WAC 197-11-960. Environmental checklist,
ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST
Purpose of checklist:

The State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA), chaptet 43.21C RCW, requires all governmiental agencies to consider the
environmental impacts of a proposal before making decisions, An environmental impact statenient (EIS) must be prepared for all
proposals with. probable sxgmﬁcant adverse impacts on the duality of the eivironment. The purpose of this checklist is to prov1de
information to help you and the agency identify impacts from your proposal (and to reduce or avoid impacts from the proposal, if
it can'be done) and to help the agency. decide whethier an EIS is required.

fii;_fnlcﬁan&ﬁ)r applicdnts:

This environmental checklist asks you to describe some basic information about your proposal Governmental agencies
use this checklist to determine whether the environmental impacts of your proposal are significant, requiring preparation of an.
EIS. Answerthe questions briefly, with the most precise information known, or give the best description you can.

You must answer each question accurately and carefully, to the best’ of your knowledge. In most cases, you should be
able to answer the questxons from your own observations or project plans without the need to hire. experts If you really do not
kiow the ariswer, or if 4 question does not apply to your proposal, write "do not kmow" or "does not’ apply.” Complete answers to
the questions ngw may avoid unneceéssary delays latet.

Some quéstions ask about goveinmetital regiilatioss, such as zoiing, shorelinié, and landmark demguahons Answer
these questions if you cai: It you have problems, the governmental agencies can assist you.

The: checklist questions apply: fo all parfs.of your proposal, even if you plan to do them over:a period of fime or on. -

different parcels of land. Atiach any additional information that will help describe your proposal or its. environmental effects.
The agency'to which you submit this' checklist may ask you 1o explain yout answers or provide additiorial informatior réasonably
rélated td detérmining if theré may be 31gmﬁcant adverse impact.

Use of checklzst for noviproject proposals:

‘ Comp]ete this checklist for nonprOJect proposals even though questions may ‘be answered “does not apply.” N
ADDITION, complete tHe SUPPI.EMENTAL SHEETFOR NON PROJECT ACTIONS' (part D)
For notiproject actions, the references in the checklist to the words “projéct,” "applicant,” and "property or site" should
e read as "proposal;® "propoger,™-and "aﬂ'ected geogmplnc aréd;” respectively.

A. BACKGROUND

1. Name of proposed project; if apphcab]e
Port of Olympia’s Proposed Iinferim Action and the associated National Pollutant Dischiarge Elimination System:
(NPDES) permit (water discharge perxmt), partof the: ‘Washington State Department of Ecology (Ecology) ard
‘the Port of Olynipia’s Agreed Order entered intd in October 2008 to begin cleanup of ¢ontamination dt the East
Bay Redevelopment site in Olympia, (Project)

2. Name of applicant: ~ Port of Olympia

3. Address and phone number of applicant and contact persori:
Port of Olympia
~ Joanpe Snarski
915 Washington Street, NE
Olympia, WA 98503
(360) 528-8076

4. Date checklist prepared: - February-Mareh August 2009

5. Agency requesting checklist: ~ Department of Ecology



6, Proposed tiring or schedule (fiicluding phasing, if applicable): . -

The planning, design dnd permitting for the Iarger East Bay subdivision was accommplished from 2007-2009 with plat
approval, final permits and work to coramience in 2009. The Interim Action will be commpleted during construction
of the Ports planned mfrastructure 1mprovements (roads and uhhty lines), when the Port removes’ contammated
soil.

Ecolggy will reviéw and consider corinients recexvcd durmg the Interim: Action comment period March 16-April,
16 2009 and make chirges-to thé work. plans if appropriate.- The Port will impleriiénit the Interim Action (removyal
of containinated soil) diiring construction of roads and utility lines expected in 2009 Remedial Investlgatmu work
began in November 2008 and is ongoing. When the reguireménts of this Agreed Order are completed. Ecology will
negotiate a second Agreed Order or Consent Decree with the Port: This legal document will require the Port to
complete a Feasxbxhty study and te draft 4 Cleanup Action Plan.: The Port and Ecology will keep the pitblic
involyed and- informed as this cleanup moves forward. Comiment periods will be held at various points in the
proeess.

" 7. Do you liave any plans for future additions; éxpanSion, or- ﬁjrthcr actwlty related t6 or connected with this proposal? If yes,
explain.

This: Project is located within the area covered by the Port of Olympla’s Budd Inlet Land Use Plan for the State
Avenue district, and evaluated in the February 7, 1994 FEIS 4nd Addendiim Décerbeér. 23 1994 Addendimr to the
'FEIS for the Budd Inlet Land Use Plan. The Port his employed a Phased Revxew approach to land uses-on the Port
Peninsula, Phased review is appropriafe wheit the séqitence is ffom a. Roii-project documient to a docament of a
narrower. scope such as a site specifie analysis or thé sequeii¢é is from an envirénmental documeit on a specific
proposal.at an early stage (such as need and site selection) to a subsequent environmental document at alafer sfage,f
such as sensmve design 1mpacts

The Port’s East Bay proposed. short sub-dmsmn of one lot mto nine lots and associafed mfrastructure improvenients

- and the demolition of two structures prevmusly underwent SEPA réview by the Port of Olympid in September. 2007
at the project level to evaluate the irnpaets of these project level actions; consxstent yith the approach indicated in the.
Port’s 1994 environmental documents.

The current proposed Interim Action’ Pro;ect* is mecessary: to facilitate future redevelopment of this land and to fulfill
the’ Washmgton Stafe Department of Ecology (Ecolog)) and the Port of Olympxa s Agreed Order entered into in

Ecology:will review and ¢onsider comments received during the ¢omment period and make changes to theé work
plans if appropriate. The Port syill implemént the Interim Action (femoval of contamiiiated soily durmg
construction of roads and utility lines.. Remedial Investlgatxon work began in November 2008 and is ongoing
When the. requlrements of this Agreed Order are completed Ecology will negotiate a second Agreed Order or

- Consént Decree with the Port. This legal dgcuinent will reqitire the Port to compléte a F easxblhty study and to
-draft a Cleanup Actlo Plan. The Port and Eeology will Keep thé publie involved and mforrned as thxs cleanup
‘moves forward. Commerit periods will be held ‘it various pointsin the process.

The environmental impacts of any future East Bay development Projects will be revlewed at such time when there
are sufficient plans'and details of future projects available for meamngful evaluation of any potential impacts,

8, List.any environmental informiation, you kmow about that hag been prepared; or will be prepared,. dnectly telated to this
proposal

Attachment 1. I’roject;Vici‘xﬁty Map.

Attachment 2. Port of Olympia, Final Enwronmental Impact Statement for the Port of Olympla

Strategic Plan, issued by the Port of Olympla oft February 7, 1994 Evaluates potential evmiilative
impacts for deévelopimerit on Port property..



Attaciment 3. Port of Olympm, Addenduni to the. Port of Olympia Strategxc Plan Final Envirenmental Impact‘
- Statemeitt for the Biidd Inlet and Airdustrial Park land use plans, issued by the Port of Olympia on December
23,1994,

Attachment 4. GeoEngineers Phase I Environmental Site Assessment report for entire East Bay Site, Lots 1-9,
March 14, 2007.

Attachment 5. Brown & Caldwell Phase II Environmental Site Assessment March 15, 2007. This reports. the
soil and groundwater sampling conduicted on the 2 acre parcel proposed for sale to LOTT Lot8.

Attachment 6. GeéoEngineers Phase 1 Exvirgnmental Site Assessment for the proposed Cxty Hall site, Lot 3,
November 27, 2006.

Attachment 7. Geol&ngmeers Phase II' Environmental Site Assessment for’ the proposed City Hall site, Lot 3,
November 3,2006. This reports the soil and groundwater sampling’ condueted on the 2 acre parcel proposed for
sale to the City of Olymipia for a new City Hall.

Attachment 8. GeoEngmeers Phase II Euvirenimental Site Assessment for the proposed Hands on Children
Museum site, February.6, 2007. This reports the soil and groundwater sampling conducted on the parcel
proposed for sale to the City of Olympia for a new Hands on Children’s Museum, Lot 4.

Attachment:9. NW Testing Phase I Envmmmental Sxte Assessinent Report for the 724 East. State Streef
Property, Lot 1, August 30, 2006.

Attachment . 10 NW Teshng Phase YI Environmental Site Asséssment’ Report for the 724 East Siate Street
Property, Lot 1, October 25, 2006..

Attachrient 11, City of Olympla, Hxstonc Property Inventory Report for Olympia Veneer, lacated on Lots 3, 4,
5,6, 7&8.

Aftachndént 12: Port of Olympm/Department of Ecology, Voluntary Clean-up Program Agreemént, January 5,
2007.

 Attachment 13, Shea:"(‘jarr‘Jewveil", Transpontaﬁon.Trip“Generaﬁon Estimate, August 22,2007.
Attachment 14. Skillinigs Coiinolly, Preliminary Drainage and Erosion Control Report, August 28, 2007.
Attaebmen.t 15. ».Skillings Connolly Prelirtﬁnary East Bay Short Plat, Augnst 2007, sheets 1-43.

Atfachment 16, Washmgton Forestry Consultants, Ine. Prehmmary Tree Protection Plan, August 14, 2007,

Attachment 17 Port of Olympia MDNS & Modified MDNS for the East Bay short plat, mfrastructure and
building dexnolition p¥oposal,

Attachment 18 - Draft Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study and Conceptual Cleantup Action Plan, East.
Bay Redevelopment, Port of Olympia, Olympia, W ashmgfon, dated December 20, 2007 by GeoEngineers, Inc

Attachment 19 - Order No.. DE5471, Washmgton State Department of: Ecology (Ecology) and the Port of
Olyripia’s Agreed Order entered into in September 2008 to begin cleanup of contamination at the East Bay
Redevelopmient site.

Atta.ghx_nent,ZO -J :ijnuary 29, 2009 Final East Bay Re_developmeut Site Responsiveness Summary

Attachment 21 — Greylock Consulting, LLC, Pilot Dewatering Test, Port of Olympia East Bay Site, Olympia,
Washington, November 5, 2008



" Attachinent 22—~ — Skilliigs Connoliy, Inc., East Bay Infrastructure Projéct, Groundwater Pump and Treat
Interiin Action, Enginéering Design. Report January 2009 .

Attachment 23 - GeoEngmeers and Pumeer Technologxes Corporatmn, Remedial Investigation Work Plan,
‘East Bay Redevelopment Port of Olympla, Olympia, Washmgtou

Attachment 24 — Pmneer Technologies Corporatmn, Port of Olympia East Bay Site: Interim Actioh Work
Plan.

All attachments are avaxlable for revxew and /or purchase at the Port of Olympla main office at 915 Washmgton Street,
and also cin be dowuloaded from j A aud or at the Ecology s Toxics Cleanup Website:
httprfivwww.ecy. wa.gov /ptog,rams/rcp/sxtet;/easrBayRede»/eastBayRedev _hp.htm

‘.9 Do you know whether apphcauons are pcndmg for governmental apptovals. of other proposals directly aﬁ‘ectmg the property
covered by your proposal? If yes, explain,
No.

i) _,Li_é'_t any govérnmerit approvals of pérmits; that will be needed for yout proposal, if kiowr. .

Lavvs and régulations addressmg perinifs or federal; state, or local réquiréments that Ecology

‘believes may be applicable at the time of: entry of this Order are listed below. This list miay not
include all pertinent faws and regulations. Work performed shall be in aceordance within the

substanttve requirements of any applieable. law or regulation.

1. Chapter 90.48 RCW (State Water Pollutxon Control Act) and Chapter 173-220 WAC
(National Pollutant Discharge Elivination Systeni (NPDES) Permlt Program Regulatlons)
- 2. Chapter 70.105D RCW (Model Toxics Control Act), and Chapter 173-340 WAC (MTCA

Regulations).

3. Chapter 70.105 RCW (Washmgton State Hazardous Waste Management Act), and
Chapter 173-303 WAC (State Dangerous Waste Regulatmns)

4, Chapter'173-160 RCW (Miniinuim Standaids for Construction’and Maintenarice. of s
‘Wells),

5. Chipter 43.21C RCW (State Exivironmental Poliey: Act), and Chaptey- 197—11 WAC
(State Environmeital Policy Act. Riiles). :

6. Washmgton Todustrial Safety and Health Act (WISHA).

7. Applxcable Clty of Olympxa Manicipal Codes.

‘8. Appli¢able Thrston County Codes.

11. Give bnef complete description of. your proposal; mcIudmg the proposed uses and the sizé of the prcnect aud stte ‘There ate:
several questions later in this checklist that ask you to deséribe cértain aspects of your proposal. You do not iiged to repeat thosé
answers on this page. (Lead agencies may modify this forin to iriclude additional specific iniformatior on pmJect descnptmn )

ThePort of Olympm previously undertook SEPA review in 2007 for ihe East Bay Short Plat (short platfing one
extsting legal Iot into 9' lots), implementing associated mfrastructure/street xmprovemem‘s, and demolishing existing
structures on the sxte, resulung ina modxﬁed MDNS whlch lssued September 2007 At that tlme, the envnronmental
cleanup for future developments and t6 ¢ ensire Ecology overmght the Site was transferred mto the l‘ormal cleanup‘
- program.in February 2008, pursuant to RCW 70.105D. 030(1) and 70.105D. 050(1). Ecology and the Port enfered
~ into the Agreed Order in October 2008 to: begin cleanup of site contamination. As part of this Agreed Order, the
. Port is required to develap two werk plans:to complete an Interim Action (partial cleanup) and a Remedial
Investigation at the site,




The Agreed Order issued pursuant to the Model Toxics Control Act (MTCA), RCW 70.105D.050(1). Applicable
state SEPA regulations state that a SEPA determination shall issue for a MTCA Interim Action (WAC 197-11-
268). This environmental réview complies with that requirement, given the modified striicture of the elean-up
-action since the Port’s initial related SEPA review.

The Project Sllbj ect of this review is the Interim Action Plan and associated NPDES permit. The Interim Aetion
will be completed during the Port’s construction of infrastructure improvements (roads ard utility linies), when
the Port removes contaminated soil, The Interim Action Work Plan outlines hovw the contaminated soil will be
removed. The Remedial Investigation will determine the natore and éxtent of contammatlon on the site. -

.The Infrastructure Imprpveme'nts previously studied pursuaht to the Port’s 2007 SEPA review cousist of:.

Improvemerts include (1) widening roadways. adjacent to the site to City of Olympia standards, to provide for
vehicles; bxcycles, and parking; (2) Curb and gutter, sidewalks, (3) illumination, (4).“T” intersection at Marine Drive
and Olympic Avenue , (5) a tiiffic signal, (6) landscaping, (7) stormwater system npgrades, and 8 extensmn of.
water; reclaimed vwater, and sanitary sewer systens.

Iimprovements also include approximately 1,200 LF of Jefferson Street between State Avenue and Marine Drive to
the north, 900 LF of Marine Drive between Olympxa Avenue and a new connection to Jefferson Street to the north
600 LF of Olympia Avenue between Marine Drive and East Bay Drive, 700 LF of roadway on new alignment
between Adams Street and Marine Drivé, and 500 LF of frontage improvements along Stite Averiué and East: Bay
Drive. Chestnut Street will be extended approximiately 300 LF north to a new counection with Olympia Avenue.

‘12 Location of the proposal. lee sufficient information for a person to understand thé 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
ressonably available. While you should submit any plans rcqun:ed by the agency, you are not required to diiplicate maps”or
detaxled plans subsitted with any permit applications related to this chcckhst

See Attachments 1 and 19. The East Bay Redevelopment Site is generally located at 315 J efferson’ StréetNE ini
Olympia (“Site”). The Site is réferred to as East Bay Redevelopiment and is generally located at 315 Jefferson
Street NE in Olympia, Washington. The East Bay Redevelopient Site includes, but is not limited to, part of
Parcel 1 and ail of Parcels 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, and 9, as shown on Exhibit A to Attachment 19 The Sife lies on the south
end of the Port Peninsula adj acent to the East Bay of Budd Inlet. The Site is defined by the extent of
¢ontamination caused by theé release of hazardous substances at the Site. Sée ExHhibit C from Attachmert 19 Aerial

“of DOE Cléan up Concerns and Exhibit D of Attachment 19 Aerial of Site Plan with Recoghized Environmental
Conditions. The Departinerit of Ecology has determined that the Site constitutes a Facility uider RCW

- 70,105D.0620(5)." ‘

B. ENVIRONMENTAL ELEMENTS

! Additionally, the East Bay Site is adjacent to the LOTT Alliance Wastewater Treatment Plant Expansion (“LOTT
Expansion”) Site. The LOTT Expansion Site includes the area of the ex1stmg LOTT Alliance Budd Inlet Wastewater

- Tréatment Plant (500 Adams Stréet NE), the parking lot south of the plant, and Parcel 8, a$ sét 6ut in Exhibit A. The LOTT
Expansion Site is currently enrolled in Ecology’s Voluntary Cleantp Program {VCP) because of residual soil and
groundwater contamination from former lumber mills. The site is assigned VCP identification number SW0933. Former
Iumber mill operators on-the LOTT Expansion site include the Olympia Door Company-and the Springer Mill Company.
Available historical information does 1ot conclusively indicate whether the operatxonal area of the St. Paul & Tacoma Lumber
Company (one of the former operators of the East Bay Redevelopment Site) included the LOTT Expansion Site, Also, it is
1ot currently believed that contamination from the LOTT Expansion Site and the East Bay Redevelopment Site are
comimingled. Therefore, the LOTT Expansion Site is not included in the scope of this Agreed Order. However, if Ecology
determines in writing that adequate evidence exists to support combining the two sztes, the LOTT Expansion Site will become
part of the East Bay Redevelopment Site



1. Eai"th

a. General descnpnon of the 51te (cixcle one): Flat, rolling, hilly, steep slopes, mountamcous,
other ......

b What is the steepest slope on the site (approximate percent slope)‘? ’
1%

~¢. What géneral types of'soils are ‘founid on the site (for example, clay, sand, gravel, peat,
‘muck)?’ If you know the cIaSSIﬁcatmn of agricultural soils, specify them and note dny pnme
farmland.
Primarily sand and gravel. This entire site is based on fill performed in phases over the past 77 years or so, with the
last fill placed ini the early 1980's.

d. Are there surface indications or history of unstable soils in the unmedxate v1c1mty‘7 Ifs0,
describe. '
No. A]though this area is noted to be susceptible to hquefacnon, there is no evidence of unstable soil or hquefactmn,
pparticularly after the 2001 Nisqually Earthquake.

e. Describe the purpose, type, and: approxxmzxte quantities of any ﬁllmg or grading proposed.
Indlcate source of fill:
. l !ﬂmnlit}'ﬂn -

' approwd upland source. Concrete fnundatmns will be recycled

Fill will be used to bring the new roadway alignients to grade. Fill quantities are nrideteriiined at ,thi,s-ﬁme. '

£. Could ergsion oéour as a result of cléaring, cohstruction,.dr use? Ifso, generally describe.
Erosion control measures wﬂl be implemented by the Confractor to ensure comphance with City and Eculogy regulatmns '

g, About what percent of the site will be: covered with i impervious surfaces after project
construiction (for example, asphalt or ‘buildings)? '

- The ¢urrent Project will inot directly- résult in result in- 1rnpervxous surfacé. As part. of the larger East Bay Plat and
Redevelopment which was the: subject of the 2007 SEPA: review, the lots including demiolition site will be primarily
pervious after demolition; the streét imiprovemeiits will Fesult in approximately 19% impérvious suiface within itic
enfire 9 lot short plat. The aréa- disturbed- durmg infrastruétire installation will result in approxunately 95—98%
impervious surface :

h. Proposed mgasures fo reduce di-control erosion, or other i meacls to the earth, if any:
Silt ferices, cateh basin blocks, and use of other inaterials sueh 4§ straw bales gs neéded.

2, Air

a. ‘What types of ermissions fo the air would result from the proposal (i.e., dust,;automobile,
odors; ibdustrial wood smoke) during construction and when the proj ect 1is completed? If
any, geriérally descrﬂ:»e and’ ‘give approximate quantities if known.
The currént Project will not directly résult in resultin emissions to the air: As part of the larger East Bay | Plat.and
‘Redevelopment which was the siibject of thie 2007 SEPA réview, asbestos; lead and dust wers potentlal issités during
demolition of. the structures, and parhculate matter from diesel engine Hion-iroad equxpment during constiuction.

b, Are there any, offsite'sources of emissions or ‘odor that may affect your proposal" If so,
generally describe: ‘
No.

6. Proposed meastirés to rediice’or control emissions ot other irripactsto air, if any: -

6



Dust will bé controlled with water trucks if needed. Contractors will be required to use ultra low sulfur diésel fuel in
off-road equipment and instructed to turn off construction equipment when riot it use.

3, Water

a. Surface:

1) Is there any surface water body on or in the immediate vicinity of the site (mcludmg
year-round and seasonal streams, saltwater, lakes, ponds, weflands)? If yes; describe type
and provide names. If appropriate, state what stream or river it flows into.
Indian and Moxlie creeks run underneath the site on the Chestnut Street allgnment in a City culvert
that spaiis from East Bay to Interstate 5, As part of public planning process for this site that included 4
commnunity wnrkshops, the concept of daylighting the ereeks was explored but no action. Vvas
recommended The site is separated from East Bay of Budd Inlét by a roadway and a shoreline trail.

2) W1ll the project: require any work over; in, or adjacent to (within' 200 feet) the descnbed
waters? If yes, please describe and attach available plans.
. Yes. Portions of the roadways and mfrastructure are focated thhm the shoreline zone adjacent to East Bay in
Budd Inlet.

3) Bstiniate the dmicunt of fill and dredge mafetidl that would be'placed in of removed
froiii surfice watet or weétlands and indicate the aréa of the sife that would be affected.
‘Indicate: the source of fill material.

. None: o

4) Will the proposal require surface water withdrawals or diversions? Give general
descnptmn, purpose, and approxnna’re ‘quiantities 1f known.
No.

5) Does the propusal lie within a IOO—year floodplain? If so, note location on the site plan.
Federal Emergency Management Agency Mapping indicates a flood elevation. of 11.00 (NGVD 29). In general;
portiois of the site are below 11.00 and portions are above as clevations range from 10.00 to 11.5. the 100 year
floodplain and other portmns are above. All proposed roadways wﬂl be conistructed. at or above the flood
elevation of 11 (NGVD29)

6) Does the proposal involve any discharges of waste materials to surface wateis? If 50;
 describe the type of waste and anticipated volume of discharge.
Ne.

b.. Ground:

1) Will grotnd water be withdrawn, ot will water be discharged to ground water? Give

general description, purpose, and approximate quantities if kinown.
The activity associated with this Project can be essentially described as "dew atermg" an excavation trench,
and is fiof an activity typically associated with groundvwater withdrawal or dxscharge, that would trigger
associated groundwater extraction permits. The activity consists of the Port of Olympia obtaining a site-
specific industrial discharge permit for the temporary discharge of treated rainwater and groundwater
collected/generated during infrastructure installation trenching activities. (See Section 3.c.(1) below) The
treatment facility will be temporary; only to be used foi the purpose of deéwatering utility trénches during

" comstruction of the East Bay Infrastiucture Project. The engineering design report for proposed treatment
system has been submitted to Ecology. This document has been reviewed and approved by Ecology. The
approved treatment system consists of influent settling tanks sand filtration, bag filtration, activated carbon
and a post-treatinent storage tank,
The treated water will bé released fnfo the existing storm system, w luch will dlscharge jnto the East Bz“xy of
Budd Inlet. Cirrent engineering estimates demonstrate that the dzscharge will be inférmittent, occurring
during heavy rainfall dnd when construction trenchies require dewatering. The miaximusii discharge flow will
be 500 gallons per minute. The maximum duration of the ‘project will be 10 months.
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2) Desciibe waste material that will be. dlscharged mto the ground from septic tanks or

othér sources, if any- (for éxample: Domestic sewage; mdustnal containing the A
follmwng chemiicals. . . ; agricultural; etc.). Describe the general size of the system, the

" niamber of'such: systems, the riurnbér of houses to be served (if apphcable), or the nurnber of animals or humans

the system(s) are expected to serve.
None.

¢, Water runoff (including stormwater):

1) Deséribie the source of rimioff (Jhcluding storin water) and fiethod of collection

and dlsposal if any (include quiantities, if krowh). Where will this watet flow?
Will this. water flow into other waters? If so, describe.

The Port of Olympia will obtain a site-specific industrial dlscharge pernut for the temporary discharge of treated
rainwater aid groundwiter collected/genierated during mfrastructure installation trenching activities; The
treatment facility will be temporary, only to be used for the purpose. of dewatering utility trenches. durmg
constructlon of the East Bay Infrastructure Project: The engincering design: report for proposed treatmént
system has been submitted to Ecology. This document has been reviewed and approved by Ecology. The
approved treatment system consists of influent settling tanks, sand filtration, bag fi iltration, activated carbon
and a post-treatment storage. tank. The treated water will be released into the existing storm. system, which will
dxscharge into the East Bay of Budd Inlet. Current engmeermg estimates demonstrate that the discharge will be
intermittent; oceurring during heavy rainfall and when construetion trenches require dewaterinig: The maxiniim
discharge | ﬂow will be 500 gallons per mitite. The i maximum dnratlon of the pruject will be 10 monitks..

2) Could waste materials e,x‘xte"r ground or surface waters? If so, generally dé:"s‘t:’ri,b’é.:.1
. No..

d Proposed measures to reduce or control surface ground, arid runoff water nnpacts 1f any

Silt fénces, catch basm blocks, and use of other materials such as straw bales as’ needed.

4. Plants-

a.. Check ox circle tyi)cs of vegetation found on the site;
X ' '

deciduous tree; alder, maple; aspen, other

evergreen tree: fir, cedar, pine; other

e Shirtibs
——— prass

e Basture

crop or grain

—— wet soil plantS' cattail, buttercup, bitllrush, skunk cabbage other . -

“water plants: water lily, eelgrass, milfoil, other
-other types of vcgetatlon

b. What kind and amount ofvegetatxon will- be removed or altered?

Twelve exxstmg trees will be removed per the Prelmnnary Tree Plan, Attachment 16,. One, potentlally up.to: 3 of the
exxstmg 23 oak trees will be removed as needed for the locatmn of the proposed trafﬁc roundabout, L

" ¢. Proposed, Iandscapmg, ausé of pative plants or. othér measuires to presetve or cnhance

vegetation onthe site, if any:’

The current Project will not directly generate the need for measures to preserve or enhance vegetatlon on the site, As
part of the larger East Bay Plat and Redevelopment which as the subject of the 2007 SEPA review, no less than
tiverity of the existing 23 oak trees will be retained. Landseapmg will be planted as part of the stréet improvements,
Futore site development will address landscapmg as well. Infrastructure Amprovements wxll mclude planting
approximately 175-200 trees.



5. Animals

0

. Circle any birds.and animals which have been observed on or near the site or are known to be on or near the site:

birds: haWk, heron, eagle, songbirds; other: Sea gulls, swallows, pigeons, purplé martins
marimals: deer, bear, elk, beaver, other!
fish: bass, salmon, trout, herring, shellfish, other:

b. List any threatened or endangered species known to be on or near the site.
Chinook Salmon are present in adjacent areas of Budd Inlet and Puget Sound. Bald Eagles are observed south of
this'area near Capitol Lake. Purple martins nest in boxes attached to piling in East Bay; and are a ‘Washington '
Department of Fish and Wildlife State Candidate Species. Bull Troiit and Marbled Murreléts miay oceiir in'the .
projéet area, but né récords or studies have indicated their presence within Budd Inlet, The presence of Southern.
resulent Orcas in Budd Tolet is an unusual occéurrence that happens about ence a year. '

c. Isthe site part ofa. migrationtoute? If so, explam :
The project site is located within. the Pacific Flyvay, whlch is flight corridor for migrating waterfowl and other
avidn fauna. The Pacific Flywav exterds south from Alaska to’ Mexu:o and South America.

d. Proposed mieasiites to préserve of‘erﬂlanc'e-wﬂdlife, if any:
None.

" 6. Energy and naturzii resoureces

a., What kmds of energy (electnc, natmal gas, oﬂ, wood stove solm?) wxll be used to meet
manufactuung, etc
N/A..

b. Would your project affect the potential use-of solar energy by adjacent properties?
- If so, generally desciibe.
No.

c.” What kinds of eriergy conservation féatures are inclided in the plans of this proposal?
List other proposed measures to reduce or control energy impacts; if any:
N/A.

7. _Envimﬁmental health

a. Arg there-any environmental health hazards, mcludmg exposute 16.toxic chermicals, fisk
of fire and explosxon, spill, or hazardous waste;.that could occur as a result of this proposal'?
If'so, descnbe

In general, the types of contammants found on thesite that are above the Model Toxits Control Act Méthod A clean
up level, unrestrlcted use, include petroleuni hydrocarbons, cPAH’s, metals, seml—volatﬂe grganic ¢ompounds and
dioxins and furans. The Site’s MTCA Agreed Order entered into between the Port and Ecology dictates reimedial
action to bé undertaken with Ecology ovérsight as described below in Section 7(a)(2).

1) Describe special emergency services that might be required.
None ‘

2) Proposed :meaéurés to reduce or coritro] environmental health bazards, if any:

Pursuant to the MTCA Order, the Port will undertake the folloiving rermedial actions at the Site in accordance with
Chapter 173-340 WAC A Summary of the Clean up actions and the expected schedule is summarized below.
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Remédial I.nVestigati_onlSchedulg‘ of Deliverables

Dra'ﬁ RI Work Plan, mcludjng Sampling and Analysis

Within 30 days of the efféctive date of this Agreed

Plan, and Health and Safety Play (HASP) Order
| Final RI Work Plan incorporating Ecology’s comments, | 30 days after Ecology’s written commerits of the draﬁ
- _ ' . RI Work Plan.
Complete RI field work According to schiedule in KT Work Plan
Diaft RIRéport Within 60 days after field work is completed .

Pubhc comment period of draft RI Report

Held for 30 days after receipt of the draft RT Report:
fromthe Port

RI Final Report incorpo'raﬁng Ecology’s commients

| 30 day'vs' after Ecology’s written comments on the Draft

RIRepoit are received.

Draft Supplemental RI Work Plan to fill data gaps, if

60 days affer Eco]ogy s:written request to supplement
data in deemed necessary.

necessary
Snpplemental RI Work Plan mcorporatmg Ecology’s | 30 days after receipt of Ecology’s. written comitients on.
cofimients, supplémental woik plan.

Comnlete Supplemental RI field-work.

According to schedule in work plan,

Draft Supplemental RT report

Within 60 days after field work completed

Final Suppleniéntdl RI chort

30 days:after Ecology's written commients on the Draft
RI Renort arg recewed

Infrastructure Interim Action/Schedule of Deliverables

LHE -

Draﬁ Interim Achon Work Plan incorporating Within 60.days of the effective date of this Agreed
. sipplemental data. i Order
Piiblic conirient pérod on draft Intetifn Action Work Held for 30-days after receipt of the draft Interim,
Plan, . Action Work Plan. :
Firm Triterim Action Work Plan Within 30 days after receipt of Ecology’s wriften.
) : ' comment of the draft IAP..

Tmplement Taterim Action

According to schcdulc inIAP WorkPlan .

Draft TAP Repoit

Within 60 davs after field woik is éomplefed

Final IAP Report

30 days after receipt of Ecology s.writfen comuuents on.
the draﬂ: IAPReport.

- Ecology must perigdically review the ¢hiosen cleanup action no less frequently than every five year's after its initiation
to assure that human liealth and thé environment are 'being protectéd if Ecology ‘selects or Aapproves 4 tleantip a¢tion
. under an order, agreed order or consent decree and- any of the following conditions exist: (1) where institutional
controls and/or financial assurance is required as part of the cleanup action, (2) where the cleanup level is based on a
practxcal quantitation limit under WAC 173-340~70'7 or (3) where, in Ecology s ]udgment modifications to the defauit
equations or assumptions would significantly increase the concentration of hazardous substanees remaining at the site
or the rehabxhty of the cléanup action is such that addxtmnal review is necessary fo assuré. Iong—term protection of

huiman health and the environment.

b. Noise'

1) What types ‘of noise exist i in the area whxch may affect your project (for example

traffic, equipment, operanon, ather)?
Nome.

2) What types and levels of noise would be created by or asseciated with the project ona
- short-term:or a long-term basis (for.example: traﬁic, construction, operahon, other)? Indi-

cate what hours noise would comde from the site:
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There will be demolition and constriction noise dur'ing normal City ¢onstraction work hours.

3) Proposed measures to reduce.or control noise nnpacts if any:
Work during City of Olympia daylight héurs, and compliance with City of Olympia Daytime Noise regu!aﬂons

8. Land and stioreline use

a. . Whatis the currént use of the site and adjacent properties?
‘Light industri:‘x], ‘retail, commercial.

b Has thie site been used for agnculture" 1f so, describe.
N o

=

c.. Descnbe any structures on the site.

A large warehouse and two additions collectively termed Warehouse 2 were located along Marme Dnve in Olympia, WA
adjacent to the East Bay portmn of Budd Tulet but was recently demolished

Additional structures, the 3-2-1 Building, (aka Studio 321) and shed were also previously located on site but were
recently demolished. :

d. Will any structures be demolished? If'so, what?,
No.

e. What is the current zoning classification of the site?
‘Urban Waterfront
£ What i§ the curfent cornprehensive plan desigriation of tlie site?

Urban Waterfront

g. Ifapplicable, what is the current shoreline master program designation of the site?
Urban Waterfront A

h.. Has any part of the site been classified as an "énvironmentally sensitive" area? If so, specify,
No. ‘

1. Approximately how many people would reside or work in the corpleted project?
N/A. : :

j. Approximately how many people would the comipleted project displace?
No pérsons will be displaced by the Interim Action Cléan Up Projéctor street improveruents, |

k. Proposed measures to avoid or reducé displacement impacts, 1f any
None tnggered

IR Proposcd measitres to ensure the proposal is compatible with e*ﬂshng and projected land

uses and plans, if any:
The clean up action will allow completion of an area subdivision that will encouragé future redevelopment
eompatible with existing and projected land uses and plans.

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

dle, or low-income housing.
None:
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b. Appm;umately how many tnits, 1f any, would be ehmmated" Indicate whether high,
middle, or low~-income housmg
None.

c.: Proposed measures to reduce or controt housing impacts, if any:
None needed. '
10. Aésthetics:

" a, Whatis the tallest height of any proposed structure(s), not including antennas; what is
the principal exterior building material(s) proposed?
The Project will not directly result in any structures.-

* b. What views in thé immediate Vicinify would be altered of obstructcd?
None

c. Propesed measures to reduce or control aesthetic impacts, if any:
None triggered.

11. Light and g‘lar"e

a. What type of light or’ glare will the proposal produce? What time of day would it Tnainly
occur?
None.

b.. Could light or glare from the firished project be a saféty hazard ot interfere with views?
No. .
¢.. What existing offsite sources of light or glare may affect your ptopoéal_?

Nene.

d.. Proposed imeasires to reduce or control light and glare impacts, if any:
Nong tiiggered.

12: Recreation

2., What desrgnatcd and informal recreational opporhmmes are in the unmedlate vicinity?
The Swantown Marina is nearby, and a: shorehne frail. .

b. Would the propased pmjéct displace any existing recreational uses? If'so, describe,
Ne. ' ‘

¢. Proposed ‘measures to reduce-or control impacts on recteation, including recreation opportunities
to bé provided by the project or’ apphcant, if any:
None. Neithier the shoréling trail or iarina will be 1mpncted by the Project,

13. _Hist‘uric, and cult_ur‘al pres'ervéx'tibﬁ

a. Are thereany places.or ebjects. listed on, or proposed for, national, state; or [ocal preser-
vation registers known 1o be on.or next to the site? If so, generally describe.
The Warchouse:2 structure is on the Olympm inventory of historie structures but is not
placed on any register, ‘Site history has been dociimented by the Port i ina hlstoncal study of
-Porf property and facilities and excerpts aye mcluded ini' the work plags.

b. Generally describe any landniarks or evidence of historic, archaeological, sc1em‘1ﬁc or
cultural importance known to'be on or next fo the site.
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these have been well ducumented by local historic preservatmn planners

¢.. Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts, if any:
The site and structure are well documented historically through pliofos and interviews.

14: Transportation

a. Identify public streets and highways serving the site, and describe proposed access to the
existing street system. Show on site plans, if any.
Existing access is via State Avenue, Marine Drive, Jefferson Street, and Olympla Avenue. Th Infrastructure Project
assoeiated with the larger Edst Bay Redevelopment Project, subject of the prior 2007 SEPA review will erhance
access to this area via these existing streets and create additional access points with the extension of Cherry; Chestnut
and Olympia Avenue.

b. Is site currently served by public htansxt? If not, what is the approximate distance to the
nearest transit stop?
‘The area is currently served by transit along State Aw eriue.

¢. How many parkmg spaces would the completed project have? How many would the
project eliminate?
None. As a resulf of the Infrastructure Project assotiated with the Targer East Bay Redevelopment Project, subject of
the prior 2007 SEPA review apprommately 8-10 existing parking spaces along “Thurston Avenue will be replaced with
'8-foot parking lanes on both sides of the street. Similar parking lanes will also be added along the OIympxa/Thurston
eonnector, Jefferson Street and Chiestnut Street. On-site paiking will also be available; to be désigned by future,
individual developérs of each parcel, The exact mumber of future parking spaces per ot will be: dictated by the
proposed future uses and is undetermined at this time. As project specific develophient is prdposed for each lot, that
use will undeigo séparaté SEPA review.

d. Will the proposal require any. new roads or sireets, or improvements to existing roads or
‘strests, not including driveways? If so, generally describe (indicate whether public or
private).
No. The Infrastructuré Projeéct associated with. the Iarger East Bay Redevelopment Projeét, subject of the prior 2007
SEPA review ineluded the following Street ImprovementS' (1) widening roadvays adjacent to the site to City of
© Olyrpia stanidards, to provide for vehicles, bicycles, and parking, (2) Curb dnd gutter, sidewalks; (3) ilumination, (4)
a T intersection at marine Drive and Olympia Avenue , (5) 2 traffic s:gnal (6) landscaping, (7) stormwater system
upgrades, and (8) extension of water, rec!almed water, and sanitary sewer systems

Improvements also inchade approxxmately 1,200 LF of Jefferson Street between State Avenite and Marine Drive to thie
north, 900 LF of Marine Drive bétween Olympia Avenué and 2 xigw connection to Jefferson Street to the north, 600
LF of Olympia Avenie between Marine Drive and East Bay Drive, 700 LF of roadway on new alignment between
Adams Street and Marine Drive, and 500 LF of frontage 1mprovements along State Avenue and East Bay Drive.
Chestnut Street will be extended approximately 300 LF north fo anew connection with Olympia Avenue.

e. Will the project use (or occur in the imimediate vxcxmty of) water, rail, or air transporta-
tion? If so, generally describe.
The site of the Project is an area served by rail and water transpertation. This Project (cle:m up action) will not use
water, rail or air transportation.

f. How many vehicular trips per day would be generated by the: eompleted project? If known, indicate when peak
volumes would occur.
None as a result of this clean np action. The Infrastru¢fure Project associated with the larger East Bay
Redevelopmiént Project, subject of the prior 2007 SEPA revie, will creafe transportation corridors aind
facilitate land development consistent with local plaiis and zoning. Based upen a2 Transportation Trip
Generation Estimate for this short sub-division, it is anticipated that there will be approximately 449 p.m.
. peak hour trips from the 9 lots and future developments as outlined in Attachment 13. These future
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develgpménts will b¢ served by thie existing roadway and the praposed roads and infrastructure; as each
future Project is proposed, eachi will be required to prepare a site and use specific tansportation impact
analysis upon which the Cxty of Olympia would base and projeci-level required mitigation.

‘ g. Proposed measutes to reduce or control transportanoumlpacts ifany:
None triggered by this clean up Project.

15. Publie services

a. Would the projectresult in an increased need forpublic services (for example: fire pro-
tection; police, protectlon health care, schdols, other)‘? Ifso, generally describe:
No

b. Proposed measures to rediice or control direct nnpacts onpubhc services, if any. .
None needed.

16. Utilities -
a. Circle utilities currently available at the site: ‘electricity; natural gas, wafer; irefuse serv-

ice, telephione, sanitary séwer, septic system, other.

b. Describe the utilities that are proposed for the projeet, the utility providing the service,
and the general construction activities on the sife or in-the immediate vicinity which might
be needed. ‘ .

Electrlcxty, Puget Sound Energy
Phone, Qwest '

Cable, Comcast -

Natuaral Gas, Puget Sound Energy

C. SIGNATURE

- The above answers are true and complete to. the best of my lmowledge I understand that the lead
agency is relymg on them to make:its decxsl

Sigratire 37

Date Submitted:: March 6, 2009,
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