Tribe prior to dredging. 

The use of dredged material for beneficial use or habitat creation/enhancement will only be 

completed after the suitability determination is received from the Dredged Material Management 

Program (DMMP) stating that the material is suitable for that purpose. The dredged material will be 

placed at these locations using a hydraulic pipeline to transport the dredge material from the site to 

the locations.  

The beneficial reuse of the dredged material at the placement site in the northwest portion of the bay 

has the added benefit of keeping the dredged material within the bay-wide system where most of the 

sand sources have been modified or eliminated by development. The habitat enhancement/beneficial 

use area is shown on Sheet 8. 

http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/sea/sepa/ChecklistGuidance.html#Earth
http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/sea/sepa/ChecklistGuidance.html#Earth
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Additionally, approximately 16,570 cubic yards of unsuitable dredged material will be removed from 

the marine environment and placed upland at a site identified by the Tribe in accordance with state 

and federal waste disposal and landfill regulations. The material will be dredged using a clamshell on 

an excavator operated from a work barge, temporary work platform, or the existing commercial 

fishing dock and trestle. The removal of this material from the marine environment will improve 

benthic habitat in an approximately 49,000-square-foot (1.12 acres) area by removing sediment with 

concentrations of contaminants of concern at levels greater than DMMP and Sediment Management 

Standards (SMS) screening levels from the marine environment. The location of this material is 

shown on Sheet 6. 

The following table summarizes dredge area impacts and habitat creation. 

Table B.1.e Dredge Area Impacts and Habitat Creation 

Existing Elevation Dredging 

 Impacts (existing to post-

dredge) 

Area Impacted by 

Dredging (approximate) 

Habitat Enhancement by 

Dredge Placement 

(Approximate) 

MHHW to -2 feet MLLW Intertidal (no change) NONE 16.74 acres of shallow 

subtidal will be converted to 

intertidal habitat 
-2 feet MLLW to -10 

feet MLLW 

Shallow subtidal converted to 

deep subtidal 
0.6 acre 

-10 feet MLLW to -20 

feet MLLW 

Deep subtidal converted to 

tidal 
12.6 acres 

 

Total Change in Habitat from dredging/placement -13.2 acres1  +16.74 acres 

>-20 feet MLLW No change to habitat 

classification 
5.4 acres 

 

Total Dredge Area 18.6 acres 

Net Change in High Value Intertidal Habitat +16.74 acres intertidal created2 

Plus Net improvement of Benthic Habitat (removal of 
unsuitable dredged material from the marine 

environment) 

+1.12 acres of improved benthic habitat (existing and 
post-dredge shallow and deep subtidal 

1Subtidal lands (shallow and deep) converted to lower value habitat (tidal). 

2No intertidal habitat is lost or adversely impacted by the project. 13.2 acres of shallow and deep subtidal habitat of moderate to low 

value will be converted to tide lands by the dredging. The placement of material dredged from the project site at the minimization 

placement sites will create 16.74 acres high value intertidal habitat from existing shallow subtidal lands. 

f. Could erosion occur as a result of clearing, construction, or use? If so, generally describe.  
[help] 

All work will be completed in or over water so erosion will not be an issue associated with the 

project. Dredged slopes will be inclined at 2 to 1 (H to V) and are not expected to erode. Dredged 

material for habitat enhancement will be placed in a generally flat area that tends to be accumulative 

rather than erosional. Localized movement of the material will likely occur over time as it stabilizes 

and settles. 

g. About what percent of the site will be covered with impervious surfaces after project 
construction (for example, asphalt or buildings)? [help] 

All work will be completed in or over water. Approximately 2 percent of the site (including dredge 

area)  will be covered with new impervious surface (dock extension). Stormwater will run off from 

the new dock extension into the bay. Stormwater collection and treatment is not necessary based 

upon the limited volume of traffic on the dock. 

h. Proposed measures to reduce or control erosion, or other impacts to the earth, if any: [help] 

Not applicable. 

http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/sea/sepa/ChecklistGuidance.html#Earth
http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/sea/sepa/ChecklistGuidance.html#Earth
http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/sea/sepa/ChecklistGuidance.html#Earth
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2. Air  [help] 

a. What types of emissions to the air would result from the proposal during construction, 
operation, and maintenance when the project is completed? If any, generally describe and 
give approximate quantities if known. [help] 

The emissions associated with the project will result from the operation of work barges and 

equipment during project construction. The increase in emissions during construction will be short-

lived, localized, and will likely have minimal impact on the surrounding area and businesses. The 

operating emissions during construction will be similar to that currently encountered at the site and 

the adjacent active commercial fishing dock and marina. 

b. Are there any off-site sources of emissions or odor that may affect your proposal? If so, 
generally describe. [help] 

No. 

c. Proposed measures to reduce or control emissions or other impacts to air, if any: [help] 

Not applicable. The emissions associated with project construction/demolition activities will be 

short-lived and localized. The operating emissions will be similar to current emissions in the project 

area. 

3. Water 

a. Surface Water: [help] 

1) Is there any surface water body on or in the immediate vicinity of the site (including 
year-round and seasonal streams, saltwater, lakes, ponds, wetlands)? If yes, 
describe type and provide names. If appropriate, state what stream or river it flows 
into. [help] 

Yes. Neah Bay 

2) Will the project require any work over, in, or adjacent to (within 200 feet) the 
described waters? If yes, please describe and attach available plans. [help] 

Yes. The project consists of construction of an extension to the existing commercial fishing 

dock to accommodate an ERTV and associated spill response vessels that are currently moored 

at the nearby Makah Marina as previously described in A.11 and shown on Sheets 3 through 5.  

The project will be constructed using materials and equipment brought to the site over land by 

truck and over water by barge. The equipment will be operated from work barges or temporary 

work platforms (in shallow water). The extension trestle will be approximately 20 feet wide and 

extend from the commercial dock trestle at an angle of 25 degrees to the northwest. 

A maximum of approximately 208,000 cubic yards of material will be dredged from project 

area as previously described. The project will require dredging to increase the depth of the berth 

area to elevations ranging from -15 to -25 feet MLLW (plus 1 foot of allowable overdredge) to 

accommodate the drafts of the spill response vessels that will moor there. An area extending to 

the north will also be dredged to complete a channel with mudline elevation of -25 feet MLLW 

(plus 1 foot of allowable overdredge) to allow for vessel transit to access the navigation channel 

to leave the bay. The proposed dredging will not extend onto or impact the USACE marina 

access channel located to the east of the fishing dock. The proposed dredge area is shown on 

Sheet 6. 

http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/sea/sepa/ChecklistGuidance.html#Air
http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/sea/sepa/ChecklistGuidance.html#Air
http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/sea/sepa/ChecklistGuidance.html#Air
http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/sea/sepa/ChecklistGuidance.html#Air
http://sepaguidance.epermitting.wa.gov/DesktopModules/help.aspx?project=0&amp;node=597
http://sepaguidance.epermitting.org/DesktopModules/help.aspx?project=0&amp;node=598
http://sepaguidance.epermitting.org/DesktopModules/help.aspx?project=0&amp;node=599
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Pile Installation 

As many as a total of 220 18- (135) to 24-inch-diameter (85) hollow steel piles will be installed 

to support the new structure. Piles will be installed using a vibratory hammer operated from 

either the temporary work platform (in shallow water) or from a barge (in deeper water). Piles 

will most likely be transported to the site and stored on site on a work barge. 

Pile driving will be performed to the greatest extent possible using a vibratory hammer and will 

be driven to final tip elevation or proofed, as necessary, with an impact hammer. It may be 

necessary to also impact-drive some piles to reach the designated penetration depth if very 

dense soils are encountered. A conservative estimate has been made that up to 1,000 strikes per 

day may be necessary to impact-drive piles to their final tip elevation. Approximately 

25 percent of the piles (55 piles) will be proofed. 

A bubble curtain or similarly effective noise attenuation device will be employed during all 

impact pile proofing or driving activities to reduce the potential for effects from temporarily 

elevated underwater noise levels. All pile installation will be conducted during the approved 

in-water work window. Additionally, marine mammal and marbled murrelet monitoring will be 

implemented in accordance with the attached monitoring plan. 

The following table summarizes benthic impacts from pile installation and benthic habitat 

mitigation from the proposed debris removal. 

Table 3.a.2 Project Benthic Substrate (Pile and Debris Footprint) Coverage Summary 

Existing Debris to Be 

Removed2 
Area of Debris Removal 

Proposed Piles to Be 

Installed Net Change  

(Number of Piles) 
Pile Size and Type, Debris Total Total 

18-inch steel - 135 +135 

24-inch steel - 85 +85 

Total - 220 +220 

Pile Size and Type Benthic Substrate Gain (sf) Benthic Substrate Loss (sf) Net Change (sf) 

18-inch steel - -271 -271 

24-inch steel - -417 -417 

Perimeter and Underpier 

Debris Removed 6,000 - 7,000 - +6,000 to 7,000 

Total 6,000 – 7,000 -688 

+5,312 sf to +6,312 sf 

 (0.12 to 0.14 acres 

substrate gained) 

 
Overwater Construction 

After the new piles are installed, the pile caps, stringers, deck paneling, and associated 

structures will be installed. These elements will be precast concrete manufactured at an off-site 

facility with environmental controls and transported to the site via barge or truck. Using precast 

pile caps will reduce the amount of concrete placed overwater by approximately 67 percent.  

The decking will be covered with cast-in-place concrete and/or asphalt pavement with a small 

area of grating on the finger piers. The grating will allow stormwater to discharge directly to the 

bay.  The direct discharge is allowable due to the minimal amount of traffic that will travel on 

the dock extension when supplies are loaded or unloaded from vessels at berth. 

                                                
2 Area of debris to be removed is approximate pending completion of an updated video survey of the project area. 
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Mooring and berthing loads will be resisted by a fender system and mooring fittings attached to 

the dock. Because of the larger commercial vessel size and mix of vessels intended for this 

berth, a fender pile system will be used with an energy-absorbing rubber fender element. A steel 

wale beam will connect each fender and distribute loads between piles and rubber units. 

Fender piles will be sleeved with polyethylene piping for long-term corrosion and abrasion 

protection. This protection is recommended because of the long-term mooring of vessels at the 

new berths. 

Security lighting will be provided on photocells with LED, pole-mounted fixtures. Additional 

operational lighting will be provided for night operations. Photocells and timers will control 

operational lighting and will be turned on only when needed. Lighting will be positioned to 

avoid light spillage from the dock onto adjacent waters. 

Overwater activities will be conducted according to the best management practices (BMPs) 

established for the project, which will minimize any potential for impacts to water quality, such 

as spills or release of construction debris into the waters at the site. Overwater construction will 

not be limited to the in-water work window. 

3) Estimate the amount of fill and dredge material that would be placed in or removed 
from surface water or wetlands and indicate the area of the site that would be 
affected. Indicate the source of fill material. [help] 

A maximum of approximately 208,000 cubic yards of material will be dredged to increase the 

depth of the berth area to elevations ranging from -15 to -25 feet MLLW (plus 1 foot of 

allowable overdredge) to accommodate the drafts of the spill response vessels. A transit channel 

will also be dredged extending to the north resulting in a final mudline elevation of -25 feet 

MLLW (plus 1 foot of allowable overdredge). The dredging will be completed with hydraulic 

or mechanical dredging equipment.  Suitable material (approximately 191,430 cubic yards) will 

placed at a beneficial use site in the northwest portion of Neah Bay, as shown on Sheet 8. The 

final suitability determination from the Dredged Material Management Office (DMMO) is 

pending. 

The remaining 16,570 cubic yards of dredged material are assumed to be unsuitable based on 

sediment characterization analytical results.  This material will be dredged using either 

mechanical or hydraulic dredging methods and will be placed at a suitable upland facility to be 

identified by the Tribe and in accordance with state and federal landfill and disposal regulations. 

Approximately 6,000 to 7,000 square feet of debris (including metal debris, bottles, tires, 

fishing equipment, and piping) will be removed from the mudline of the dredge area prior to 

dredging. The debris will be removed using an excavator or a clamshell operated from the 

existing commercial fishing dock and trestle, a work barge or temporary work platform. The 

debris will be placed in a barge/truck to be disposed at an approved upland landfill facility. A 

video survey will be completed prior to dredging to evaluate the location and extent of debris in 

the project area. 

4) Will the proposal require surface water withdrawals or diversions? Give general 
description, purpose, and approximate quantities if known. [help] 

No 

5) Does the proposal lie within a 100-year floodplain? If so, note location on the site 
plan.  [help] 

http://sepaguidance.epermitting.org/DesktopModules/help.aspx?project=0&amp;node=600
http://sepaguidance.epermitting.org/DesktopModules/help.aspx?project=0&amp;node=601
http://sepaguidance.epermitting.wa.gov/DesktopModules/help.aspx?project=0&amp;node=602
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Not applicable – The project is in the water of Neah Bay. 

6) Does the proposal involve any discharges of waste materials to surface waters? If so, 
describe the type of waste and anticipated volume of discharge. [help] 

Not applicable – No waste materials will be discharged into the surface waters of Neah Bay. 

b. Ground Water: 

1) Will groundwater be withdrawn from a well for drinking water or other purposes? 
If so, give a general description of the well, proposed uses and approximate 
quantities withdrawn from the well. Will water be discharged to groundwater? 
Give general description, purpose, and approximate quantities if known. [help] 

No 

2) Describe waste material that will be discharged into the ground from septic tanks 
or other sources, if any (for example: Domestic sewage; industrial, containing the 
following chemicals. . . ; agricultural; etc.). Describe the general size of the 
system, the number of such systems, the number of houses to be served (if 
applicable), or the number of animals or humans the system(s) are expected to 
serve. [help] 

Not applicable 

c. Water runoff (including stormwater): 

1) Describe the source of runoff (including storm water) and method of collection 
and disposal, if any (include quantities, if known). Where will this water flow? Will 
this water flow into other waters? If so, describe. [help] 

Stormwater runoff from the new dock extension surface will discharge into the bay. Collection 

and treatment of stormwater is not necessary based on the limited volume of traffic that will use 

the new dock extension. 

2) Could waste materials enter ground or surface waters? If so, generally describe. 
[help] 

There is a low potential for waste materials to enter the surface water either during construction 

or operation of the new dock extension. BMPs will be in place to prevent spills or releases into 

the surface water during construction and operations. Any materials dropped into the water 

during the project will be immediately removed by the contractor. 

3) Does the proposal alter or otherwise affect drainage patterns in the vicinity of the 
site? If so, describe. 

Not applicable 

d. Proposed measures to reduce or control surface, ground, and runoff water, and drainage 
pattern impacts, if any: 

The new surface does not represent a pollution-generating surface as there will be little to no vehicle 

traffic on the new structure; thus, stormwater controls are not required. 

http://sepaguidance.epermitting.org/DesktopModules/help.aspx?project=0&amp;node=603
http://sepaguidance.epermitting.org/DesktopModules/help.aspx?project=0&amp;node=609
http://sepaguidance.epermitting.org/DesktopModules/help.aspx?project=0&amp;node=610
http://sepaguidance.epermitting.org/DesktopModules/help.aspx?project=0&amp;node=613
http://sepaguidance.epermitting.org/DesktopModules/help.aspx?project=0&amp;node=614
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4. Plants [help] 

a. Check the types of vegetation found on the site: [help] 

  deciduous tree: alder, maple, aspen, other 

  evergreen tree: fir, cedar, pine, other 

  shrubs 

  grass 

  pasture 

  crop or grain 

  Orchards, vineyards or other permanent crops. 

  wet soil plants: cattail, buttercup, bullrush, skunk cabbage, other 

  water plants: water lily, eelgrass, milfoil, other 

  other types of vegetation 

A 2016 video dive survey did not observe eelgrass beds in the project area.  

b. What kind and amount of vegetation will be removed or altered? [help] 

Small areas of kelp were observed growing in the intertidal area below the riprapped slope on the 

east adjacent property during the 2013 video survey. Areas of kelp are likely to be growing in similar 

portions of the project site. However, no project work will occur in or over intertidal habitat and 

kelp, if present, would not be disturbed.   

There is no eelgrass present within the dredge area based on the findings of the November 2016 

video survey. 

The boundary of the eelgrass area in the northwest portion of the bay was identified during the 

November 2016 video survey of the project and beneficial use site (Sheet 8). Eelgrass is present 

along the western shoreline near the beneficial use site. The eelgrass boundary has been mapped and 

the beach nourishment area in the northwest portion of the bay will be designed to avoid any 

disturbance of the eelgrass. The boundary (shown on Sheet 8) will be verified and flagged prior to 

final dredged material placement design. 

c. List threatened and endangered species known to be on or near the site. [help] 

There are no known endangered plant species present on or near the site. 

d. Proposed landscaping, use of native plants, or other measures to preserve or enhance 
vegetation on the site, if any: [help] 

Not applicable 

e. List all noxious weeds and invasive species known to be on or near the site. 

Not applicable 

5. Animals 

a. List any birds and other animals which have been observed on or near the site or are known 
to be on or near the site. Examples include: [help] 

birds: hawk, heron, eagle, songbirds, other:  
mammals: deer, bear, elk, beaver, other:  marbled murrelet, common loon, 

http://sepaguidance.epermitting.org/DesktopModules/help.aspx?project=0&amp;node=617
http://sepaguidance.epermitting.org/DesktopModules/help.aspx?project=0&amp;node=618
http://sepaguidance.epermitting.org/DesktopModules/help.aspx?project=0&amp;node=619
http://sepaguidance.epermitting.wa.gov/DesktopModules/help.aspx?project=0&amp;node=620
http://sepaguidance.epermitting.org/DesktopModules/help.aspx?project=0&amp;node=621
http://sepaguidance.epermitting.org/DesktopModules/help.aspx?project=0&amp;node=623
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Harlequin duck, and shorebird concentrations 

fish: bass, salmon, trout, herring, shellfish, other ________________ 

b. List any threatened and endangered species known to be on or near the site. [help] 

A biological evaluation (BE) has been prepared for the project and is attached. The species and 

critical habitat potentially present in the vicinity of the project that are listed under the ESA are 

shown on the tables below, along with effects determinations based on the BE. A summary 

description of how these effects determinations were reached for each species and critical habitat is 

provided in the BE.  

 
Effects Determinations Summary Table – Listed Species 

Species ESU/DPS Federal Status Effect Determination 
Chinook Salmon- Puget Sound ESU Threatened NLTAA 

Chum Salmon- Hood Canal Summer-Run ESU Threatened NLTAA 

Steelhead- Puget Sound DPS Threatened NLTAA 

Bull Trout -Puget Sound DPS Threatened NLTAA 

Orca -Southern Resident DPS Threatened NE 

Humpback Whale- Eastern North Pacific Stock Endangered NE 

Marbled Murrelet -N/A (no ESU/DPS designation) Threatened NLTAA 

Short-tailed Albatross – N/A (no ESU/DPS 

designation) 
Endangered NLTAA 

Streaked Horned Lark - N/A (no ESU/DPS 

designation) 
Threatened NLTAA 

Yellow-billed Cuckoo – Western U.S. DPS Threatened NLTAA 

Rockfish- Boccaccio Endangered NLTAA 

Rockfish- Yelloweye Rockfish Threatened NLTAA 

Rockfish -Canary Rockfish Threatened NLTAA 

Pacific Eulachon -Southern DPS Threatened NE 

Notes: ESU =Evolutionarily Significant Unit; DPS=Distinct Population Segment; LTAA = Likely to Adversely Affect; NLTAA = Not Likely to Adversely 
Affect; NE = No Effect; NA = Not Applicable 

  

http://sepaguidance.epermitting.wa.gov/DesktopModules/help.aspx?project=0&amp;node=624
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Effects Determinations Summary Table – Critical Habitats 

Species ESU/DPS Critical Habitat Status Effect Determination 

Chinook Salmon - Puget Sound ESU Designated NE 

Chum Salmon - Hood Canal Summer-Run ESU Designated NE 

Steelhead -Puget Sound DPS Proposed NE/WNAM 

Bull Trout - Puget Sound DPS Designated NE 

Orca - Southern Resident DPS Designated NLTAA 

Humpback Whale - Eastern North Pacific Stock Not Designated or Proposed N/A 

Marbled Murrelet - N/A (no ESU/DPS designation) Designated NE 

Short-tailed Albatross – N/A (no ESU/DPS 

designation) 
Not Designated or Proposed N/A 

Streaked Horned Lark - N/A (no ESU/DPS 

designation) 
Designated NE 

Rockfish -Boccaccio Designated NE/WNAM 

Rockfish Yelloweye  Designated NE/WNAM 

Rockfish Canary  Designated NE/WNAM 

Pacific Eulachon -Southern DPS Designated NE 

Notes: ESU =Evolutionarily Significant Unit; DPS=Distinct Population Segment; LTAA = Likely to Adversely Affect; NLTAA = Not Likely to Adversely Affect; 
NE = No Effect; NA = Not Applicable; Provisional Adverse Modification Determination for proposed critical habitats: WNAM= Will Not Adversely Modify 

 

The range of Blue, Fin, Right, Sei and Sperm whales extends to the Washington coast but sightings 

within Neah Bay have been historically rare or non-existent. It is unlikely that these species will be 

present within the bay during the project work. 

c. Is the site part of a migration route? If so, explain. [help] 

The site is located within Neah Bay, which is adjacent to the Strait of Juan de Fuca, an important 

migratory route for several Evolutionary Significant Units (ESUs)/Distinct Population Segments 

(DPSs) of ESA-listed salmon, steelhead, and bull trout. Both adults returning to freshwater to spawn 

and outmigrating juveniles of these species are present at various times of the year. 

The Strait of Juan de Fuca is also an important migratory route for Southern Resident DPS orca and 

for humpback whales. These species migrate seasonally through the strait. Incidences of whale visits 

into the bay are extremely rare and thus it is unlikely that they will be present during the project 

work. 

d. Proposed measures to preserve or enhance wildlife, if any: [help] 

Any debris present on the mudline in the project area will be collected and removed before and 

during dredging.  

Impact Avoidance and Minimization Measures 

The proposed action includes the following measures, BMPs, and design features to avoid and 

minimize the potential for adverse environmental effects during and following construction.  

 The construction of the dock extension from the existing fishing dock trestle will minimize 

impacts that would be associated with the construction of a separate trestle. 

 The new structure will be designed to minimize the number of piles needed, thus, minimizing 

benthic impact, shading impacts, and construction noise. 

http://sepaguidance.epermitting.org/DesktopModules/help.aspx?project=0&amp;node=625
http://sepaguidance.epermitting.org/DesktopModules/help.aspx?project=0&amp;node=626
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 Overwater concrete placement will be minimized by incorporating precast structural elements 

for 67 percent of the concrete needed. 

 Work barges will not be allowed to ground out. 

 A temporary platform will be used to avoid damage to the shallow-water habitat during trestle 

construction. 

 In-water work will be conducted only during the approved in-water work window for marine 

waters of Puget Sound and the Strait of Juan de Fuca, where bull trout are present (16 July to 

15 February). 

 Project construction will be completed in compliance with Washington State Water Quality 

Standards (WAC 173-201A), including the following. 

 Petroleum products, fresh cement, lime, concrete, chemicals, or other toxic or deleterious 

materials will not be allowed to enter surface waters. 

 No oil, fuels, or chemicals will be discharged to surface waters or onto land where there is a 

potential for reentry into surface waters. 

 Fuel hoses, oil drums, oil or fuel transfer valves, fittings, etc., will be checked regularly for 

leaks, and materials will be maintained and stored properly to prevent spills. 

 A spill prevention, control, and countermeasures (SPCC) plan will be prepared by the contractor 

and used during all demolition and construction operations. A copy of the plan, with any 

updates, will be maintained at the work site. 

 The SPCC plan will outline BMPs, responsive actions in the event of a spill or release, and 

notification and reporting procedures. The plan will also outline management elements, such 

as personnel responsibilities, project site security, site inspections, and training. 

 The SPCC plan will outline the measures to prevent the release or spread of hazardous 

materials found on site and/or encountered during construction but not identified in contract 

documents, and any hazardous materials that are stored, used, or generated on the 

construction site during construction activities. These items include, but are not limited to, 

gasoline, diesel fuel, oils, and chemicals.  

 Applicable spill response equipment and material designated in the SPCC plan will be 

maintained at the job site. 

 In the event of a spill, containment and cleanup efforts will begin immediately; be completed 

in an expeditious manner in accordance with all local, state, and federal regulations; and take 

precedence over normal work. Cleanup will include proper disposal of any spilled material 

and used cleanup material. 

 The cause of the spill will be ascertained and appropriate actions taken to prevent further 

incidents or environmental damage. 

 Spills will be reported to the Ecology’s Northwest Regional Spill Response Office at 

425/649-7000. 

General Best Management Practices 

Typical construction BMPs for working in, over, and near water will be applied to the construction 

activities, including the following. 

 Excess or waste materials will not be disposed of or abandoned waterward of ordinary high 

water or allowed to enter waters of the state. Waste materials will be disposed of in an 

appropriate manner consistent with applicable local, state, and federal regulations. 
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 Demolition and construction materials will not be stored where wave action or upland runoff can 

cause materials to enter surface waters. 

 Oil-absorbent materials will be present on site for use in the event of a spill or if any oil product 

is observed in the water. 

Pile Installation BMPs 

Pile installation BMPs to be applied will include the following. 

 A vibratory hammer will be used to drive steel piles, to the extent possible, to minimize noise 

levels.  

 A bubble curtain or other similarly effective noise attenuation device will be employed during 

all impact pile proofing or installation. 

 Marine mammal monitoring will be conducted during pile installation activities to reduce the 

potential for impacts to ESA-listed marine mammals. 

 Marbled murrelet monitoring will be conducted during pile installation activities to reduce the 

potential for impacts. 

 Pile installation will be conducted during the WDFW-approved in-water work window for Tidal 

Reference Area 10 (16 July to 15 February), the period established to minimize impacts to 

aquatic species.  

Overwater Concrete Placement Minimization and BMPs 

On-site concrete placement will follow appropriate BMPs, including the following. 

 Wet concrete will not come into contact with surface waters.  

 Forms for any cast-in-place concrete structure will be constructed to prevent leaching of wet 

concrete.  

 Concrete process water will not be allowed to enter the bay. Any process water/contact water 

will be routed to a contained area for treatment and will be disposed of at an upland location. 

Dredging  

Dredging will be completed using mechanical and/or hydraulic dredging equipment. BMPs 

associated with dredging may include, but are not limited to, the following. 

Mechanical Dredging 

 The dredge bucket will not overpenetrate surface sediments, which can cause sediment to be 

expelled from the vents in the bucket or cause sediment to become piled on top of the bucket and 

then become eroded during bucket retrieval. 

 The bucket will be closed smoothly when it is collecting dredge material. 

 The method of operating the dredge will be modified based on changing site conditions, such as 

tides, waves, currents, and wind. 

 Multiple bites while the bucket is on the bottom will not be permitted. 

 Dredged material aboard the barge will be observed daily for the presence of fish to ensure that 

they are not being impinged by the clamshell bucket. If impingement occurs, crane operation 

will be slowed to increase opportunity for fish to avoid the bucket. 

 The barge will be managed such that the dredged sediment load does not exceed the capacity of 

the barge. The load will be placed in the barge to maintain an even keel and avoid listing. 
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Hydraulic Dredging 

 The suction head of hydraulic dredge will be maintained at the mudline to the extent practicable. 

 A buffer plate or other means will be used to reduce flow discharge of the hydraulic dredge at 

the placement area. 

In-water Placement 

 A video survey was completed at the placement site in the northwest corner of the bay in 

November 2016. The area of eelgrass identified during that survey is shown on Sheets 8 and 10. 

Eelgrass area boundaries will be clearly marked prior to placement to reduce the risk of dredged 

material placement on existing eelgrass. 

 Hay bales, silt fences, or similar structures will be placed around the boundary of the dredge 

material placement areas while dredged material is placed minimize turbidity impacts to the 

surrounding areas during the work. 

e. List any invasive animal species known to be on or near the site. 

There are no invasive species known to be on or near the site. 

6. Energy and Natural Resources 

a. What kinds of energy (electric, natural gas, oil, wood stove, solar) will be used to meet 
the completed project's energy needs? Describe whether it will be used for heating, 
manufacturing, etc. [help] 

Electricity will be supplied throughout the dock extension and will be provided by new switchgear 

and transformers located on the new trestle. Additional conduits will be added to the existing pier to 

allow communications to extend onto the new dock. Photocells will be installed on the new dock 

lighting to allow for solar-powered operations of the dock lights. Electrically operated lights will also 

be installed for night time use. 

b. Would your project affect the potential use of solar energy by adjacent properties? If 
so, generally describe. [help] 

No 

c. What kinds of energy conservation features are included in the plans of this proposal? 
List other proposed measures to reduce or control energy impacts, if any: [help] 

A combination of electric and solar-powered lights will be used on the dock, and all dock lighting 

will be timer-operated and to conserve energy will only turned on when needed. 

7. Environmental Health 

a. Are there any environmental health hazards, including exposure to toxic chemicals, risk of 

fire and explosion, spill, or hazardous waste, that could occur as a result of this proposal? If 

so, describe. [help] 

No 

1) Describe any known or possible contamination at the site from present or past 
uses. 

http://sepaguidance.epermitting.org/DesktopModules/help.aspx?project=0&amp;node=628
http://sepaguidance.epermitting.org/DesktopModules/help.aspx?project=0&amp;node=629
http://sepaguidance.epermitting.org/DesktopModules/help.aspx?project=0&amp;node=630
http://sepaguidance.epermitting.org/DesktopModules/help.aspx?project=0&amp;node=632
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A small portion of the dredge prism (DMMU-7) contains sediment with concentration of 

contaminants of concern (mercury, polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons, and phthalates) greater 

than applicable DMMP and SMS criteria. DMMU-7 is shown on Sheet 6 and is located around 

the perimeter of the existing commercial fishing dock. This material (approximately 16,570) is 

assumed unsuitable for openwater disposal based on sediment characterization analytical results 

and will be removed from the marine environment using clamshell or hydraulic dredging 

equipment and placed at an approved upland facility identified by the Tribe barring additional 

analytical results. The material will be placed upland in accordance with all state and federal 

waste and landfill regulations.  

2) Describe existing hazardous chemicals/conditions that might affect project 
development and design. This includes underground hazardous liquid and gas 
transmission pipelines located within the project area and in the vicinity. 

There are no known hazardous chemicals/conditions at the site. 

3) Describe any toxic or hazardous chemicals that might be stored, used, or 
produced during the project's development or construction, or at any time during 
the operating life of the project. 

No toxic or hazardous chemicals will be stored, used, or produced at the site during construction 

except for de minimus quantities of housekeeping type of substances. 

4) Describe special emergency services that might be required. 

Special emergency services should not be needed during construction or operation of the 

project. Existing emergency services available in Neah Bay include fire, emergency medical 

technicians, and spill response contractors (National Response Corporation and Marine Spill 

Response Corporation). No additional emergency services should be required during 

construction or operation of the project. 

5) Proposed measures to reduce or control environmental health hazards, if any: 

An SPCC plan will be prepared by the contractor and used during all demolition and 

construction operations. A copy of the plan, with any updates, will be maintained at the work 

site. 

Approximately 16,570 cubic yards of unsuitable dredged material will be removed from the 

marine environment and placed upland at a site identified by the Tribe in accordance with state 

and federal waste disposal and landfill regulations. The removal of this material from the 

marine environment will improve benthic habitat in an approximately 49,000-square-foot (1.12 

acres) area by removing sediment with concentrations of contaminants of concern at levels 

greater than DMMP and SMS screening levels from the marine environment. The location of 

this material is shown on Sheet 6. 

b. Noise 

1) What types of noise exist in the area which may affect your project (for example: 
traffic, equipment, operation, other)? [help] 

The site is adjacent to an active commercial fishing dock and marina to the east and is expected 

to have engine noise and noises typical of public recreation and fishing vessel-generated noise. 

Equipment and vessel noise typically originates from the properties to the east. The upland is 

http://sepaguidance.epermitting.org/DesktopModules/help.aspx?project=0&amp;node=635
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developed with commercial businesses and Bayview Avenue. Traffic noise emanates from 

Bayview Avenue and vehicles traveling to and from the businesses on shore. These noises are 

not expected to affect the proposed project. 

2) What types and levels of noise would be created by or associated with the project 
on a short-term or a long-term basis (for example: traffic, construction, operation, 
other)? Indicate what hours noise would come from the site. [help] 

Short-term and localized noise increases will be created from construction traffic (land and 

marine), during pile installation from the vibratory hammer, impact hammer pile proofing (as 

needed), dredging operations, dredge material placement operations, and other construction 

activities. Construction activities will only occur during daylight hours.  

The newly constructed dock extension will result in noise increases when vessels are going to 

and from the new structure. The operational noises resulting from the new dock extension will 

be commensurate to the existing noise produced from vessel and vehicle traffic traveling to and 

from the commercial fishing dock and marina located east of the new extension. Most of the 

new traffic noise will originate during daylight hours except when the spill response vessels are 

responding to nighttime spills. 

3) Proposed measures to reduce or control noise impacts, if any: [help] 

A bubble curtain, or similarly effective noise attenuation device, will be employed during all 

impact pile-driving activities to reduce the potential for effects from temporarily elevated 

underwater noise levels. All pile installation will be conducted during the approved in-water 

work window. 

Other construction noise will be short-lived, localized, and will impact the surrounding area 

minimally. 

8. Land and shoreline use 

a. What is the current use of the site and adjacent properties? Will the proposal affect 
current land uses on nearby or adjacent properties? If so, describe. [help] 

The site is subtidal marine aquatic land. The west adjacent property is occupied by the Makah 

Tribe’s commercial fishing dock. The south adjacent uplands are occupied by commercial 

businesses, including a restaurant and coffee shop. The west adjacent property is occupied by a dock. 

The north adjacent property is Neah Bay. 

b. Has the project site been used as working farmlands or working forest lands? If so, 
describe. How much agricultural or forest land of long-term commercial significance 
will be converted to other uses as a result of the proposal, if any? If resource lands 
have not been designated, how many acres in farmland or forest land tax status will 
be converted to nonfarm or nonforest use? [help] 

No 

1) Will the proposal affect or be affected by surrounding working farm or forest land 
normal business operations, such as oversize equipment access, the application 
of pesticides, tilling, and harvesting? If so, how: 

Not applicable 

http://sepaguidance.epermitting.org/DesktopModules/help.aspx?project=0&amp;node=636
http://sepaguidance.epermitting.org/DesktopModules/help.aspx?project=0&amp;node=637
http://sepaguidance.epermitting.org/DesktopModules/help.aspx?project=0&amp;node=639
http://sepaguidance.epermitting.org/DesktopModules/help.aspx?project=0&amp;node=640
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c. Describe any structures on the site. [help] 

There are no existing structures on the project site. 

d. Will any structures be demolished? If so, what? [help] 

No 

e. What is the current zoning classification of the site? [help] 

Not applicable 

f. What is the current comprehensive plan designation of the site? [help] 

Commercial Waterfront 

g. If applicable, what is the current shoreline master program designation of the site? 
[help] 

Not applicable 

h. Has any part of the site been classified as a critical area by the city or county?  
If so, specify.  [help] 

Yes, the area is part of a three-year flood zone and eagle habitat buffer (beneficial use site) based on 

WDFW Priority Habitat Species website information. 

i. Approximately how many people would reside or work in the completed project? [help] 

Not applicable 

j. Approximately how many people would the completed project displace? [help] 

The project will not displace anyone. 

k. Proposed measures to avoid or reduce displacement impacts, if any: [help] 

Not applicable 

l. Proposed measures to ensure the proposal is compatible with existing and projected 
land uses and plans, if any: [help] 

The dock extension will be attached to the existing commercial dock and serve as moorage for spill 

response vessels that will be able to respond more expediently to future spills, thus, protecting the 

environment and fisheries in the bay. 

m. Proposed measures to ensure the proposal is compatible with nearby agricultural and 
forest lands of long-term commercial significance, if any: 

Not applicable 

9. Housing 

a. Approximately how many units would be provided, if any? Indicate whether high-, 

http://sepaguidance.epermitting.org/DesktopModules/help.aspx?project=0&amp;node=641
http://sepaguidance.epermitting.org/DesktopModules/help.aspx?project=0&amp;node=642
http://sepaguidance.epermitting.org/DesktopModules/help.aspx?project=0&amp;node=643
http://sepaguidance.epermitting.org/DesktopModules/help.aspx?project=0&amp;node=644
http://sepaguidance.epermitting.org/DesktopModules/help.aspx?project=0&amp;node=645
http://sepaguidance.epermitting.org/DesktopModules/help.aspx?project=0&amp;node=646
http://sepaguidance.epermitting.org/DesktopModules/help.aspx?project=0&amp;node=647
http://sepaguidance.epermitting.org/DesktopModules/help.aspx?project=0&amp;node=648
http://sepaguidance.epermitting.org/DesktopModules/help.aspx?project=0&amp;node=649
http://sepaguidance.epermitting.org/DesktopModules/help.aspx?project=0&amp;node=650
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middle-, or low-income housing. [help] 

Not applicable 

b. Approximately how many units, if any, would be eliminated? Indicate whether high, 

middle, or low-income housing. [help] 

Not applicable 

c. Proposed measures to reduce or control housing impacts, if any: [help] 

Not applicable 

10. Aesthetics 

a. What is the tallest height of any proposed structure(s), not including antennas; what is 

the principal exterior building material(s) proposed? [help] 

The finished structure will have guide piles that extend a maximum of 16 feet above MLLW, 

approximately 8 feet above the water, and will be visible at high tide. 

b. What views in the immediate vicinity would be altered or obstructed? [help] 

Unobstructed views of the bay from the shoreline will be limited by the structure and the spill 

response vessels when they are moored at the new dock extension. 

c. Proposed measures to reduce or control aesthetic impacts, if any: [help] 

None. 

11. Light and glare 

a. What type of light or glare will the proposal produce? What time of day would it mainly 

occur? [help] 

The new structure will have on-dock lighting that will be directed so as to avoid light spillage into 

the water. The lights will only be used as needed during nighttime spill response activities or 

maintenance. 

b. Could light or glare from the finished project be a safety hazard or interfere with 
views? [help] 

The lights will be equipped with timers and programmed to turn off automatically when not in use. 

The operation of directional on-dock lights will have a low potential to interfere with views and will 

not create a safety hazard. 

c. What existing off-site sources of light or glare may affect your proposal? [help] 

None. 
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d. Proposed measures to reduce or control light and glare impacts, if any: [help] 

As mentioned previously, all new dock lighting will be equipped with timers that will be 

programmed to turn off the lights when they are not in use. Additionally, the proposed fixtures will 

direct the light so that no light spills onto the water’s surface. 

12. Recreation 

a. What designated and informal recreational opportunities are in the immediate vicinity? 
[help] 

Recreational fishing and other boating activities take place along the shoreline and in the waters of 

Neah Bay. 

b. Would the proposed project displace any existing recreational uses?  
If so, describe. [help] 

No. 

c. Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts on recreation, including recreation 

opportunities to be provided by the project or applicant, if any: [help] 

Not applicable 

13. Historic and Cultural Preservation 

a. Are there any buildings, structures, or sites, located on or near the site that are over 45 years 
old listed in or eligible for listing in national, state, or local preservation registers located on or 
near the site? If so, specifically describe. [help] 

No 

b. Are there any landmarks, features, or other evidence of Indian or historic use or occupation? 
This may include human burials or old cemeteries. Are there any material evidence, artifacts, 
or areas of cultural importance on or near the site? Please list any professional studies 
conducted at the site to identify such resources. [help] 

The construction activities will occur primarily in-water and are not anticipated to encounter or 

disturb cultural resources, based on information provided by Janine Ledford, director of the Makah 

Cultural and Research Center, in Neah Bay. An observer from the Makah Indian Tribe will be 

present during the construction activities to monitor for the presence of cultural resources, especially 

during shallow water and shoreline activities. 

c. Describe the methods used to assess the potential impacts to cultural and historic resources 
on or near the project site. Examples include consultation with tribes and the department of 
archeology and historic preservation, archaeological surveys, historic maps, GIS data, etc.  
[help] 

Consultation with the Makah Tribe indicates that there are not any cultural resources present at the 

site. 

d. Proposed measures to avoid, minimize, or compensate for loss, changes to, and disturbance 
to resources. Please include plans for the above and any permits that may be required. 
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The proposed project will be conducted in accordance with the RCW 27.53.060 (Archaeological 

Sites and Resources) and RCW 27.44.020 (Indian Graves and Records) and all applicable 

Washington State Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation regulations. In the event any 

unknown archaeological or historic materials are encountered during project activities, work in the 

immediate area of the discovery will be halted and the following actions taken: (1) implement 

reasonable measures to protect the discovery site, including any appropriate stabilization or covering; 

(2) take reasonable steps to ensure the confidentiality of the discovery site; and (3) take reasonable 

steps to restrict access to the site of discovery. 

14. Transportation 

a. Identify public streets and highways serving the site or affected geographic area and 
describe proposed access to the existing street system. Show on site plans, if any. 

[help] 

The project site will be accessed from Bayview Avenue, which is the main route through Neah Bay 

(see Sheet 1). 

b. Is the site or affected geographic area currently served by public transit? If so, 

generally describe. If not, what is the approximate distance to the nearest transit 

stop? [help] 

The project site is on the Makah Public Transit main bus route. 

c. How many additional parking spaces would the completed project or non-project 
proposal have? How many would the project or proposal eliminate? [help] 

Not applicable 

d. Will the proposal require any new or improvements to existing roads, streets, 

pedestrian, bicycle or state transportation facilities, not including driveways? If so, 
generally describe (indicate whether public or private). [help] 

No 

e. Will the project or proposal use (or occur in the immediate vicinity of) water, rail, or air 

transportation? If so, generally describe. [help] 

Yes, the project is in a maritime boat harbor with associated water use and truck and automobile 

transportation. 

f. How many vehicular trips per day would be generated by the completed project or 

proposal? If known, indicate when peak volumes would occur and what percentage of 

the volume would be trucks (such as commercial and nonpassenger vehicles). What 
data or transportation models were used to make these estimates? [help] 

New vehicular trips will not be generated by the completed project. 

g. Will the proposal interfere with, affect or be affected by the movement of agricultural 

and forest products on roads or streets in the area? If so, generally describe. 

No 

http://sepaguidance.epermitting.org/DesktopModules/help.aspx?project=0&amp;node=673
http://sepaguidance.epermitting.org/DesktopModules/help.aspx?project=0&amp;node=674
http://sepaguidance.epermitting.org/DesktopModules/help.aspx?project=0&amp;node=675
http://sepaguidance.epermitting.org/DesktopModules/help.aspx?project=0&amp;node=676
http://sepaguidance.epermitting.org/DesktopModules/help.aspx?project=0&amp;node=677
http://sepaguidance.epermitting.org/DesktopModules/help.aspx?project=0&amp;node=678


 

SEPA Environmental checklist (WAC 197-11-960)  July 2016 Page 23 of 26  

h. Proposed measures to reduce or control transportation impacts, if any: [help] 

None are proposed. 

15. Public Services 

a. Would the project result in an increased need for public services (for example: fire 

protection, police protection, public transit, health care, schools, other)? If so, 

generally describe. [help] 

No 

b. Proposed measures to reduce or control direct impacts on public services, if any. 
[help] 

Non are proposed. 

16. Utilities 

a. Circle utilities currently available at the site: [help] 

electricity, natural gas, water, refuse service, telephone, sanitary sewer, septic 

system, other    

Existing utilities currently available at the commercial dock will be extended for use at the new dock 

extension. These utilities include electric, water, phone, and sanitary sewer service. 

b. Describe the utilities that are proposed for the project, the utility providing the service, 

and the general construction activities on the site or in the immediate vicinity which 
might be needed. [help] 

Electricity, potable and fire water, and communications conduits will be extended from the existing 

commercial fishing dock. Clallam County Public Utility District will provide all of these services at 

the site. 
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D. Supplemental Sheet for Nonproject Actions 
 
(IT IS NOT NECESSARY to use this sheet for project actions) 
 
Because these questions are very general, it may be helpful to read them in conjunction with the list of the 
elements of the environment. 

When answering these questions, be aware of the extent the proposal, or the types of activities likely to 
result from the proposal, would affect the item at a greater intensity or at a faster rate than if the proposal 
were not implemented.  Respond briefly and in general terms. 

1. How would the proposal be likely to increase discharge to water; emissions to air; production, storage, 
or release of toxic or hazardous substances; or production of noise? 

 

Proposed measures to avoid or reduce such increases are: 

 

 

2. How would the proposal be likely to affect plants, animals, fish, or marine life? 

 

Proposed measures to protect or conserve plants, animals, fish, or marine life are: 

 

 
3.  How would the proposal be likely to deplete energy or natural resources? 

 

Proposed measures to protect or conserve energy and natural resources are: 

 

 
4.  How would the proposal be likely to use or affect environmentally sensitive areas or areas designated 

(or eligible or under study) for governmental protection; such as parks, wilderness, wild and scenic 
rivers, threatened or endangered species habitat, historic or cultural sites, wetlands, floodplains, or 
prime farmlands? 

 

Proposed measures to protect such resources or to avoid or reduce impacts are: 

 

 
5.  How would the proposal be likely to affect land and shoreline use, including whether it would allow or 

encourage land or shoreline uses incompatible with existing plans? 
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Proposed measures to avoid or reduce shoreline and land use impacts are: 

 

 
6.  How would the proposal be likely to increase demands on transportation or public services and 

utilities? 

 

Proposed measures to reduce or respond to such demand(s) are: 

 

 
7.  Identify, if possible, whether the proposal may conflict with local, state, or federal laws or requirements 

for the protection of the environment. 

 




