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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. 

Use of checklist for nonproject proposals: 
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. 

SEPA Environmental Checklist 
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A. Background 

1. Name of proposed project, if applicable: 

Port of Everett Bay Wood Interim Action Cleanup and Shoreline Restoration 

2. Name of applicant: 

Port of Everett 

3. Address and phone number of applicant and contact person: 

Laura Gurley 
Port of Everett 
PO Box 538 
Everett, WA 98206 
( 425) 388-0720 
LauraG@portofeverett.com 

List of Contributors to this Environmental Checklist: 

Shannon & Wilson 
400 N. 34th St., Suite 100 
Seattle, Washington 98103 
(Engineering and Environmental Services) 

4. Date checklist prepared: 

September 2019 

5. Agency requesting checklist: 

Port of Everett (Port) 

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

The proposed Shoreline Interim Action Cleanup and Restoration project is anticipated to occur between 
2020 and 2022 dependent on time frames to obtain all necessary permits. This schedule is necessary to 
utilize available Model Toxics Control Act (MTCA) funding within the target funding window. This is the first 
in a series of anticipated projects on the site. Further detail is provided in section A. 7 below. 

All in-water work will be conducted during agency-approved work windows. 
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7. Do you have any plans for future additions, expansion, or further activity related to or 
connected with this proposal? If yes, explain. 

Yes. This is the first project in a series of projects to be completed on the site over time. The restoration 
and cleanup will allow for application to the City of Everett for consideration of a stream buffer reduction 
request per City code section 19.33D.490. This reduction may be allowed if a buffer is already substantially 
degraded, public access is incorporated, and the buffer enhanced. The Port will pursue this in anticipation 
of achieving sufficient developable area for future sale or lease of the property. 

Future phases include upland redevelopment and final MTCA cleanup actions. SEPA review will occur as 
a phased review due to the uncertain timing of each construction phase and the projects likely being 
owned and administered by different entities. The Port or others will conduct additional environmental 
reviews in the future, as appropriate, as funding and partners are identified. 

The proposed shoreline cleanup and restoration project is a common element in all phases and is 
independent of future proposals, which allows it to occur prior to the rest of the cleanup (Draft RI/FS, April 
2011 ). 

Other projects known to be scheduled to occur at or near the project site include the following: 

■ Future upland industrial development could include such things as warehouse, manufacturing, and 
office facilities with associated infrastructure. The Port is actively pursuing interested developers for 
the upland area adjacent to the shoreline restoration site. This future development would be 
dependant on the City's approval of the stream buffer reduction request; however, the cleanup and 
restoration project is not dependant on any future upland development. 

Potential future projects for which timing and funding are unknown may include: 

■ Future Bay Wood Site MTCA Cleanup Actions that would lead to the final cleanup of the Bay Wood 
site. Future cleanup actions may involve dredging in the tidelands, removal of derelict in-water 
objects, groundwater monitoring, and possible institutional controls (e.g., environmental covenants). 
Any future cleanup actions would be independent of the cleanup and restoration effort as well as any 
redevelopment of the site, but will be performed under the oversite of an agreement with Ecology. 
Future cleanup would occur even if the redevelopment never occurs. 

The Port of Everett will conduct environmental review(s), as appropriate, if other future projects are 
proposed at or near the proposed project location. 

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

A summary of other environmental documents directly related to this proposal is listed below. Please 
contact Laura Gurley (425-388-0720, LauraG@portofeverett.com) to review environmental information 
relating to the proposed project. 

Summary of Environmental Documents Directly Related to Proposal: 

■ Draft Biological Assessment, Bay Wood Shoreline Interim Cleanup and Restoration. Everett, 
Washington. Prepared for the Port of Everett by Shannon & Wilson, Inc. This report was prepared to 
address the requirements of Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act (ESA). July 2019 
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■ Habitat Assessment, Bay Wood Redevelopment and Shoreline Interim Cleanup and Restoration. 
Everett, Washington. Prepared for the Port of Everett by Shannon & Wilson, Inc. June 2019 

■ Tidal Hydraulics Study and 30% Design, Bay Wood Shoreline Interim Cleanup and Restoration. 
Everett, Washington. Prepared for the Port of Everett by Shannon & Wilson, Inc. June 2019. 

■ Test Pit Findings and Soils Management Plan, Bay Wood Shoreline Restoration. Everett, 
Washington. Prepared for the Port of Everett by Shannon & Wilson, Inc. July 2019 

■ Memorandum: Restoration Design Criteria, Bay Wood Redevelopment and Shoreline Interim 
Cleanup and Restoration. Everett, Washington. Prepared for the Port of Everett by Shannon & 
Wilson, Inc. June 2019. 

■ Other permitting documents to permit proposed in-water work are in preparation and listed under item 
10 below. 

The proposed Bay Wood Interim Action Shoreline Cleanup and Restoration project is located within a 
MTCA Cleanup site. Specific information on this cleanup can be found at Ecology's website 
(https://apps.ecology.wa.gov/gsp/Sitepage.aspx?csid=2581 ). 

The following information was prepared in direct relation to the overall MTCA cleanup effort and was also 
considered in this environmental review. 

■ Bay Wood Products Site Remedial Investigation and Feasibility Study Work Plan, January 2009. 

■ Bay Wood Products Site Draft Remedial Investigation and Feasibility Study Report, April 2011. 

Please note the following Port of Everett SEPA environmental checklist evaluated a prior environmental 
cleanup of the uplands on the site: 

■ Bay Wood Cleanup Site - Soil Stock Pile Removal, MTCA Interim Action. SEPA MONS Ref. No. 
2012-05. 

This Port of Everett Environmental Checklist, including its appendices, is incorporated by reference into 
this SEPA checklist. 

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. 

The proposed restoration and cleanup area is located within the Bay Wood Products MTCA cleanup site 
that is being administered by Ecology under an Agreed Order (No. DE 5490). A Remedial Investigation 
and Feasibility Study (RI/FS) is underway on the site. The proposed project footprint occurs within the 
overall cleanup area. Future environmental cleanup requirements will be determined as part of the Final 
RI/FS and Cleanup Action Plan for the cleanup area. It is anticipated that the cleanup and restoration work 
occurring as part of this project likely represents a final cleanup action within the specific project boundary; 
however, in the event future cleanup is needed in this area, the actions proposed herein would not preclude 
future remediation, if necessary. Previous cleanups have occurred in the uplands at the Bay Wood site 
with the Department of Ecology under MTCA between the mid-1990s and 2012. 

The project presented herein is anticipate to be conducted under an Interim Cleanup Action Work Plan 
under an amendment to the current Agreed Order. 
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10. List any government approvals or permits that will be needed for your proposal, if 
known. 

■ Washington State Joint Aquatic Resource Permit Application will be submitted for local, state and 
federal permits. 

■ City of Everett - Shoreline Substantial Development Permit and Public Works Permit compliance. 

■ U.S. Army Corps of Engineers - Corps will determine whether Section 404 Permit, Section 10 or 
other. 

■ ESA Section 7 consultation (NOAA Fisheries and USFWS). 

■ Treaty Tribe consultation, associated with federal permit review. 

■ Historic Preservation Act Section 106 and Washington Department of Archaeology and Historic 
Preservation (DAHP) review. 

■ Washington State Department of Ecology (Ecology) -Section 401 Water Quality and MTCA 
Coordination; Certification and Coastal Zone Management Act Consistency Determination. 

■ Ecology MTCA Interim Cleanup Action Work Plan and Agreed Order (i.e., an Agreed Order 
Amendment or new Agreed Order) as part of the Bay Wood Products MTCA cleanup site. 

■ Washington State Executive Order 05-05 (GEO 05-05) Review, implemented by Ecology. 

■ Washington Department of Fish & Wildlife; Hydraulic Project Approval (HPA), or substantive 
requirements acknowledgement letter. 

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.) 

The primary action the Port proposes, is implementation of an approximately 1,300 linear feet of shoreline 
restoration and 2,200 linear feet of buffer enhancement measures along the shoreline at the Bay Wood 
site.The proposed shoreline restoration is being planned as part of the Puget Sound Initiative 
environmental cleanup and in conjunction with and to support site redevelopment. The primary goals of 
the restoration and enhancement effort is to significantly improve ecological function of the shoreline as 
part of an interim action with Ecology. All restoration work presented herein is anticipated to be performed 
as a MTCA Interim Cleanup Action. It is anticipated that the restoration will also fulfill the requirements of 
a critical area buffer reduction request to the City to support the future upland development of the 
Property. The Port of Everett is working with Ecology under a Model Toxics Control Act (MTCA) Agreed 
Order (No. 5490) to clean up and restore this Property as part of the State of Washington's Puget Sound 
Initiative. 

The Bay Wood site (Site), formerly a lumber mill facility operated by Bay Wood Products, Inc., is currently 
subject to environmental cleanup under a MTCA Agreed Order (Ref. No. DE 5490) with Washington 
Department of Ecology (Ecology) referred to as the "Bay Wood Products" site. The Port of Everett is 
currently the only potentially liable party (PLP) under the Agreed Order. 
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At this stage of the MTCA cleanup process, Ecology and the Port continue to collect additional 
environmental data to support the preparation of a Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study Report 
(RI/FS). The future RI/FS Report will define the nature and extent of the historic contamination within the 
Site's in-water areas, review cleanup remedy alternatives to address the full extent of contamination, and 
will select a preferred final cleanup remedy for the Site that will consider future site uses. A separate 
SEPA environmental review will be conducted in the future, as necessary, for the selected final cleanup 
remedy and will be performed as part of the MTCA cleanup process. 

The Property shoreline is currently challenged by a low-functioning, publicly inaccessible shoreline that 
is overgrown with invasive plant species, has scattered industrial debris, has over-steepened shoreline 
embankment made of quarry spalls and wood debris, dilapidated creosote-treated bulkheads, and other 
unnatural features. 

In general, the restoration work will involve removing invasive plant species, industrial debris, creosote 
treated wood structures, and wood waste followed by sculpting significant portions of the shoreline by 
excavation and backfilling with habitat-friendly and geotechnically suitable material. There are three 
existing estuarine wetlands on the property (see section B.3). Wetland A will be preserved where feasible 
but may be temporarily impacted in order to tie the new slope grades into the existing topography. 
Wetland B will be removed during bulkhead demolition and slope grading, and replaced during slope 
restoration through native planting. The restoration will temporarily impact 722 square feet within 
wetlands A and B but will restore these wetlands after grading the shoreline to a natural slope. The 
restoration will result in a significant ecological net benefit by creating 27,500 square feet of native 
wetland planting areas not currently functioning as estuarine wetlands. This area will be monitored for 
survival with the expectation that natural processes will result in establishment of intertidal saltmarsh 
wetland area slightly smaller than the 27,500 square feet. See Appendix C, Draft Biological 
Assessment. 

It will also involve consolidating and expanding existing wetland habitat including planting a variety of 
native plant species, installing large woody debris (LWD), and constructing a trail for public access 
purposes. Monitoring and maintaining the restoration until it has become established will also be 
included. See Appendix B, Project Drawings. 

The extent of the restoration will occur on the west and south sides of the property due to easement 
restrictions on the north and a separate MTCA cleanup site boundary to the south. See Appendix B, 
Project Drawings. 

This restoration work is expected to be done in anticipation of development of the upland portion of the 
Property and under appropriate administrative processes with Ecology, as required. The Port anticipates 
this restoration work being done under all applicable local, state, and federal permits and as a MTCA 
Interim Cleanup Action. 

As part of the interim action, cleanup of a low ditch area along the southern property line that connects 
to the shoreline restoration area will occur. This area is potentially contaminated by an unauthorized 
discharge from the adjacent property to the south. This area will likely be used for bioengineered 
stormwater conveyance from the future upland development. In order to prevent conveyance or exposure 
of contaminants via stormwater to the estuary, this area will be tested to characterize the nature and 
extent of contamination. The cleanup extent will be based on those results and closely coordinated with 
the Department of Ecology. 
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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. 

The project is located at 200 West Marine View Drive, Everett, Washington (Township 29N/Range 05E 
/Section 07). The project site area includes the shoreline and adjacent buffer areas of parcel numbers 
29050700100300, 29050700100500 and 29050700101000 (See Vicinity Map, Appendix A). 

B. Environmental Elements (HELP) 

1. Earth I.t!.filru. 
a. General description of the site: 

(circle one): IFlat,I rolling, hilly, !steep slopes!, mountainous, other _ 

The project site consists of steeply sloped and eroding intertidal shoreline adjacent to mudflats areas. 

b. What is the steepest slope on the site (approximate percent slope)? 
The upland portion of the Site is generally flat, with an average elevation of approximately 16 feet ( 1988 
North American Vertical Datum [NAVO 88]). The shoreline perimeter features slopes ranging from 
approximately 0.3 % to 58 %. 

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. 

Shoreline areas primarily consist of dredged sands, silt, cobbles, quarry spalls, and wood debris. The 
Soil Survey of Snohomish County Area Washington classifies the upland portion of the site as Urban 
Land. 

In general, the majority of the upland area of the site is comprised of fill in former tidelands. The upland 
area has no previous, existing, or potential agricultural use. 

d. Are there surface indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity? If 
so, describe. 

Everett's Critical Areas Map identifies the slopes surrounding the site and the filled upland areas of the 
property as containing moderate to highly susceptible liquefaction-prone soils. Liquefaction occurs when 
water saturated soil loses it strength and stiffness by earthquake shaking or other rapid loading. These 
soils are prone to landslide events as well. Detailed evaluation of specific site conditions is being 
conducted and will be incorporated into the final engineering and construction design of the proposal. 
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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. 

The project includes site grading, including excavation and fill activities. Existing nearshore marine areas 
include riprap and quarry spalls, much of which will be removed from within the project area, as well as 
anthropogenic debris, wood waste, cobbles and silt. Grading will include removal of sufficient material 
to lay back the existing slopes and create a more natural slope. The proposed slopes across the 
restoration will be greaded to lay the shore back to an approximate 7-feet horizontal: 1-foot vertical slope, 
with some areas steeper and some flatter. To allow for native plantings to grow, appropriate topsoil will 
be imported to the site. 

Approximately 46,800 SF (1.48 acres) will be graded, including excavation of approximately 13,000 cubic 
yards (CY) of armor rock, sand, cobbles and soils both above and below the Ordinary High Water (OHW) 
mark. All material will be evaluated for reuse on site. Anything not usable on site will be exported and 
disposed of offsite. To restore the shoreline, a total volume of approximately 7,500 CY of material will 
be required for planting and slope stability. This includes a sand, gravel and cobble base fill layer (3,340 
CY) on the northwest section of the site to be overlain with a sand/gravel layer (1,840 CY). A shoreline 
protection feature will be incorporated into the restoration design to protect the upper beach slope, 
riparian buffer and planted vegetation areas most exposed to wind and wave action from excessive wave 
erosion. Approximately 280 CY of rip rap would be used. The uppermost beach layer would consist of 
a sand/gravel with part of the area needing compost amendments to facilitate establishment of wetland 
vegetation. Finally, a riparian planting area would be established using a sandy topsoil mixed layer (2,040 
CY) above the extreme high tide levels. Quantities for work below OHW are described in 8.3.a.3, below. 

Where possible, material that was excavated from the site will be reused. Any material required to be 
imported from off site will be sourced from authorized quarries or suppliers to be determined by the 
Contractor performing the work and will have appropriate chemical characteristics for use on this site. 

Large wood installations would occur along the upper extents of the beach slope. It will be anchored in 
place where high energy wave action is more likely to occur. Anchoring may not be required in areas of 
lower wave energy. 

The cleanup in the low lying ditch area near the south side of the site will require excavation of 
approximately 1,000 CY or less. This material will be inspected and tested as necessary to determine 
removal requirements. 

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

Yes, during and immediately after construction, temporary erosion could occur as a result of excavation, 
stockpiling, and placement of material. Once the project is complete, erosion would be minimized by the 
restoration design. 

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

No new or net increase in impervious surface will be created by this proposal. Several small areas where 
concrete debris will be removed will result in an increase of pervious area. 
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h. Proposed measures to reduce or control erosion, or other impacts to the earth, if any: 

Applicable Port of Everett Best Management Practices (BMPs) and discharge controls for the control of 
potential sources of erosion will be implemented as part of all of the proposal's construction activities. 
Standard BMPs that are both in accordance with the Washington State Stormwater Management Manual 
for Western Washington and City of Everett requirements will also be implemented during all activities 
occurring adjacent to the water and in the remainder of the project area. They include: 

■ A Temporary Erosion and Sedimentation Control (TESC) Plan will be developed and implemented 
as part of the Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) required under the National Pollution 
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) stormwater regulations for construction sites. Construction 
techniques will utilize BMPs such as those described in the 2018, as amended April 1, 2019 version 
of Washington State Department of Transportation's (WSDOT's) Standards and Specifications for 
Road, Bridge, and Municipal Construction (WSDOT 2019) and Ecology's Stormwater Management 
Manual for Western Washington (Ecology 2019). TESC measures are required to prevent discharge 
of sediment-laden runoff from entering surface waters. Measures that will be employed to achieve 
this purpose may include silt fencing, straw bales/wattles, retention of runoff and/or other similar 
BMPs that are determined to meet erosion control objectives. 

■ The contractor will prepare a construction Spill Prevention, Control and Countermeasures (SPCC) 
Plan for this project. Any potential spills will be handled and disposed of in a manner that does not 
contaminate the surrounding area. Adequate materials and procedures to respond to unanticipated 
weather conditions or accidental releases of materials (sediment, petroleum hydrocarbons, etc.) will 
be available on site. This will include materials necessary to cover stockpiles (e.g., tarpaulins), isolate 
pollutants from the environment (e.g., protective containers), and contain and absorb spills (e.g., 
disposable absorbent materials). The SPCC Plan will also ensure the proper management of oil, 
gasoline and solvents used in the operation and maintenance of construction equipment and that 
equipment remain free of external petroleum-based products prior to entering the work area and 
during the work, and for making any necessary repairs prior to returning the equipment to operation 
in the work area. The SPCC Plan will be consistent with 40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 112.3 
as well as the State of Washington Oil Spill Contingency Plan (WAC 173-182). 

■ An emergency spill containment kit must be located on-site along with a pollution prevention plan 
detailing planned fueling, materials storage and equipment storage. Waste storage areas must be 
prepared to address prevention and cleanup of accidental spills. 

■ All construction-related debris will be cleaned up on a daily basis. Proper conservation measures will 
be taken to ensure that debris will not contaminate the marine shoreline. 

■ Waste materials, including miscellaneous garbage and/or other debris removed from the shoreline 
environment, will be transported off site for disposal in accordance with applicable regulations. 

■ Care will be taken in all work to prevent debris, oils, and grease from entering the water. 

■ Excavation, armor rock removal, and material placement work will only be conducted when the work 
area is not inundated with tidal waters. 

■ Discrete elements of work will be sequenced to occur during one tidal cycle in order to limit soil 
exposure during tidal inundation. 
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■ Land based equipment operation will be contained within the project limits in order to keep equipment 
off of non-armored substrate. 

■ Appropriate BMPs will be employed to minimize sediment loss and turbidity generation during 
excavation, re-handling, material installation and other earth disturbing activities. 

■ Land based equipment will be staged at a location far enough from the shoreline as to not approach 
bearing capacity of the shoreline slopes. 

2. Air 

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. 

Potential short-term air emissions will be limited to diesel engine emissions from operation of construction 
equipment as well as trucks importing or exporting material to or from the site. Once the restoration and 
cleanup project is complete, no change in emissions from current conditions are anticipated. Future phases 
of work on the site, such as upland redevelopment, will be evaluated under a phase-specific SEPA analysis. 

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

No. Sources of emissions include vehicle traffic on local streets and ship traffic through Port Gardner Bay, 
which would not affect the proposed project. 

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

Motor powered equipment used for the proposed project will be operated and maintained consistent with 
existing air emissions requirements and will be required to comply with federal, state and local fuel and 
equipment/vessel regulations. · 

3. Water 
a. Surface Water: 

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. 

The project is located at the mouth of the Snohomish River at Port Gardner Bay, Puget Sound. As part of 
the Habitat Assessment three wetlands (A, Band D) were delineated on the Bay Wood site and one was 
observed off-site (Maulsby Swamp). Two of the three (A and B) are within the restoration project 
boundary. 

Wetland A is composed of five small wetland units (A-1 through A-5) situated along the top of the slope 
of the inlet at the southern edge of the study area. According to the Coward in system of classifying 
wetlands, Wetland A is an estuarine intertidal emergent persistent wetland (E2EM1 ); according to the 
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hydrogeomorphic wetland classification system, Wetland A is an estuarine fringe wetland. Vegetation 
in Wetland A is limited to the vegetated shoreline found in the upper tidal elevations. Dominant 
emergent species include saltgrass (Distichlis spicata, FACW), tufted hairgrass (Deschampsia 
cespitosa, FACW), and an unidentified sedge species that was beginning to emerge from the mud at 
the time of the site visit. 

Wetland A is located below the OHWM and hydrology throughout is influenced by mixed semidiurnal 
tidal fluctuations that lead to frequent inundation of the wetland. 

Wetland A is rated as a Category II wetland according to Ecology's wetland rating manual and is less 
than 1 acre in size. Because Wetland A is contiguous with the shoreline, it is within shoreline 
jurisdiction and is therefore rated under the Everett shoreline code (EMC 19.33D). It rated as a 
Category Ill according to EMC 19.33D.440. Although it is an estuarine wetland, its functions are 
minimal and can be replaced through shoreline restoration efforts focused on functional uplift. 

Wetland A provides minimal functions at the site due to its size, position in the landscape, and site 
specific characteristics. Situated just below the OHWM of the Snohomish River, the wetland is sparsely 
vegetated in mud substrate. h provides some habitat for aquatic invertebrates and foraging shorebirds 
but does not provide shade, litter, and woody debris recruitment or refugia for fish or wildlife species. 
Anthropogenic debris such as asphalt, fill material, concrete, and rubber and metal debris was 
observed in portions of the wetland. The wetland provides some erosion control from tides and wave 
action due to its vegetated structure; however, because the vegetation is emergent and not woody in 
structure, the wetland does not provide a high level of erosion control functions and could be lost during 
an erosive storm event. 

Wetland B is located at the terminus of the inlet in the southwestern portion of the study area, behind a 
disintegrating constructed wooden wall. Wetland B is inundated during high tides and captures 
sediments in depressions as the tide recedes. According to the Cowardin system of classifying 
wetlands, Wetland Bis an estuarine intertidal emergent persistent wetland (E2EM1 ). According to the 
hydrogeomorphic wetland classification system, Wetland Bis an estuarine fringe wetland. Vegetation 
in Wetland Bis dominated by emergent species including saltgrass (Distich/is spicata, FACW), tufted 
hairgrass (Oeschampsia cespitosa, FACW), and creeping bent grass (Agrostis sto/onifera, FAC). 

Hydrology in Wetland B is influenced by mixed semidiurnal tidal fluctuations and runoff from adjacent 
impervious surfaces. The wetland is inundated during high tides. Wetland B is rated as a Category 11 
according to Ecology's wetland rating manual and is less than 1 acre in size. Because Wetland B is 
contiguous with the shoreline, it is within shoreline jurisdiction and is therefore rated under the Everett 
shoreline code (EMC 19.33D). It rated as a Category Ill according to EMC 19.33D.440. Although it is 
an estuarine wetland, its functions are minimal and can be replaced through shoreline restoration 
efforts focused on functional uplift. 

This wetland is sparsely vegetated with emergent vegetation and provides some habitat for foraging 
shorebirds but does not provide shade, litter, and woody debris recruitment or refugia for fish or wildlife 
species. It is heavily disturbed and anthropogenic debris such as concrete, wood, metal posts, and 
rubber and metal debris was observed in portions of the wetland. Because the wetland is confined 
behind the wooden wall, it provides little erosion control from tides and wave action and portions of the 
wetland were observed to be eroding into the inlet channel between failing sections of the wall. 

Wetland D is located northeast of the restoration project area along the study area boundary and, 
based on visual observations from within the study area, appears to extend offsite along the 
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shoreline. This wetland is outside of the restoration project boundary, but may be impacted by future 
cleanup actions under MTCA. As part of the phased SEPA review, environmental impacts to Wetland 
D will be addressed in future review documents. 

According to the Cowardin system of classifying wetlands, Wetland Dis an estuarine intertidal 
emergent persistent wetland (E2EM1 ). According to the hydrogeomorphic wetland classification 
system, Wetland Dis an estuarine fringe wetland. Vegetation in Wetland Dis dominated by emergent 
species consisting primarily of saltgrass (Distichlis spicata, FACW), tufted hairgrass (Deschampsia 
cespitosa, FACW), and hardstem bulrush (Schoenoplectus acutus, OBL) and an unidentified grass or 
sedge. The plant species and distributions in Wetland D will likely be used as a reference model for 
any future onsite restoration, depending on topography and tidal inundation. 

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. 

Yes, the proposed restoration is to occur on the shoreline with a portion of the work (approximately 13,300 
square feet) occurring below Ordinary High Water (OHW). AU work will occur during low tides, in the dry to 
avoid in-water impacts. All equipment will be operated from the land, so no water-going vessels will be 
required. Re-grading will temporariliy impact 722 square feet of existing wetlands (in A and B). However, 
restoration will result in creation of 27,500 SF of area newly planted with native wetland plant species. 
This area will be monitored for survival with the expectation that natural processes will result in 
establishment of an area slightly smaller than the 27,500 square feet. This results in a significant net 
benefit in ecological function and habitat. 

See Appendix B, Project Drawings. 

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. 

Dredging is not proposed as part of this project. Approximately 4,300 CY of material will be excavated 
below OHW for the shoreline restoration. This includes sand, silt, cobbles, and wood debris. Preliminary 
calculations for the restoration fill material volume below OHW is approximately 2,470 CY total. This 
volume includes materials such as sand, gravel and topsoil. Total area is approximately 64,800 square 
feet (sf) of which approximately 13,300 sf will be below OHW. Material will be sourced from either a local 
quarry or reusable on-site material or both. 

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

No 

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

Yes. The project is located on the banks of the Snohomish River estuary and the shoreline of Port Gardner 
Bay. 
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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. 

No discharges of waste material will occur to surface waters. Potential impacts to surface waters include 
localized temporary increases in turbidity during excavation or material placement, as well as tidal 
inundation as portions of the project are completed. Turbidity would be minimized by employing BMPs 
such as restricting work to lower tides so work can be performed in the dry. If required by agencies with 
jurisdiction, a Water Quality Monitoring Plan (WQMP) will detail implementation of these BMPs, as well 
as points of compliance to ensure water quality will be maintained during dredge operations and other 
in-water construction activities. 

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. 

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. 

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. 

The upland areas at the Bay Wood site are mostly sand where most stormwater infiltrates. Some sheet 
flow might flow to the existing stormwater drainage ditch located at the east end of the site. No increase 
in impervious surface is proposed as part of this restoration project. Therefore, there will be no changes 
to water runoff or stormwater control. 

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

There is a remote potential that waste materials could enter surface waters due to an accidental spill 
during construction, transport and disposal of material or other construction activities. To reduce the 
potential for spills and leaks, the contractor will maintain on site an adequate supply of materials 
(such as a vacuum pump, booms, diapers and other absorbent material) to control and contain 
deleterious materials in the event of an accidental spill. BMPs will be implemented in accordance 
with project permits to reduce the risk of waste material entering surface waters. 
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3) Does the proposal alter or otherwise affect drainage patterns in the vicinity of the 
site? If so, describe. 

No. 

d. Proposed measures to reduce or control surface, ground, and runoff water, and 
drainage pattern impacts, if any: 
To reduce impacts to the Snohomish River and Port Gardner from construction work, BMPs will be 
implemented including: 

■ Work will be completed within the Corps and Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife (WDFW) 
approved in-water work windows (July 16 and February 15). 

■ Work will be in compliance with other local, state and federal regulations and restrictions (e.g., WDFW 
Hydraulic Project Approval [HPA], local Critical Areas Ordinance and land use regulations, Shoreline 
Master Program, State Environmental Policy Act [SEPA], 401 Water Quality Certification, and Corps 
Section 10 [Rivers and Harbors Act]. 

■ Disturbance will be limited to those areas necessary for construction, which will be identified on site 
plans and marked on the site before construction begins. 

■ The contractor will be required to prepare a construction Spill Prevention, Control and 
Countermeasures (SPCC) Plan for this project according to WSDOT (2013) guidance. The SPCC 
Plan will be consistent with 40 CFR 112.3 as well as the State of Washington Oil Spill Contingency 
Plan (WAC 173-182). 

■ All equipment used for construction activities will be cleaned and inspected prior to arriving at the 
project site to ensure no potentially hazardous materials are exposed, no leaks are present, and the 
equipment is functioning properly. 

■ The contractor will perform daily inspection of construction equipment to ensure there are no leaks of 
hydraulic fluids, fuel, lubricants or other petroleum products. Corrective actions will be taken in the 
event of any discharge of oil, fuel, or chemicals, including: 

• In the event of a spill, containment and cleanup efforts will begin immediately and be 
completed as soon as possible, taking precedence over normal work. Cleanup will include 
proper disposal of any spilled material and used cleanup material. 

• The cause of the spill will be assessed, and appropriate action will be taken to prevent further 
incidents or environmental damage. 

• Spills will be reported immediately to DOE's Northwest Regional Spill Response Office at 
(425) 649-7000 (a 24-hour phone number). Spills of oil or hazardous materials also will be 
reported immediately to the National Response Center at 1 (800) 424-8802 and the 
Washington Emergency Management Division at 1 (800) 258-5990 or 1 (800) OILS-911. 

■ All construction-related debris will be cleaned up on a daily basis. Proper conservation measures will 
be taken to ensure that debris will not contaminate the marine shoreline or marine waters. 

■ Waste materials, including miscellaneous garbage and/or other debris removed from the shoreline 
environment, will be transported off site for disposal in accordance with applicable regulations. 

■ The contractor will be required to comply with all permit conditions. 
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4. Plants 

a. Check the types of vegetation found on the site: 

__ deciduous tree: alder, maple, aspen, other 
__ evergreen tree: fir, cedar, pine, other 
_x_shrubs 
_x_grass 
__ pasture 
__ crop or grain 
__ Orchards, vineyards or other permanent crops. 
_x_ wet soil plants: cattail, buttercup, bullrush, skunk cabbage, other 
__ water plants: water lily, eelgrass, milfoil, other macrovegetation 
__ other types of vegetation 

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

Himalayan blackberry, Scots broom and other weeds are prevalent on the upland areas of the site. The 
wetlands areas feature emergent species including saltgrass (Distichlis spicata, FACW), tufted hairgrass 
(Deschampsia cespitosa, FACW), and an unidentified sedge species. 

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

No threatened or endangered plant species are known to be on or near the site. A professionally performed 
Habitat Assessment occurred in June 2019 confirmed this. See Appendix D, Habitat Assessment. 

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

Invasive species will be removed from the restoration and enhancement areas and associated buffers. 
These areas will be planted with native species appropriate for each ecosystem based on shoreline 
elevation and tidal influence. Areas of existing native plants will be protected to the extent possible and the 
plant mix will be used as a model palette for restoration areas. Wetland soils will be stockpiled on site and 
may be replaced after site grading to reestablish the native seed bank. 

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

Himalayan blackberry, Scots broom and other weeds are prevalent on the site. 

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: 
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birds: hawk, heron, eagle, songbirds, other: Marbled murrelet, osprey, 
diving ducks, gulls, alcids, cormorant 
mammals: harbor seal, California sea lions, beavers 
fish: salmon, trout, herring. shellfish, other 

Substantial industrial operations have historically occurred at the Bay Wood site. Most fish and wildlife in 
the area are associated with Port Gardner and the lower Snohomish River and includes bald eagle, 
osprey, and other birds of prey fly over the project area and may perch in mature trees in City of Everett 
greenbelts adjacent to the project area. Osprey nest on the lower Snohomish River on derelict piles in 
nearby waterways in the vicinity of the project area. 

Consistent with project review and permit requirements of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Seattle 
District, the Port has prepared detailed information in the form of a Draft Biological Assessment describing 
existing aquatic habitat conditions in Port Gardner and the lower Snohomish River, pertaining to ESA 
decision-making requirements. 

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

The ESA-listed species that may occur in the proposed project area are listed below. Because this work 
would occur in shoreline areas in the lower Snohomish River estuary at Port Gardner, the proposed 
project requires review to determine potential negative construction-related effects on species listed as 
threatened or endangered under ESA or their critical habitat. The ESA status of each of these species, 
as well as the effects determination is included in the Draft Biological Assessment prepared for this 
project. See Appendix C, Draft Biological Assessment. 

In addition, an evaluation of the effects of the proposed project on Essential Fish Habitat has also been 
prepared and included in the proposal's Draft Biological Assessment, pursuant to the Magnuson-Stevens 
Fishery Conservation Act as amended by the 1996 Sustainable Fisheries Act. 

Birds Fish Mammals and Other Species 

Marbled Murrelet (T) Puget Sound Steelhead trout (T) Gray wolf (E) 

Yellow-billed cuckoo (T) Puget Sound/Coastal Bull trout (T) North American wolverine 
(T- proposed) 

Streaked horned lark (T) Puget Sound Chinook Salmon (T) Humpback whale (E) 

Puget Sound/Georgia Basin Southern Resident Killer whale (E) 
Bocaccio (E) 

Puget Sound/Georgia Basin Oregon spotted frog (T) 
Yelloweye Rockfish (T) 

(T) Threatened, (E) Endangered 
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Although Humpback whale, Gray wolf, North American wolverine, Oregon spotted frog, Yellow-billed 
cuckoo, and Bocaccio and Yelloweye rockfish as noted above are ESA-listed or proposed, these 
species are quite rare and highly unlikely to be in the project area. 

Please also refer to the proposal's Draft Biological Assessment for a more detailed description and 
analysis of threatened and endangered species known to be on or near the site along with extensive 
information related to their migration routes, critical habitat, essential fish habitat, and other existing 
environmental conditions in the project area such as vegetation, water quality, substrates, contaminants 
and sediments. 

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

Yes, the site lies along the Pacific Flyway for migrating birds. Also, the nearshore areas of the Snohomish 
River and Port Gardner are used by out-migrating and rearing juvenile Chinook, coho, chum, and pink 
salmon; steelhead trout, sea-run cutthroat trout (subadult and adult), and bull trout (subadult and adult). 
Adults of each of these species may also migrate in nearshore and offshore areas of Port Gardner before 
entering the Snohomish River. Several migratory diving duck species such as scoters, goldeneye, 
grebes, and mergansers overwinter in the general area of Port Gardner. Please also refer the project's 
Draft Biological Assessment for a more detailed description of migration routes near the site. 

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

The proposed project will cleanup and restore this shoreline portion of the Snohomish River estuary at 
Port Gardner, enhancing existing and creating new tidally influenced wetlands resulting in direct benefits 
to local fish and wildlife. Measures to avoid and minimize potential adverse effects on ESA species of 
concern and, as a result, function as conservation measures will include appropriate use as required of 
the following: 

■ All in-water work will be completed within the Corps and WDFW approved in-water work windows 
(July 16 and February 15). 

■ BMPs will be implemented to minimize spills and reduce turbidity from dredging activity in accordance 
with project permits. 

■ All excavations will occur during low tide periods and in the dry or isolated from tidal action. 

■ Void areas will be backfilled with clean sand on single low tide cycle to minimize sediment dispersal 
and turbidity in water. 

■ All earthwork, grading, excavation, and compaction will occur in the dry during low tide. 

■ Pile removal shall be accomplished by pulling piles, or vibed out during low tide to minimize turbidity 
and avoid in-water noise impacts. 

■ Erosion protection measures will include silt fences, fiber wattles, jute matting, geotextiles, or 
geosynthetic fabric ( or other preventative measures) and BMPs around on-land work areas to control 
upland erosion and sedimentation. 

■ Temporary construction elements will be removed after construction is performed. 
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■ All existing pilings to be removed shall be removed and disposed of upland such that they do not 
enter waters of the state. 

■ A Project-specific Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and accompanying TESC plans 
will be prepared and implemented prior to beginning earthwork under the Project's National Pollutant 
Discharge Elimination System Construction Stormwater Permit. It is anticipated that the construction 
sequencing in combination with sediment and flow control BMPs described in the TESC and SWPPP 
will minimize the potential for water quality impacts to aquatic resources within the action area. 

■ Petroleum products will not be stored and refueling will not occur within 100 feet of the shoreline. Any 
staging and storage areas will be located as far as feasible from these waterbodies, with containment 
measures around the area to prevent migration of materials or spills into potential receiving 
waterbodies. 

■ Management of stormwater runoff from the completed Project will be designed to be consistent with 
Ecology's Stormwater Management Manual for Western Washington (Ecology, 2019), as adopted by 
the City, and will avoid altering hydrology and reducing water quality in any waterbodies directly or 
indirectly connected to the Project footprint. 

■ The Project will be constructed in accordance with regulatory permits. 

■ The proposed project includes removal of approximately 55 creosote treated timber bulkhead piles 
and wood debris and removal of concrete, metal and other anthropomorphic debris. This will reduce 
leaching of creosote-based hydrocarbons into this area of the Snohomish River estuary at Port 
Gardner, and remove a long-term source of contaminant exposure to local fish and wildlife. 

■ A water quality monitoring plan would be developed and implemented, if required, during construction 
to verify compliance with water quality conditions of the Section 401 Water Quality Certificate, and 
other state and federal permits for the proposal. 

■ Applicable Port BMPs for reducing and controlling surface, ground, and runoff water and drainage 
pattern impacts (see subsection B. 3. d. of this checklist). 

■ All construction equipment would be inspected daily to ensure that it is in proper working condition. 

■ The contractor will be responsible for the preparation and implementation a SPPC plan to be used 
for the duration of the project. The SPCC plan would be submitted to the project engineer prior to the 
commencement of any construction activities. A copy of the plan with any updates would be 
maintained at the work site by the contractor. The contractor would also maintain at the job site the 
applicable equipment and materials designated in the SPPC plan. 

■ All construction site lighting used to facilitate nighttime construction if necessary will be aimed and 
shielded to minimize potential light and glare impacts on adjoining neighborhoods. 

Please refer to the project's Draft Biological Assessment for a more detailed discussion of the measures 
that will be used to preserve and enhance fish and wildlife by protecting them during the construction of 
the proposal. 

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

No invasive fish species are known to be near the site. European starlings and Norway rats are ubiquitous 
to developed areas within the Puget Sound basin and likely use areas near the site. 
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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. 

The construction equipment is powered by diesel or gasoline engines. The completed project will not 
present any new energy requirement. 

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

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: 

Fuel-efficient electrical and motorized equipment will be used to the extent possible as part of the proposed 
project. 

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. 

There is a small risk of accidental spillage due of fuels and oils due to equipment associated with 
restoration and cleanup actions. These potentially hazardous materials would be subject to local, state 
and federal regulations and guidance pertaining to their use, handling and storage. No increase to 
exposure of the materials or risks of fire or explosion is anticipated. The proposed project does not include 
any new functional or operational activities and would not result in the potential for additional 
environmental health hazards. Excavation has the potential for exposing and handling of contaminated 
material. This risk will be mitigated by the BMPs and monitoring requirements in the 401 Certificate and 
Water Quality Monitoring Plan to be reviewed and approved by Ecology. 

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

The project location is within the Bay Wood MTCA cleanup area which is subject to Department of Ecology 
supervision under Agreed Order (Ref. No. DE 5490) and may include areas that were contaminated by 
the adjacent Jeld-Wen MTCA cleanup site. Historical industrial activities at these sites caused releases 
of hazardous substances to the environment. Sampling and testing results from within the shoreline 
restoration area has not shown presence of any constituents above MTCA/Sediment Management 
Standard cleanup screening levels. The low lying ditch area on the south side is known to have cPAHs, 
Dioxins and Furans, and TPH-Diesel in excess of the applicable MTCA preliminary soil screening levels. 
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Additional sampling and testing will be conducted as part of this project to ensure that excavated materials 
are being handled appropriately and are being disposed of at the appropriately permitted licensed facilities 
if chemical contamination is found. Previous cleanups have occurred in the uplands at the Bay Wood site 
with the Department of Ecology under MTCA between the mid-1990s and 2012. 

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. 

This project will be completed as a formal MTCA Interim Cleanup Action. This includes development of an 
Interim Action Work Plan for public review and Ecology approval. In addition, an Agreed Order Amendment 
or new Agreed Order is required for the Interim Action. 

There are no identified underground hazardous liquid or gas transmission pipelines within the project area. 

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. 

Motor vehicles, and equipment used for construction activities will use relatively small amounts of fuels, 
oils, lubricants, and other petroleum-related products within the proposed project area. These potentially 
hazardous materials will be subject to applicable local, state, and federal regulations and guidance 
pertaining to use, handling, and storage. 

No large chemical processing activities are proposed as part of this project. 

4) Describe special emergency services that might be required. 

No special emergency services should be required. 

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

Potentially hazardous fuels, lubricants, and associated materials used for operation of motorized 
equipment for construction of the proposed project will be subject to existing local, state, federal, and 
Port controls, BMPs and requirements for use, handling, and storage, with the objective of avoiding 
potential environmental health exposures and hazards. 

Potential adverse environmental health impacts associated with construction will be avoided and 
minimized by implementing in-water construction controls and BMPs. This includes implementing spill 
response procedures and erosion and sediment control measures to avoid discharge of materials to the 
Snohomish River and Port Gardner. 

No significant adverse effects associated with environmental health hazards that cannot be avoided or 
minimized are anticipated for the proposed project. 
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b. Noise 

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

The noises that currently exist in the vicinity (vehicular traffic, railroad traffic, activities at nearby industrial 
and manufacturing sites, marine vessels, and aircraft) would not have an impact on the proposal. 

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. 

The proposed project will create construction activity and equipment noises related to demolition and 
earthwork. Some nighttime work may be necessary. These short-term construction noise effects will 
adhere to City of Everett noise ordinances, or variances will be obtained if necessary. 

The project area is located within the City of Everett, Washington, and the noise limits included in the 
Everett noise ordinance apply to noise related to this project. The Everett noise ordinance sets levels and 
durations of allowable daytime/nighttime operational noise. These limits are based on the zoning of the 
source and receiving properties. The project will comply with environmental noise standards set by the 
State of Washington, WAC 173-60, which establishes limits on the level and duration of noise crossing 
property boundaries. Temporary construction noise is exempt from state noise limits during daytime 
hours, per WAC 173-60-050(3)(a). 

The project area is zoned for industrial uses and potentially affected sensitive receivers in the project 
vicinity are residences on the hillsides east of the project area. It is anticipated that construction activities 
would be conducted during the daylight hours per Everett Municipal Code. If circumstances arise that 
require night work, the Contractor will be required to adhere to all applicable City of Everett noise 
regulations, including obtaining a variance if needed. 

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

The temporary nature of the construction activities during daytime hours will minimize the potential for 
significant noise impacts. All EMC regulations will be adhered to. In the event noise concerns arise, the 
Port maintains a Noise Compliance Hotline (425-388-0269) that is available 24 hours per day, 7 days per 
week. 

The proposed project would include practices to reduce construction noise. Examples include: 

■ Using properly sized and maintained mufflers, engine intake silencers, engine enclosures, and turning 
off idle equipment. Construction contracts would specify that mufflers be in good working order and 
that engine enclosures be used on equipment when the engine is the dominant source of noise. 

■ Although safety warning back-up alarms are exempt from noise ordinances they often emit very 
annoying sounds from construction sites. A construction noise mitigation measure requiring all 
construction equipment be fitted with ambient-sensing broadband alarms that broadcast a warning 
sound loud enough to be heard over background noise but without having to use a preset, maximum 
volume could be implemented. Another alternative that could be implemented would be to use 
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broadband backup alarms instead of pure tone alarms. Such devices have been found to be very 
effective in reducing annoying noise from construction sites. 

■ In the event that noise concerns arise from either the construction or operation of the proposal, 
complaints can be made to the Port's Noise Complaint Hotline ( 425-388-0269) that is monitored 24 
hours per day, seven days per week. 

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. 

The site is currently vacant. To the North, the Kimberly Clark owned site is vacant. To the East, W. 
Marine View Drive is an active State Highway. On the east side of W. Marine View Dr. are BNSF Railway 
railroad tracks and Maulsby Swamp. To the South, the W&W Everett Investments' site (formerly owned 
by Jeld-Wen) consists of mostly vacant industrial buildings. A portion these buildings is leased to Thain 
Boatworks (boat manufacturing and repair) and the west end is leased to Cadman for an asphalt batch 
plant. To the West, the site is bounded by the Snohomish River and Port Gardner Bay. 

Single family residential housing is located east of the site, beyond Maulsby Swamp and atop the bluffs. 
Also on the bluffs is Legion Park, which overlooks Port Gardner Bay. These bluffs are east of the site 
and across the BNSF mainline railroad tracks. This area includes a portion of the Northwest Everett 
neighborhood. The project will not have a significant adverse effect on these uses. 

Immediately south of the site is the formerly Jeld-Wen owned site which is currently under a MTCA 
Agreed Order and is being used for industrial purposes, including an asphalt batch plant. Port Gardner 
Bay is used for fishing, boating, and recreational activities. The project is not anticipated to have any 
adverse effect on these uses. 

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? 

No. The proposal site has not been used as working farmlands or working forestlands 

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: 

The proposal will not affect or be affected by working farm or forest land normal business operations. 

c. Describe any structures on the site. 

There are no buildings on the site. There are derelict remnants of past mill operations in the water and 
along the shoreline including piling, log skids, and bulkheads. There is a groundwater monitoring well in 
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the upland area, outside of the cleanup and restoration area. There are several stormwater outfall pipes 
and a ditch on site that convey stormwater to the Snohomish River. 

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

Yes. Shoreline structures will be removed including a creosote treated bulkhead, two timber and steel log 
skids, and approximately 55 timber piles. Only those features accessible by land based equipment will be 
removed. Several of these elements are likely to be creosote treated timber. All creosote treated wood 
removed during demolition will be disposed of at an upland landfill location and will not be allowed to 
enter the Snohomish River and Port Gardner Bay. Other anthropogenic materials present include chunks 
of concrete, timbers, wood debris and quarry spalls. 

e. What is the current zoning classification of the site? 

The site includes three zoning designations. The eastern third of the upland portion of the site is M-2 
(Heavy Manufacturing) and the western upland two-thirds is M-S (Marine Services). The tidelands are 
zoned AQ (Aquatic). 

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

The City of Everett's Comprehensive Plan designation for the waterward portions of the site is Aquatic. 
The upland portion of the site is Industrial. 

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

There are three Shoreline Master Program designations for the site. The tidelands along the west and 
south shorelines are Aquatic Conservancy. The tidelands along the north shoreline are Aquatic. The 
uplands are Urban Industrial. 

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

The upland portion of the site is designated as a liquefaction hazard area by the City of Everett Critical 
Areas map. The tidelands are designated as Fish and Wildlife habitat for Dungeness crab. 

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

No people reside or work on the proposal site. The project involves shoreline improvements which will 
generate temporary construction jobs. However, after completion, no new employment associated with 
the project will occur. 

SEPA Environmental checklist (WAC 197-11-960) September 2019 Page 24 of 35 



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

The completed project will not result in displacement of workers or residents. 

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

No displacement of residents or workers will result from the proposal; therefore, no measures for avoiding 
or reducing displacement impacts are needed. 

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

The existing use of the shoreline will not change with the exception of the addition of shoreline public 
access on a portion of the site. This is consistent with the current and projected underlying zoning 
designation as well as the applicable provisions of the Everett Shoreline Master Program, Everett 
Shoreline Public Access Plan, and Everett Comprehensive Plan. The Port of Everett will manage all 
restoration activities associated with this proposal in a manner that is fully consistent with the City of 
Everett's adopted comprehensive plan, shoreline management master program and all applicable 
development regulations. 

The cleanup and restoration proposal will have no negative effect on the Northwest Everett residential 
area located above the project on the bluff. It may have a positive visual impact as a result of the 
ecological improvements. It is also physically separated from these residential areas by the BNSF 
mainline rail corridor, and n 80 feet high, wooded hillside bluff. 

m. Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts to agricultural and forest lands of 
long-term commercial significance, if any: 

No agricultural or forest lands of commercial significance will be impacted by the proposal. 

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

middle, or low-income housing. 

No housing units will be provided by the project. 

b. Approximately how many units, if any, would be eliminated? Indicate whether high, 
middle, or low-income housing. 

No housing units will be eliminated by the project. 

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

No housing units will be provided or eliminated. Therefore, there will be no measures to reduce or control 
housing impacts. 
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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? 

There are no buildings or structures proposed as part of this project. 

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

Land based construction equipment may include a long arm excavator. The construction equipment may 
temporarily have a modest impact on views across the site; however, they will be removed upon project 
completion. Views in the immediate vicinity will not be permanently altered or obstructed. 

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

None proposed 

11. Light and Glare 
a. What type of light or glare will the proposal produce? What time of day would it 

mainly 
occur? 

The project will not alter existing light or glare conditions at the project site in the long term. However, 
due to in-water work restrictions, construction work may need to be timed with tidal cycles, which may 
require night time work. If necessary, temporary lights may be utilized on site. A modest, temporary 
increase of light and glare may occur for nearby potentially sensitive offsite receiving areas. 

b. Could light or glare from the finished projectbe a safety hazard or interfere with views? 

There is no lighting proposed as part of this completed project. 

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

No off-site sources of light and glare are expected to adversely affect the present project. 

d. Proposed measures to reduce or control light and glare impacts, if any: 

As previously stated above, no significant lighting at the project is proposed at the present time. Any 
future lighting improvements at the site will be evaluated under separate environmental review. 

12. Recreation 
a. What designated and informal recreational opportunities are in the immediate 

vicinity? 

There are several recreational opportunities immediately abutting the project site and several more in the 
general vicinity. The closest informal recreational opportunities are located in the public ROW frontage 
of WMVD (the City's Mill Town Trail), and in the waters immediately surrounding site along extensive 
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portions of the beachfront and tidelands of Port Gardner which allow for boaters and paddlers to explore 
the waterway. A public boat launch, and shoreline parks are located between 1.2 and 1.5 miles to the 
south on the west side of West Marine View Drive. 

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

No recreational opportunities will be displaced by the proposed project. The recreational experience may 
be enhanced as a result of the project by improving shoreline habitat for wildlife viewing opportunities. 

c. Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts on recreation, including recreation 
opportunities to be provided by the project or applicant, if any: 

There are currently no recreation opportunities on the site. However, within a portion of the buffer portion 
of the proposed restoration project, space has been retained to accommodate a future public access 
element in accordance with the City of Everett's Shoreline Public Access Plan and as required by City 
Code. 

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? If so, specifically describe. 

No known local, state, or federal listed historic or cultural buildings, structures, or sites are located on or 
near the project area and no sites appear eligible for listing on or near the project site. 

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. 

There are no known landmarks or any other features or evidence of tribal or historic use or occupation 
within the project area since the work in being conducted within recent fill materials and with the purpose 
of removing industrial debris. This is confirmed by site observations, review of boring logs, and test pit 
observations. However, it should be noted that a known, recorded archaeological site is located north of 
the project boundary. As a result, and as a precautionary measure, a project specific inadvertent 
archaeological discovery plan will be developed and implemented during construction. 

It should also be noted that Port Gardner is a Treaty-protected "usual and accustomed" fishing area for 
the tribes. Fishing by tribal members in these areas is a right granted by past federal treaties and 
subsequent federal court decisions. Treaty fishing is an ongoing activity and baseline conditions must be 
preserved in order to protect fish. 

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. 
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The Tulalip, Suquamish, Lummi, and Swinomish Tribes as well as DAHP will continue to be consulted 
regarding potential impacts to cultural resources. Based on a review of existing boring logs, the site has 
significant anthropogenic fill thicknesses and the native geologic layer is anticipated to be several feet 
below the deepest cut elevation as part of this project. As a result, no culturally sensitive materials are 
expected to be encountered as part of this project. 

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. 

No potential adverse effects on historic or cultural resources are anticipated. The possibility that historic 
or cultural resources are present at the project site is low since the historically industrial site consists of 
filled upland area, with the majority of fill placed in former aquatic area of the Snohomish River estuary 
at Port Gardner. In the event of discovery of any previously unknown item of possible archaeological or 
historic interest occurs during project work, construction must stop immediately, and notification must be 
provided to the City of Everett, the Tulalip, Suquamish, Lummi, and Swinomish Tribes, Washington State 
DAHP, and the Corps of Engineers of such a discovery. A professional archeologist shall be consulted 
and must inspect and evaluate the discovery. The Corps of Engineers shall initiate the specific federal 
and state coordination required to determine if the discovery warrants a recovery effort. An inadvertent 
discovery plan will be incorporated into the MTCA-required Interim Action Work Plan consistent with 
previous and ongoing MTCA cleanup arid investigation activities. 

Future phases of work at this site will include analysis of potential impacts cultural resources through 
separate SEPA documentation. 

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. 

Direct access to the project site is provided by West Marine View Dr. (State Route 529). 

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? 

The project area is served by Everett Transit Route 6. There are three stops within ½ mile from the site 
with the closest stop being located approximately 730 feet away. 

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

This project is not anticipated to have any effect on parking spaces. Future phases of work at this site 
will include analysis of potential parking and transportation impacts would be considered through 
separate SEPA documentation. 
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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). 

No new improvements to existing roads or streets will be required for this project. A public access trail 
and viewpoint connecting to the sidewalk on West Marine View Drive will be accommodated on the north 
side of the property as shown in the City of Everett's Shoreline Public Access Plan. 

e. Will the project or proposal use (or occur in the immediate vicinity of) water, rail, or air 
transportation? If so, generally describe. 

Yes. The restoration will be on the shoreline, however, construction will occur using land based 
equipment to the extent possible. The project is also located west of the BNSF mainline on the opposite 
side of West Marine View Drive. This mainline will not be affected by construction of the project. 

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 e~tirriates? .. 

r , . .. . • r ,; ...... r: .. -~ i 1 ' '°':l· ~ .•.1 

No additional vehicular trips per day will be generated by th~ H~-!J1AJ1.\ef,,r~a!qralt~'1H!~ect. . 
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g. Will the proposal interfere with, affe~t or be affected by the movemei:,:t~f,a9:r~ultural 
and forest products on roads or streets in the area? If so, generally describe. 

No interference with the movement of agricultural/forest products will occur as a result of the proposed 
project. 

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

All construction trucks entering and leaving the site will be required to use designated haul routes. 

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. 

No significant increase in public services related to temporary construction activities is anticipated. Future 
phases of work at this site will address any public services needs under a separate, project-specific SEPA 
checklist. 

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

Proposed measures to reduce and control any direct impacts on public services will include ensuring that 
construction activity for the restoration and enhancement will be done in full compliance with all applicable 
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city, state and federal permits, safety and environmental codes and standards and also with the Port's 
own BMPs for safety and environmental protection. 

16. Utilities 
a. Circle utilities currently available at the site: 

lelectricit~, natural gas, ~. refuse service, telephone, ~anitary seweij, septic 
system, 

other ----- 
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. 

None needed. Future phases of work at this site will address any utility needs under a 
separate, project-specific SEPA checklist. 

C. Signature 
The above answers are true and complete to the best of my knowledge. I understand 
that the lead agency is relying on~ decision. 

Signature: ~YJ4~ 
Name of signee 1-t>.».. ~ "-' • Gr \J ,r l-t. 'j 
Position and Agency/Organization '1>\~V\"-er1 Yo"4 "f ~\l~~t\ 
Date Submitted: ~ f \4' \ I "f 
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