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1.0 INTRODUCTION

This environmental assessment (EA) considers and describes the potential environmental effects
of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Walla Walla District (Corps) issuing a perpetual easement
to the Washington State Department of Transportation (WSDQOT) for the use of a portion of
Corps managed federal land in the construction of a vehicle overpass for State Route (SR) 124
and the realignment of a portion of Monument Drive (Figures 1 and 2). As required by the
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969 and subsequent implementing regulations
promulgated by the Council on Environmental Quality, this assessment is being prepared to
determine whether the proposed action constitutes a *“...major Federal action significantly
affecting the quality of the human environment...” and whether an environmental impact
statement (EIS) is required. The information contained in this EA is considered to be of
sufficient depth to define the nature and scope of the impacts associated with the proposed
issuing of an easement to WSDOT for the proposed SR 124 vehicle overpass and Monument
Road realignment activities on Corps managed lands.

Figure 1: Location of Proposed WSDOT SR 124/Monument Drive Project
1.1 Background

SR 124 is a two lane east/west rural arterial road located in Walla Walla County (Figure 2). It
intersects with Highway 12 at both its east and west terminus; is approximately 45 miles long



and connects the communities of Waitsburg, Prescott and Burbank Heights. The road serves as
an access route (and shortcut) between the Tri-Cities and eastern Washington. Due to the
increase in traffic volume, WSDOT has determined that the portion of SR 124 between the
intersection of Monument Drive and SR 124 and the Union Pacific Railroad tracks poses a safety
hazard to motorists (Figure 3).
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Figure 2: SR 124 and Proposed Project Location
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Figure 3: WSDOT SR 124 Safety Hazards Location

Specifically, there are two issues which need to be addressed. The first one is the Union Pacific
Railroad crossing of SR 124 near Monument Drive (Figure 3). The tracks are at grade and the
only safety feature presently operating at the site is a set of overhead lights to signal that a train
is approaching the road crossing. There are no barriers to stop vehicles from driving over the
tracks as trains approach the road (Figure 4). The second issue is the intersection of SR 124 and
Monument Drive. The current alignment has the intersection located in close proximity to the
railroad crossing (about 250 feet) which limits sight distance and increases the potential for
collisions as vehicles enter onto SR 124 from Monument Drive (Figures 3 and 4).
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20 PURPOSE AND NEED

The Corps proposes to issue a perpetual easement to WSDOT for use of a portion of Corps
managed federal land in the construction of a vehicle overpass on SR 124 and accompanying
realignment of a portion of Monument Drive. The purpose of the proposed action is to address
safety issues/concerns — i.e. prevent train/vehicle collisions and provide a better sight view at the
intersection of SR 124 and Monument Drive. The action is needed because the railroad tracks
are at grade, provide no barriers to stop vehicles from proceeding over the tracks as trains
approach the road, and the current intersection of SR 124 and Monument Drive is located in
close proximity to the railroad.



3.0 ALTERNATIVES
This section describes alternatives for meeting the identified project purpose and need.
3.1  Alternative 1 — No Action

Under the no action alternative, the Corps would not issue an easement to WSDOT and the
SR124 vehicle overpass and Monument Drive realignment would not be constructed. Current
driving conditions would remain the same. Although the “no action” alternative does not meet
the project purpose and need, under Council on Environmental Quality guidelines, it serves as
the project baseline for environmental conditions and therefore is carried forward for analysis.

3.2  Alternative 2 — (Proposed Action)

Under this alternative, the Corps would issue a perpetual easement to WSDOT for the
construction of an approximately 150 foot vehicle overpass spanning the Union Pacific’s railroad
tracks. This would require WSDOT to realign a section of SR 124 south of the current SR 124
alignment. WSDOT would also realign a section of Monument Drive by moving its intersection
with SR 124 further to the west thereby increasing the sight distance to over 700 feet and
meeting WSDOT standards for sight distance at intersections (Figure 5). Vegetation within the
project area would be cleared where needed. Approximately 265,990 cubic yards of fill material
would be obtained from either WSDOT and/or commercial sources and used to build up low
areas and for ramp construction. Work would involve the use of heavy equipment including
dump trucks, tracked excavators, bulldozers, wheeled loaders, backhoes, cranes, cement trucks,
concrete pumps, flatbed trucks, graders, pavers and vibratory rollers.
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Figure 5: Proposed SR 124 Overpass and Monument Drive Realignment

40 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT and ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

This section identifies and describes: (1) the affected environment — i.e. the existing natural,
cultural and socioeconomic resources which have the potential to affect or to be affected by the
alternatives, and (2) what the effects on those resources might be. Although the full range of
existing resources within the project area were initially considered, only those resources
determined relevant to the proposed action were included in the affected environment. While the
intent is to focus on relevant resources, it is also important to recognize that the level of
relevance of each identified resource to the proposed action is not the same. Some resources
figure more prominently in the action than others. For purposes of this EA, all relevant resources
are identified but not all are discussed in detail. Table 1 provides a list of the relevant resources
identified for the WSDOT SR 124 Overpass/Monument Drive Realignment Project.

Table 1: WSDOT SR 124/Monument Drive Relevant Environmental Resources

Resource/Further Discussion | Condition/Status

Biological/NO Under the No Action Alternative there would be no construction
work and therefore no project impacts to wildlife or vegetation.

For the proposed alternative, WSDOT did a series of biological
reviews (Appendix A) including the use of its Programmatic
Biological Assessment for Eastern Washington that addresses




species/critical habitat under the jurisdiction of U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service. The proposed project does not require in-water
work so no consultation was done with the National Marine
Fisheries Service. WSDOT made a No Effect determination for
the proposed undertaking. A Corps staff biologist reviewed
WSDOT’s biological documents and concurred with its findings
(Appendix A). The Corps biologist also stated there would be no
effect to Endangered Species Act-listed species or to other
wildlife.

Water Quality/NO

The No Action alternative would maintain existing conditions
and therefore avoid any in-water or ground disturbing activities
which might be subject to the Clean Water Act.

Under the proposed alternative, there would be no in-water
work. In addition, while more than an acre of ground would be
disturbed, there is no possibility of project storm water or point-
source discharge entering a water of the United States as the
project area is approximately 2 miles from the Snake River. No
further consideration under the Clean Water Act is required.

Cultural Resources/NO

The No Action alternative would maintain existing conditions
and therefore avoid any ground disturbing activities which could
potentially impact cultural resources.

WSDOT undertook both a literature search and field survey for
the proposed alternative, neither of which identified any cultural
properties within the Area of Potential Effect (Appendix B).
WSDOT consulted with appropriate Indian Tribes and received
no comments. It also submitted a “No Historic Properties
Affected” determination to the Washington State Historic
Preservation Office (SHPO) and received SHPO concurrence.
The Corps reviewed WSDOT’s project cultural resources survey
report, concurred with the findings and made a “No Historic
Properties Affected” determination (Appendix B).

Traffic/NO

The No Action alternative would maintain existing conditions
and therefore would result in no changes to the current flow of
traffic.

Under the proposed alternative, traffic would continue to use the
existing SR 124 lanes except when tie-in with the new alignment
occurs. During this time, there would be flagger controlled one-
way, one lane traffic on both the existing and new sections of SR
124. For Monument Drive, there would be flagger control for
one way, one lane traffic — i.e. construct one lane of the
realigned road section, move traffic over to it and then construct




the other lane.

Visual/NO

The No Action alternative would maintain existing conditions
and therefore would result in no changes to both the on-road as
well as off-road views which can currently be seen.

The proposed alternative would involve transporting a large
volume of fill material to build up the project area. The
maximum fill height (located near the SR 124/railroad crossing)
would be 45 feet above the existing ground and 30 feet above the
rail line. WSDOT did a visual impact assessment study using
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) methodology that
included the establishment of 6 Key View locations from which
to analyze the project’s visual impacts. The study identified that
the highest degree of sensitivity to visual changes in the project
area would be from local residents. Area businesses and drivers
were expected to be less sensitive to the changes. The
assessment concluded that none of the changes resulting from
the proposed action would have substantial visual impacts
(WSDOT Visual Impact Assessment, 2014).

Hazardous/Toxic
Materials/NO

The No Action alternative would maintain existing conditions
and therefore, unless a specific need was identified, no
assessment or response to hazardous/toxic materials would be
made.

For the proposed alternative, WSDOT undertook a review of
potential hazardous material impacts in the project area. This
included both a check of hazardous material databases and a
field reconnaissance. The database check showed no hazardous
material sites are located within the project area or within
immediate proximity to it. Two waste generator sites are located
at the confluence of the Columbia and Snake Rivers, possibly 5
or more miles from the project area. The field reconnaissance
indicated that should certain areas of land need to be acquired,
some level of remediation would be necessary after acquisition.
However, the extent of remediation would not be known until a
more detailed survey and assessment could be made. Avoidance
of potentially contaminated sites is the preferred approach but
this may not be possible. Another approach would be to try and
have the site cleaned-up before WSDOT acquisition but this too,
may not occur and is beyond the scope of this analysis (WSDOT
Hazardous Materials Memorandum, 2014).

Noise/NO

Under the No Action Alternative there would be no construction
work and therefore no change in the existing noise level.




For the proposed alternative, WSDOT did a screening level noise
analysis based on existing information and using an average
vehicle speed of 60 miles per hour. The analysis was extended
out 20 years (i.e. 2013-2033) using a .05% annual growth factor.
The numbers generated for the year 2033 were modeled using
the FHWA Traffic Noise Model (version 2.5). The traffic noise
level was set at 66 decibels (worse case) and impacts were
modeled out (i.e. contour lines) to a distance of 150 feet from the
SR 124 center line and 63 feet from the Monument Drive
centerline. The analysis showed only one home that could
potentially be impacted by noise. If the home remains in its
current location, it would not be feasible to build a noise barrier
because the access/driveway to SR 124 would make the noise
wall ineffective at reducing noise. Likewise, it would not be cost
effective (reasonableness) to construct a new home (WSDOT
Noise Screening Memorandum, 2014).

Air Quality/NO

The project area is currently in attainment and meets Washington
State’s ambient air quality standards and would continue to do so
under the No Action Alternative.

For the Preferred Alternative, there would be only minor effects
to air quality given the nature of work to be done and its limited
duration. Best management practices would be used to reduce
emissions and dust (e.g. watering down dirt areas). Itis
anticipated the project area would remain in attainment during
construction activities.

Environmental Justice
(EJ)/NO

The No Action alternative would maintain existing conditions
and therefore avoid any impacts to area residents (e.g. loss of
property, structures, etc.).

The proposed alternative would involve the acquisition of
additional land. WSDOT did an EJ analysis for the project and
determined that a protected EJ population is present in the
project area. Based on the EJ information and overall project
needs, the proposed alternative would impact the EJ community.
However, WSDOT determined that adverse impacts could be
minimized by acquiring land on the south side of SR 124 instead
of the north side. WSDOT is working with the affected EJ
individuals who have expressed support for the project. Meeting
these individuals’ preference for relocation would help ensure
the project does not have disproportionate high and adverse
effects (WSDOT Environmental Justice Memorandum, 2014).

Climate Change/NO

The Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ), in NEPA
guidance for documenting effects of climate change and




Greenhouse Gas (GHG) emissions, uses 25,000 metric tons of
carbon dioxide (CO,)-equivalent GHG emissions on an annual
basis as threshold guidance that agencies should consider as an
indicator that a quantitative and qualitative assessment should be
provided to decision makers and the public. The EPA provides
an average estimate of 4.75 metric tons of CO, produced per
passenger vehicle (i.e. passenger cars, vans, pickup trucks and
sport/utility vehicles) per year. While the No Action alternative
would maintain existing conditions, there would continue to be
an increase in GHG due to the increase in the number of vehicles
using SR 124 along with other developments which could have
GHG emissions.

Under the proposed alternative, the type and number of vehicles
and equipment needed along with the limited construction time
to complete the project would not generate 25,000 metric tons of
carbon dioxide equivalent GHG emissions.

4.1 — Cumulative Effects

The proposed work is being done to address safety issues identified by WSDOT and is generally
limited to a narrowly defined area. Minimal vehicle delays would occur due to construction
activities, but these would be of short duration. No other undertakings in proximity to the project
area are known to have been recently completed, are currently underway or be scheduled to start
in the near future. Consequently, most project effects would be “stand alone” as opposed to
cumulative in nature.

50 ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW REQUIREMENTS

5.1 Federal Requirements

5.1.1 National Environmental Policy Act

This EA was prepared, and is being circulated to agencies and the public for review and
comment, pursuant to requirements of the NEPA. Full compliance with NEPA would be
achieved when the Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI), if one is determined to be
appropriate, is signed.

5.1.2 Clean Air Act, As Amended

The project area meets Washington State’s ambient air quality standards. There would be only

minor effects to air quality given the proposed work activities to be done and their limited
duration. The project area would still meet attainment standards.
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5.1.3 Clean Water Act

The proposed project does not involve in-water work and the project area is located
approximately 2 miles from the Snake River. While more than an acre of ground would be
disturbed, there is no possibility of project storm water or point-source discharge entering a
water of the United States.

5.1.4 Endangered Species Act of 1973, As Amended

WSDOT performed biological reviews focused on the proposed alternative along with working
under its Programmatic Biological Assessment for Eastern Washington that addresses
species/critical habitat under the jurisdiction of U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. The proposed
project does not require in-water work so no consultation was done with the National Marine
Fisheries Service. WSDOT made a “No Effect” determination for the proposed undertaking. A
Corps staff biologist reviewed WSDOT’s biological documents/determination and concurred
with the findings. The Corps biologist also indicated there would be no effect to Endangered
Species Act-listed species or to other wildlife (Appendix A).

5.1.5 Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act

The Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (FWCA) authorizes the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
to evaluate the possible impacts to fish and wildlife species resulting from proposed Federal
water resource development projects. The proposed action does not involve in-water work and
therefore does not involve activities subject to the FWCA.

5.1.6 Migratory Bird Treaty Act

The Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) (16 U.S.C. 88 703-712, as amended) prohibits the
“taking” of and commerce in migratory birds (live or dead), any parts of migratory birds, their
feathers, or nests. “Take” as defined in the MBTA, includes any attempt at hunting, pursuing,
wounding, killing, possessing or transporting any migratory bird, nest, egg, or part thereof by
any means or in any manner. The overall project landscape would generally be considered
unsuitable habitat for Migratory birds (e.g. paved roads, railroad tracks, grasses, etc.). Further, it
is anticipated that birds would avoid the project area while work is being performed.

5.1.7 National Historic Preservation Act, As Amended

WSDOT undertook both a literature search and field survey for the proposed alternative. There
were no previously recorded cultural resources (e.g. sites, structures, etc.) within the Area of
Potential Effect (APE). Likewise, the field survey did not identify any cultural properties.
Based on the literature search and field investigations, the cultural resources report concluded
that no historic properties are located in the APE (Appendix B). Preparation of an inadvertent
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discovery plan was recommended in the unlikely event that historic properties or human remains
are discovered during construction. WSDOT, on behalf of the Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA) and in accordance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act,
submitted a “No Historic Properties Affected” determination to the Washington State Historic
Preservation Office (SHPO) for concurrence. (FHWA funds would be used for the project and
therefore, FHWA is the lead federal agency for the proposed undertaking.) The SHPO concurred
with WSDOT’s determination (Appendix B). WSDOT also consulted with the Confederated
Tribes and Bands of the Yakama Nation, Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla Indian Reservation
and the Confederated Tribes of the Colville Reservation regarding the proposed undertaking
(Appendix B). No tribal comments were received.

The Corps reviewed WSDOT’s project cultural resources survey report, concurred with the
findings and made a “No Historic Properties Affected” determination (Appendix B).
6.0 COORDINATION.

This EA is being distributed for public and agency review and comment and is also available
through the Corps’ website (www.nww.usace.army.mil). Table 2 contains the distribution list.

Table 2. Distribution List

Individual Organization
Christine Reichgott Environmental Protection Agency
Michelle Eames U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Erin Britton Kuttel U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Tom Schirm Washington Department of Fish and Game
Walla Walla County Commissioners
Eric Quaempts Confederated Tribes of Umatilla Indian Reservation
Phil Rigdon Confederated Tribes and Bands of the Yakama Indian Nation
Gary Passmore Confederated Tribes of the Colville Reservation
Gary Burke Confederated Tribes of Umatilla Indian Reservation
JoDe Goudy Confederated Tribes and Bands of the Yakama Indian Nation
Michael Finley Confederated Tribes of the Colville Reservation
Doc Bower WSDOT
Bill Sauriol WSDOT
Kerry Grant WSDOT
Liana Liu FHWA
Washington Department of Ecology
National Marine Fisheries Service
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WSDOT EASTERN WASHINGTON DETERMINATION FORM Report Mo. 00267
NOTE: This form must be completed prior to project mitiation and NEPA Document Approval

Submittal Date: mm dd Y¥YY (Thiz field must be filled in if it iz being printed for submittal.)
Project Name: SR 12mmuat Mmu Crossing — Build Overcrossing Project
SR 124 Start MP- 484 End MP: h73 Work Order: XL4488
Region: WBSCR (ONCE JER County: Walla Walla WIN Ne.
TO9N _R3IME 53435 145 WRIA (Name and MNo.): Lower Snake (33)

Program Area: Date of Site Visit 210/2014

[] Pavement Preservation (] Safety Improvement

[ 5lide Abatement & Repair [ Facilities Praservation & Construction

[ Bank Stahil & Flood Damage Repair [ ] Environmental Retrofit and Fohancement
[] Bridge Replac., Maint. & Repair [ Drainage System Mainfenance and Repair
[ Mohility Improvement

o Fill this in once the PBA is complete and signed
Thlssa.%:E | ] Project Biologist  Geoffrey Gray
[C! Formal eonsultation Date Project Bickogist Signed  3/20/2014
Indicate which species/ciihical habitat could ocour mn the Rewiewing Biclogist  Craig Broadhead
project action area by checkimg the boxes below. Enter Date Reviewing Biologist Signed  $72014

an effect determination to the right of each species/critical Form Updated:
habitat identified (NE=No effect, NLTAA=May affect, Concurmence Date:
not likely to adversely affect, AA=May affect. likely to
adversaly affect). [ Spetted Owl
] Woodland Caribou [ Spotted Owl Critical Habitat
(] Wenatchee Mountains Checker-mallow (] Grizzly Bear
[] Wenatchee Mountains Checker-mallow B Canada Lynx HE
Critical Habitat (] Canada Lynx Critical Habitat
[ Pyemy Rabhit (] Bull Trout HE
[ Gray Wolf (] Bull Trout Critical Habitat HE
[ Marbled Murrelet [ Water Howaellia
] Marbled Murrelet Critical Habitat 4] Ute Ladies'- Tresses NE

ldentify project area and action area (attach map): s gs C 3

The project study area totals 60 acres, 44 of which occur within the existing WSDOT right of way (ROW).
The remaining 16 acres would require acquisition. The project footprint is approximately 24 acres in size
and will require vegetation grubbing. The footprint and surmounding vicinity include fallow fields, imgated
pasture, orchards, rural residential properties, the WSDOT ROW, and railroad ROW. SR 124 is utiized by
3,300 vehicles per day, traveling at 60 miles per hour. Due to existing disturbance, the project action area
(PAA], typically delimited by elevated construction noise over baseline ambient levels, iz limited fo
termestrial areas within 1,000 feet of the project footprint. Since no aguatic resources are present within
the PAA, the PAA does not include an aguatic zone of impact.

Project: SR 124Monument RoadRalnad Crossing — Buld Overcrossing Project Page 1
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WSDOT EASTERN WASHINGTON DETERMINATION FORM (continued)

Provide project description:

Reroute State Route (SR) 124, from milepost (MP) 4.84 to MP 5.73, over existing Union Pacific Railroad
tracks in Walla Walla County. The project involves construction of a new bridge overcrossing to prevent
trainfvehicle collizions on SR 124 as well as reconfiguring Monument Road to provide better sight distance
for vehicles at the SR 124 / Monument Drive intersection. The project will result in 4.35 acres of new
impervious surface (15). However, the project is designed to infilirate all stormwater.

Project iming - Projected Start date: S5/1/2014  Projected End date: 1073172014  Total Waork Days: 120
Project Equipment dump truck, tracked ext:a\rmr bulldozer, wheeled |ClﬂdE|' backhoe, crane, cement

Wil detours be used? DYE ENI} I{"}Edﬁuibe

Wil project work at night? B Yes Mo
Will artificial lights be used over or adjacent to aquatic area? [ ¥Ves [HNo
Will blasting ocewr? [ Yes [ No
If yes, # of blasts
Timung of blasts (am or pm, day, month)
Will pile driving ocom? [ Yes [HNo

If yes, # of piles: Will pile driving occur w/in OHWM of stream? [ Yes [No
Timumg of pile dmving:
Total time pile driving will soour:

Type and diameter of piling to be used:
Will the project create any new impervious suface? [ Yes [[MNo
Amownt of new impervions surface? (acres) OR 185000 (=g f)

Project: SR 124Monument RoadRalnad Crossing — Buld Overcrossing Project Page 2
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WSDOT EASTERN WASHINGTON DETERMINATION FORM (continued)

Will grading or fillmg occur? []Yes [No
If yes, will grading or filling occur within 300 feet of a water body? [ VYes [ No
Total amownt of grading or clearing: 24  (acres) OR (sq f)
Total amyount of fillme: _ 274410 (cuyd)

Will any soils be exposed? [H]Yes [HMo
If yes, what is the erosion potential: (OHizh [Mediom [ Low

Will bare soils be revepetated or hydroseeded after construction? [ Yes [INo
Ifyes, desenbe:  standard native roadside grass seed mix

Will trees or shrubs be planted? [ Yes [ENo
If yes, deseribe:

In-Water Work
Will project conduct in-water work? [ Yes [E]No

I yes, in which water body?

I=s HPA required? O¥e ONo If yes, has it been cbtained yet? O%es [ONe
What 15 in-water work wimdow?

Will work occur within in-water work window? [ | Yes []No
Will flow be altered? OYes [ONa
How? [ Quantity []Quality [JRate []Duwation []Hydrodynamics
Describe in-water work:

Describe any culvert replacement or extension:

Deseribe in-stream habitat where mmpacts will ocour (address spawning/rearing habutat, ate ):

Chuanhify the amoumt of in-stream habitat to be impacted:

Project: SR 124Monument RoadRalnad Crossing — Buld Overcrossing Project
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WSDOT EASTERN WASHINGTON DETERMINATION FORM (continued)

Vegetation Impacts
Will vegetation be impacted? [ Yes [JNo
If yes, total amount to be removed by project: 24 (acres) OR (=q fi)
Type to be removed: [] Trees [ Shrubs (] Herbaceous
Will trees =6 mches dbh be removed within 300 feet of 2 water body? OYes [ENo
If yes, describe the species, amount, and size of trees to be removed:

Yegetation disturbed is limited to non-native annual grasses, weeds, alfalfa, and orchard
trees.

Will vegetation within 300 fieet of any water body be removed? [ Yes [ No
Is the vegetation part of the riparian comidor? [ Yes [E]No
Chuzntify the amount of npanan habitat to be mpacted:

Deszcribe impacts to riparian habatat:

Fish Habitat Improvement

Will the project result in water quality improvements to waters with listed fish? [ Yes [ No
Will any fish barriers be eliminated as part of the project? [ Yes [ENo

Will revegetation of streambanks or fparian areas ocom? | ] Yes [ Mo

Will any large woody debris or habitat structures be placed in streams=? [ Yes [ Mo

Will amy logs cr stumps from the project be demated to other fish habitat projects? [ Yes [ENo
Will fish habitat be created as part of this project? [ Ves [HNo

If yes to any of the above, descernibe:

Project: SR 124Monument RoadRalnad Crossing — Buld Overcrossing Project Page 4
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WSDOT EASTERN WASHINGTON DETERMINATION FORM (continued)

Baseline Conditions
Describe the vegetation mn the project area (attach photographs):

The footprint and surrcunding vicinity include disturbed, fallow fields, imigated pasture, orchards, rural
residential properties, the WSDOT ROW, and railroad ROW. SR 124 is ufilized by 3,300 vehicles per

day, traveling at 60 miles per hour.

Habatat in Project Action Area-
Deciduous Forest % Conaferous Forest
Fiparian %o Wetlands
Meadow _ % Rock-Talis

Do streams ocour in the project action area? [ Ves ] No Orther

If yes, name the stream segment-

Mired Forest

CRCRE
E
K

100

- S

Comments:

Instream Habitat m Project Action Area:
Gravel: = % Raffla:
Cobble: _ % Pool:

F -

Salt!Sand: %o Glade:

Do ripanan areas ocour i the project achon area? OYes FENo
If yes, descnbe npanan comdors by mver system:

LISTED SPECIES IMPACT INFORMATION
AND EFFECT DETERMINATION

Woodland Caribou Is project located in Pend Oreille or Stevens Counties? [OYes HENo
Is the project abowve 4,300 feet elevation in Pend Chealle and'or Stevens County? (J¥es [HNo

Comments:

Effect Determination NE: (Jwecl Owecz [(Jwes NLTAA: [Jwed

Project: SR 124Monument RoadRalnad Crossing — Buld Overcrossing Project
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LISTED SPECIES IMPACT INFORMATION (continued)

Wenatchee Mountains Checker-mallow
Is the project located m Chelan County? OVes [HNeo

Is the project located in the Wenatchee Mountains between 1600 and 3,300 feet in elevation? []Yes [No
Iz suitable wetland habitat present? [ Yes [No

Will the projectocewr [ Jinor [within 200 feet of suitable wetland habitat? [ ¥es [INo

I: the project located entirely within the developed portion of the roadway? (OYes [No

Has a survey been completed? [ JYes [ Mo Ifyes, was the plant present? OYes (Mo

Comments:

Effect Determination NE: Owncl Owmcz Owscs COwscd CJwMcs
NLTAA: [Jwncs [JWMCT

Wenatchee Mountains Checker-mallow Critical Habitat
Will the project potentially affect critical habitat? [ Yes [{No  Ifyes, complete individual BA
Effert Defermination

Pyamy Rabbit

Dioes the project occur within the historic range of the pygmy mbbit? [ Yes [HNo
Dioes the project oceur within the cwrent range of the pygoxy rabbat? OYes [HNo
Dioes the project occur within the developed portion of the WSDOT ROW? [ Yes [No
Does the project involve the removal of sagebrush or groumd disturbimg activities within
native shrub-stevoe habitat? []Yes [No

Comments:

Effect Determination: NE: (Jpr1 [Jrr2 [JPR3 MLTAA: [JPR4

Gray Wolf

Is project located within either the Cascade mountains or the Northern Rocky Min DPS? [ Yes [ No
Is project within a county where gray wolf is on the county species list? [ Yes [ No

If yes, will the project ocour within developed cify limits? OYes ENo

Will the project eocur within 0.25 mi of an active, developed transportation commidor? [2] Yes [ Mo
Are high quality foraging areas or a known cccupied wolf temitory present? [ Yes [HNo
Laknown [ Jtemifory [ |wolfden [ rendesvoussitewithin =05mi? [JYes [EMNo

Are high quality [ foraging or [ ungulate calving areas present? Oves HNo

Wil the project generate noise above ambient levels? O¥e [O¥e

Will the project occur between March 15 and Fune 307 [ Ves Mo

Will the project oceur between April 16 and Movember 30, or June 16 and November 307 [ ¥Yes [No

Project: SR 124Monument RoadRalnad Crossing — Buld Overcrossing Project Page 6
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LISTED SPECIES IMPACT INFORMATION (continued)

Comments:

Effect Determination NE: Jewl Oewz [Jews
NLTAA: (Jewd OJews Odews [Jewr [JGws
Marbled Murrelet
Is the project located within 55 miles of marine waters? OdYes [EMNo
Is the project in Yakima, Kittitas, or Chelan County? [ Ves [H Mo
Will the project imvolve [ clearing native vegetation  or will it produce [ | noise above the ambient levels?
Is project during [ Aprl 1 to Aueust 5. or [ August 6 to September 157 []Yes [No
In suitable habitat? [ ]Yes [IMNo Distance from suitzble habitat: [102%mi [(J0.50mi [Jlm {Othar)
Oceupied sites? [ Yes [ Mo Distance to occupied site: [ 02%mi [(]0.50mi [ 1o (Oher)
Suitable habitat impacted? [ | Yes [ Mo Amount of alteration (acres):
# Trees fo remove: # Potential Mest Trees Bemoved
(A nest tree is a tree with at least 1 swtable platform)

Comments:

Effect Determination NE: (MMl [COOwd2 w3 NLTAA: [Iwdd CIMMS [CIMMs
AN (w7 M8

Marbled Murrelet Critical Habitat

Is the project within or adjacent to critical habitat? OYes [HNo

Is the project within 300 f of critical habitat? [ ]VYes [ Mo

Will project result in removal of understory vegetation or trees of any size? [ |Yes [ Mo

Amount (acres):
Comments:
Effect Determination HE: [MMMCH]I [1MMCH NLTAA: [ |1MMCH3
Project: SR 124Monument RoadRalnad Crossing — Buld Overcrossing Project Page 7
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LISTED SPECIES IMPACT INFORMATION (continued)

Spotted Owl
I= project located mn Okanogan, Chelan, Eittitas, or Yakima County? []¥es [ Mo

Isproject during [ March 1 to Jaly 15 [ Tuly 16 to Sept 307

Project in or adjacent to suitable habitai? []Yes [IMo  Suitable habitat within-  []0.25mi []1.0nm
Project within dispersal babitat? [ Yes [Mo O050mi 11 8o
Projectmowl circle?  [|¥es [INo  Distance fo center

# Enown owl circles withine [ 1.0mi [ 1.8mi

Will suitable habitat be impacted? [ ]Yes [ Mo Amount (zcres):
Will dispersal habitat be impacted? [ Yes []Mo Amowunt (acres):

Is large woody debris lacking in adjacent forests? [ Ves [No
Comments:

Effect Determination NE: (Js01 [Oso2 Oso3 [Oso4 [Os0s
NLTAA: (506 []507 []508 AA: 5016

Spotted Owl Critical Habitat
Is project within critical habitat? [ Ves [ MNo
Will critical habitat be impacted? [ Ves [No Amount (acres):

Comments:
Effect Determination NE: (Jsos [soiwo [Js011

NLTAA: [J5012 [Js013 [Jso14 [Js015  AA: [1s5016
Grizzly Bear

I= project within the montane areas of the Okanogan Highlands or the Cascade Mountams? [ Ves [ Mo
Is project within developed limits of a town? [ Yes [IMNo

Wil the project clear native vegetation cutside the developed roadwray prism or produce noise above
ambient levels? [JVes [Mo

Project distance to active developed fransportation comdor?

Project: SR 124Monument RoadRalnad Crossing — Buld Overcrossing Project Page 8
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LISTED SPECIES IMPACT INFORMATION (continued)

Effect Determination NE: (JGB1 B2 [GB3 MLTAA: []1GB4

Canada Lynx

Is the project located within the montane areas of the Okanogan Highlands, the Cascade Mowntaims, or
the Blue Mountains? [ Yes [ No

Is the project located outside the developed city lmits? [ Yes [MNo

I= switable babitat present within the project action area? [ Yes [No

Distance to suifable habrtat: mi

Will noise be generated above ambient levels? []Yes [HNo

Will native vegetation be cleared? [ Yes [No Amoumnt: {acres)
Comments:

Effect Determinahion NE NE:-[Jcr1 Oerz o3 MLTAA- [JCL4

Canada Lynx Critical Habitat

Does the project oceur on SE 20 from MP 157 .40 to 167.04 or from MP 214 .34
0214707 [1Yes No

Effect Defermination NE:[JcLcH1 [JoLcHz2 MLTAA: [JcLs

Project: SR 124Monument RoadRalnad Crossing — Buld Overcrossing Project Page 9
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LISTED SPECIES IMPACT INFORMATION (continued)

Bull Trouwt

Iz work within a watershed with documented or potential bull trout presenca? O¥es [FENo

Recovery Unit Isprojectin a core area? [ Yes [ Mo

Mame of core area Is project in a local population area? [ Yes [Mo
Mame of local population

Will work oceur off of developed roadway? [ Yes [|No

Grading/Clearing/Vegetation removal work? [Yes [No

Work wiin 100ft of 2 waterbody which supports or drains info a bull frout supporting waterbody? [ Yes []No
Work wiin 300t of 2 waterbody which supports or drains info a bull frout supporting waterbody? [ | Yes [ No
Diistance from waterbody: Will riparian vegetation = 6" dbh be removed? [ Yes [JHNo
Work wiin water containing bull ront? [ Yes [ |No

[JSpawming [ ]Rearing [ |Trenspert  habitat present in project area? [ Yes [Mo
Will the project remove any large woody debris? [ Yes [Mo

Will in water work impact: [ | Spawning [JRearing [ Transport habitat?

Amowunt of new non-pollution generating impervious surface: {acres) OR (=g ££)
Amount of pollufion generating new mmpervious surface: (acres) OR {=q ft)

Is the project in a watershed that =100 acres? [ Ves [ Mo

Howr much mfiliration and'or dispersion of stormwrater 1= oceurmg? -4

I= project TDA impervious surface =3% total basin area? [ VYes [ Mo

Is dilution analysis required? (If yes, attach analysis) [ Yes [No

Is this an emergency project? [ Ves [No

Is this an emvironmental enhancement project? [ Yes [ Mo
Duesprqedmﬂnmpbdnwﬂﬂ“‘]ﬂ? DYE DNu Amount: Ele'ﬂS

Do water quality indicators show the receiving waterbody is not properly functioning? [ ] Yes [ Mo
Comments:

Effect Determination ~ NE NWE: (dBTI [BT? OBT3 wrtaa: [IBT4 OBTS [OBTé LIBTT?
Aa-[BTE [OBTSY [BTIO

Bull Trout Critical Habitat

Is the project within eritical habitat? [ Ye= [ No

Is the project within 300 ft. of eritical habitai? [ Yes [ No

Will the project affect any primary constituent element of critical habitat? Pleasa consider lake and reserveir
habitat and PCE#9. [ Yes [No

Project: SR 124Monument RoadRalnad Crossing — Buld Overcrossing Project Page 10
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LISTED SPECIES IMPACT INFORMATION (continued)

Comments:

Effect Defermination  NE NE: HBCl (OBC2 [OBC3 [IBC4

NLTAA: [JBCS [JBCs [JBCT []BCS

AA: Osee Oeclo OBcll

Water Howellia
I= project in Spokane County? [ Yes [ No  Hibitat (wetland) present? [ ¥es [No
Will project be conducted entirely wiin the developed portion of the road prism? OYes Mo
Will project alter habitat or hydrology? [ Yes [Mo I project below 2300 feet in elevation? [ ] Yes [ Mo
Will project ocour wiin 200 ft of sutable wetland habitat? [ ¥es [No
Survey completed (between May 25 and July 15)7 [JYes [INo Speciespresent’ [¥Yes [INo
Comments:

Effect Determination NE: (JwH1 Owar OwHs CJwH4 []WHS
NLTAA: [JWHS

Ute Ladies"-Tresses

Is the project between 700 f and 7,000 £t in elevation? FlYes [IMNo

Is suitable riparian or wetland habitat present? [ Yes [€No

Will the project involve ground distarbing activities or vegetation removal? (OYes Mo

Will the project occur within 200 f of suitable riparian or wetland babitat? OYes ONo

Has a survey been completed (between Angust 1 and Sept. 1537 [1Yes [JMNo Species Present? [JVes [JHNo
Comments:

Effect Determination  ME NE:- (JULT1 EULT?2
NLTAA: (JULT: [JuLtd CuLTs [CJULTs

Project: SR 124Monument RoadRalnad Crossing — Buld Overcrossing Project Page 11
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LISTED SPECIES IMPACT INFORMATION (continued)

Spalding's Catchfly

Is the project located in Adams, Asofin, Garfield, Lincoln, Spokane, or Whitman County? [ Yes [ No
Is suitable native grassland habitat present? [ | Yes [|No

Will the project involve ground dishorbing activities or vegetation removal? [ Yes [ No

Will project ocowr [ Jinor [within  200f of native grassland habitat? [ Yes [Mo

Has a survey been completed? [ JYes [JNe Plantpresent? [ Yes [No

Comments:

Effect Determination ME: [Jsc1 [Oscz [Oscs [sce

EFFECT DETERMINATION
Is the project consistent with the FBA? [ Yes [No
And select the appropriate conservation and sign below.
CONSERVATION MEASURES TO IMPLEMENT

Mcom-1 Hcm-2 Odcm3 Odcwm4 Kceum-s Ocums [CJcMm-7 CICM-8
cmo [Jcm-10 CJcMm-11 O cm-12 [cm-13 [1CcM-14 [JCM-15 []CM-16
Ccm-17 CJcm-18 [Jcm-19 [1cMm-20 LJcm-21 [JcMm-22 [1CcMm-23 []CM-24
lcm-25 [1cMm-26 [1cm-27 [1cMm-28 [1CcMm-29 []1CMm-30 [1CM-31 []CM-32
[lcm-33 [Jcm-34 [Jocm-35 [Jcm-36 []cm-37 [1cm-38 [1cM-39 []cM-40
ClcMm-41 [JCcM-42 [JCM-43 [1CM-44 [1CM-45 []CM-46 [1CM-47 []CM-48
C1cM-49 [JcMm-50 CJcM-51 JcM-52 [JCM-53 []1CM-54 [JCM-55

Additional congervation measures:

Geoffrey Gray Date 3202014
Craig Broadhead Date 4712014

Regional Biologist (or Reviewing Biologist)

Project SR 124/Mommment RoadRalnoad Crossing — Buld Overcrossing Progect Pags 12
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Project: SR 124/Monument Road/Railroad Crossing — Build Overcrossing Project
Region: MBSCE ONCR JJER

Vicinity Map

5% HMfavaTeriPd - Dol Pl reae Coarzraming
T 2nEC AR

-
L okt

Photo 1

Project SR 124Mommment RoadRalroad Crossing — Buld Overcrossing Project Page 13
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Photo 2

Photo 3
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Azcording to the Federal Register (Vol, 78, Mo, 192 /Thursday, October 3, 2013, page G1633), the
western yollaw-billed cuckoo currenzly nests almost 2xclusively in low ta moderate alevation molst,
riparian wocdlands that cover 50 acres ar more within arid te semianid andscapes.

Thiz hiabilu L is not present within the project action area. 6s such, It s concluded that the aroject will
not affect western yellow-tilled cuckoo due 1o lacs of species presance.

Geoffrey T. Gray

ESA and Wetland Rinlogist

WSDOT South Central Region

2809 Rudkin Road, Union Gap, W $8903-1648
509.577-17548 office, S09-72E-5546 cell

EravE Ewsdol wa.gov
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Leier, John P NWW

From: Ticz. Benpamin J MWW

Sent: Wednesday, May 21, 2074 219 PM

To: Lelzr, John P NV

Subject: FW. SR 124 / Monuimenl Road Raiload Overcrassirg - discipline repors update
(LUHCGLASSIFICD)

Attachments: 2014.04.07 5R 124 RR ovarcrossing PBA Cover DRAFT. pdf; BE.pdf CM pdf; PBA.pdf;

westam yellow-blled cuckoo. docx
Classification: UNCLASSIFIZD
Caveals: NOME
Jdahn,
I have reviewed the attached biclogical documents provided by WSDOT for Lhe SR O124/Morement
Drive Railrcad Overcrossing project ond concur with their fincings. There will be no effect

to ESA-listed species. There will alsc be no effect on other hiolegical laws.

Ben

Sent: Thursday, May 81, 2814 2:53 PM

Tw: Ledier, Jubn P Wl

Ce: Sauricl, Willdam; Tice, Benjamin J NMWe; Hall, ScoTt M NWW; Fleming, Rooert; Grant, Kerry;
Elder; Greg; Francis, WMichael HWk; McDonald, Joyce # WidW

Subject: [EXTERMAL] IE: SR 124 /7 Monument Hoad #ailroad Overcrassing - discipline reports
update

HZ John,

I just wanted To give you an update on the progress o our discipline peparts.

® Endangered Species AcT 47,2814 (attached)

o 2814.84.87 Sk 124 RR overcrossing PBA Cowver DRAFT

o PEA
a BE
o Wy

@ Section 1BE of the Wational Historic Preservation Act - Cultural Resources
o In process

@ Wisual Quality 501/7874 (attachad)

a’ VIA Memo 5% 124-Monument R Railroad Crassing

M Hazardous Materials
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o In process

@ Holse (3/1772m14)

o 53R 124/ Monument Road Railroad Cwercrossing Molse Screening Analysis,
@ Envirarmental ssocloeconomic - Justice

ul In process

Coc Bower
Transportation Plasning Specialis=t
WaDOT

South Central Reslon

2889 Rudkin Rnad

Linian Gap, W 382QA3-2568

(589} S5T73-B323

bowerdsdot , wa . gov

Classification; UNCLASSIFIED
Cawveals: MNONE
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APPENDIX B

CULTURAL RESOURCES
COORDINATION
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Cultural Resource Inventory for the Washington State Department of
Transportation’s SR124/Monument Road Railroad Crossing- Construct Railroad

Owvercrossing Project: Investigations on US Army Corps of Engineers
Administered Lands. Walla Walla County, Washington

Repurt Prepdred for the Us Army Carps at Sngineers, Walla Walla Gistict by U Wisshinglon Stete
Department of Transportetion, Seut Cent-al Regicr Swiranmeantal Program.

Inrstigaticns corductad urder ARPA Perrit Mumber DACSE-2-24-24, los Harbor ook ard Dam

Dgan B Weavar, W4

WolUT ot Region Archaeolopist, Frincdpal Investipator

7- Washington Stat
ngton (=]
" Department of Transportation
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Fupcutive Surmiary;

The Washirgion State Department of Trenspartation (WS00T) is proposing to construct 2p ouerpass
conveyir g 5R124 cver the Lnien Paclfle Rallozd tracks in Section 35, Townahip 90 Rarge 31 Fast, and
cast of Burbank Hzights in Walls Walla Courty, Washingron, The project includes the construction of 8
highway overpass end the sealgnmenl of Monument Road, The nad reallenment would ozcur partially
on lard owned Iy the US Arimy Coros of Enginzers, This shart repaes dessebas WSRHIOT' campliance
with section 105 of the Natianal Fistaric Preservation Act with r che scundariss af the Arrmy Carps
progsery. &WEDOT archaealogist conductad backerourd reseaich ano liels ‘nuestigations tn agsess the
project’s eflecs on nistoric properties, Thers are no recardad archaeological siles or ather Wstaric
arcperties within the project’s Avea of Pazertial Effects. There are no standing siructures of hisleric agu
in the USACOF parcel. Mative vepetalivn has coen eradicated within the Carps parcel, a1d there s no
indization of amy trzditional cultural practices persistivg in he arse. The archasclogizal suriey consisted
ol pedesltisn survey a-d the sxcavation of twelve shovel probes, Mo cullural material was chaaned,
apart From recenl sewll-stale cumping activizg, The realipnment of Monumrent Soad within the DSACOE
parcal does nat appear o affect any historic property.

Prafect Descripticn:

The primary ourpusa of this project is te ouild 3 hrldzs crossing 53 124 aver the Urion Pacific Ral road
tracks, 15 located at mile gost L.28 on State Route 12000 Wal 2 Walla County. ‘he purpose cf his
project is ta separsbe 1o railroad ains end the vehicles on SR 129, A seeandary shjective is to provide
bettzr signt distance forvehic)as at the SR 156§ Monusent Toad intersection. The cusant &lstance
between Monumett Read aned 2@ railraad tracks is aoout 230 feel. This praject will mous the 50

124 8anume b Bead ntersection ebout 550 feat to the weet ircrezsing the signt distance Lo abool 720
‘petwhich meets the WeDOT standards for sight d'stace at 2m intercaction

Ragulatary Cortexl

[his projuct is furded ey the Federal Hishway Adminisration [THWa), and since po-tions of ths praject
tzke place oo lnds soministeran wy the LS Army Corpe of Eagineers, Sootian 206 of 1he Haticnal
Historle Preservation Act appl'es, THWA is e lead ageroy tor Sectinn 106 compliance, vilh cerzin
respenziblltles delegated to WSDOT vider the 2™ amended programmatic agreemant of 2512

Envircrmental ane Cuturs Conbest:
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Ihe project zraa les within tae Calumbia Basin of Washingzon, masl of the corfusnze of the Calumbia
and Enae <ivers, Franklin ard Dyrness deacribe his 2ree as shrub sleppe, ciaracletizad by
Bunchp-azses and sagebrush. Tae underlying gralopy ronslets of vast Miscene basals Tlaves, rarging
Frizm &7t 1500 neters thick 2ned cover g Z00,000 squase ki'omeatess (Erarklin ard Dyrness 1988:29°,
Thiesz Fows are duerlain By Plio Pleisiocene sedirnenis, o this area masthy glaclolsoust ne saael.

The profect arsa lies within the tracitianal tar=tery o the Walula o Walle Walla Pecpla. Traditianally,
che Wwalla Wisllz were sahaptn soeakers of the Platea culiure grocp. The peop s of e Paluau share
Broad similarities in sacial organizaticn and tullure including: & riverine setele me-s pattzin, exensmve
Liade and intermasriage peswaris, comples fish ng techaclegy, and = seazcnal rowend exploiting
AUEMIous 54, games, Berry an snek pesalress.

The clazest ethnograpstoolly-recorded native settlements are I= the vicinity of the mademday Tri-Cites.
A najor, year-round viliape was locatee al Lhe confluense of the Columbla and Shske Rivers, near
present-gsy Yaseo. Ray ang icized its mane Lo K'U'sis, o0 lwo rivers meet”. Ancarding to Ray (1936} the
willage wias mulliethric, with innabltants af Yakarz, Uinatila and Walula ancestry. The oiliage was
Anted as & trading cenler as well as a prodicctive fishery. Ray recordad anether village auoss the rfver
froen Rickland. the name of which b lanscribed 55 Tena'va'L. Aecordi=g ta Ray's informarts, this
rmans "throwe meks at Pk, and she lacation was roled for abundant fizh, Arocand these majos
settlements, Lhare would have heen numeraus sata e hasitations decicaled to specialzed aurpases
and utilized by smallei Lask grazgs. The neations of zhese camps woule Have besn mors fluid, charzing
with erviranmmental and coltural dynamicz, ard are less kel to heve heen recosded by ethiog aphers

The cunfluence of the Shake and Calumbia Rivers was Lhe Tocdlion of the resurrection of she tean-
langulshing Mosthern Facif e Railway, The rallesy sad ren oot ofconstraction Saeds in 1373, leavieg a
lIne runnieg frem Caston Minnesots Seeast ot present Duluth! te the Banss of the Missour Biver at
Bisrmarck, Morth Dekets. & szparace line bad begun at Kalara, Waskiagtan and stretched 25 miles
norLe, ueaving a gzp ot seme 1300 miles. Corstruction rencwid io 1879 at Ainsenrth, at the eanflueaee
of e Celumbie ane Znaka Rivers. W2 Inec gaor bepan to reach wesl amd oorlhzast from Alnswa-th,
anel by et d-1883 NF ralls conseetad Wailula te St Panl, W nnessta, Otaer lines gjuickiy fallowed, and the
inint Ininn Pacifle-Narthern Paciic subsidiary Qregan Railway ann Mavigatian (OREN) constrocted 2
granch frorm Wslhala ta Spocane which operec to trafToin LHES.  The line herame nartof too Jrjan
Fecilic proper in 1900 Laubaugh rol) aod continues o aperate as of 20014,

IrFlgation profects were undorway ie the Burkank area by the tuen of the 20% contury, ard lostad unki!
the drzinage-relatas crap filies of the 19205, The Fedaraly “undee Selumoala 3ase Prolec: was mare
suctessiel, and by 25920 5ad Irrigated 370,000 aces. The construction of US12 apelied the e=d of mast
of downiown Burbans, and lad ta the famazlon of Burlznk Seighls corlh and vast of the corflusnce,

Tharg are ro recamed srchazological sices withinane mils of e project area. Toe raflroad grove is or
the al grment of te 1880's are DA, but has beon substantia, |y improved to feadle teday’s mzinline
freight trains, and it bears lillle resemblance - the histore (ne. The Lower Snake ltver Archaeolagles]
Distrizr 126 appros inakely two miles to the rarth af the APE. This 2.5 mile 'ang disirict encompasses the
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Snase Rver ana it ganks and islands from the Columbla Biver Conf uznce and loe Harbar Lot s and Cam,
ane includas 2% recarced archaeslogical siles al the Hive of this seport, 0 agpresate, these sites
resresent major precnatact habatien aleng the Shzde Nver, ard nalade haese ait depressions, burfals,
arel shell middens,

The piaject area lies uoun o divide batween the archaselagtzaliy vick Colombiz and Sia e River valleys.
Thie patcity af sites iv thisupland (s due noparl Lo its less hoepitable cond don: and lack of watzr,
Huwever, ather factors influsnes the sparse archazelogica! record of this ncae. Peimarly, susesy
covirdge is exbliemely limiter. The elazest archzeolbogics| sdrvey imthe interriverne up.ands ‘s aver a
“ile fron: the projecl ares, and was imited to complianee fnvestigations for a curve realignnen: projec-
ilarson A0CL) The fnest extensive suivey was concusted ie 2001 by Apolied Arceeolugical Hesearch
[fhR) ter the Donnevile Pavwer aoministratior [BPA] AR invastizated 131 poweer pole locations snd 20
i es of aceess road oatween Aorbank Substasion and the Mire Ml Tap, appeoxima-aly ninetcen milos
to the southeasl. SAR identified ~hraa cabible 1ool: at one of the tower locations along Burkznk Ricpa,
N0 Cezignated 45WWR0L. Ths sors af gdte is tepical of small ephcimerzl actvily areas away frem the
spolflcznt habrtarsn sites.

The uniy strustures within the seaject’s APE are 2 1984 resiconce @nd a mid-1970° makiie hare.
e ther iz of sulfiient sge o be eliglkle far the Natlenal Regstes of Sistaric Places, and neitner
demererates the extraordinary signilicanse nacessary for early nclrsian,

hdethode and Rezu ts da ligns:

The USACDE lards within the AP ware surveyac o1 ool Transect spasing was 2paroxisately 5 watere,
Conditicns rangee frorm warm to hot, and e [rslemant weather o other adversz conditions artected
the candurt of th2 tieldwarh, Cusing the susvey, we obsaived that the parcel has boen disturoee by soil
barrowing 2nd wasting. Smal-scale recent dumping from the edge of nonu=1ent “oac was alsa sidenl.
Wi observen no archaeo ogice materials dorng the survey, despile asproximately 751005 co-faca
wiaibiliLy,

Ve excavated twelve spovel probes to detennine Lhe preserce or absance of bufed arcaeological
mialeriuls slung the preposed Marumer: Road relocazion. Lach shove! srobe was sxcavated 1o a depth
of oz meter, soil concitions parmtting, Al sscavated mal s was screened through % Inek mesh, Mo
Buriles euitural materias weie iderCilied, ard sacinents were cangroeal witk Quingy gnd Hezel series
soils, [ntact native solls within th: project grea consisted cf deep, aecl’z lnamy fine sand with: en
estimated 2¥ I'me-stained rounded pebibles. This sadimme Tt is trancated in the nasshern gerton af the
AE, whera thee is the most axtensive distyrance from oorowing and wasting, Widecpreze but
peresally stallvw groand disturbance was ev'dznce:d by surface T=otures and the presence of crushsr
gravel with the native sedimert, 3

Shavel probing at tire raitway avercrassing abutmens locations and the proposed new Monuvent
RoadfsR 124 niersection alse produced no #rchaeological matesials, 2ltcugh these portdons of the
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sroject zre notan USALDC propecty, the negatve res alts are pertinent fo zn undersanding of the ooal
archarolagy

Crnrluzlers and Recomimendations.

Based en the rasalts of e research and fiuld investigatians, there 2-a ro histone picperties in the APE,
Thers zre no sluncing struchuess within the USACOE parcel. We frund ao evidence of aroaes wgical
materiale gither on the surface arin the shovel probes. The eutive vegeiation hos been eracicated and
invesive cheat 2raes now domise les. It is unlikely that any tracditional cultural praaerty ar practos is
assotialed with the projecs area, and therz wil o no effect o 2y mistaiis building or szruckura, The
Froject sainly invabees hullding fill prisms, aod will ave litte potential e affect ey deeply auried sitas
wihich mzy ama n undiscovered. |n susmation, this project is urlkely to affect any hisieric aroperty. A
ful renoct enthe entive project s rea will be comploted and distrlautad ta aiir ro wLlting perles. An
matvartert discovery plan will be developed ta addracs the oessibility of enca urtering zrchasalagical

imalzriels guring corstriction.

Eﬂg’c[u.r_'.'::
Beckss, Tam k. and Bill A, toulete

2005 Results of 2n Archacologize: Survey of the Franilin-la Wells “ransrizsian Line
Wagrede Praject, Franklinand Walle ¥Wella Counties, Washington. Report prenarsd by
Applied Arclisen vgics Resedrch for the Banneville Power Adivist-atior. A4, ine,
Partlasd, Oregon,

historical Yesearch dssociates, (ar.

00T Meterie, Archzeolegical and Doltural Resaurces Dsciplive Neport. Prepares “ar David
Evans and Assaciates and L Weshingzan St3% Feoasiment ol Tre ssoortatior. On i
al the Washington State Duparlmert of Archagnlogy arc Historic Preseration, Qlvmpla,

Larsen, Sharan

A0AL A Culierad Sescirzes Survep for the Wushington State Gapartsent of Tropspoculion's
Frogeses SR128 MPE2S Durve Seallymment Froiect, Welis Waila Caunte. Faanr
prenared by Archazological anc Histeriesl Serv ces far he Washington State
Beparimert of Transpor.atizn, Ssstern Washingten Ueiversity, Cleney.

Laukguzh, Glanm
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004 The Dregan Wasiingron Rairosd ond Mavigalion Corapany [DRRN) ane! Pelated

Compianies. Packic hortheast Chapter, National Radway historleal Society wobsile.
Pt A o nrhs.angdhs_or_nohtml, Accessesd FrLEja014.

Ray, Vere

2036 hetive Yillages and Gronpings of the Columkia Rssin. Breifie Mustivest Quactardy 30,2

Aprl 1935,
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Uirarvipws oF Project Area, view Lo Narth
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SR 124 Monument Road: Construct Overcrossing
Project Location
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ARCEALOLCGY 5 Albsan Brooks FhD., Direchor
AEITRIC PR AL TN St Hetoes Freserensan Clfiner
LUl AR T L

February 3, 2015

Mr. Dean Weaver

WSDOT Archasologist
WSsDOT

2714 N. Mayfair Streat
Spokana, WA 99207-20:90

In future correspondence please refer to:

Log: 051914-11-FHWA

Property: SR 124 Monumeant Road Railroad Overcrossing
Re: Archasology - No Historic Properties

Dear Mr. Weavear:

Thank you for contacting our office and providing a copy of the cultural resources survey report
and concurring correspondencea from the Amy Corps of Enainmrs. We concur with your
professional recommendations and your finding of No Histonic Properties Affected.

We would appreciate receiving any comespondence or comments from concermed tribes or
other parties that you receive as you consult under the requirements of 36CFRS00.4(a)(4).

Thesa comments are based on the information available at the time of this review and on the
behalf of the State Historic Presernvation Officer in conformance with Saction 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act and its implementing regulations 36CFRB00.

Should additional information becomea available, our assessment may ba revised. In the event
that archaeclogical or historic matarials are discovered during project activities, work in the
immediate vicinity must stop, the area secured, and this office and the concerned tribes notified.

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment. If you have any guestions, please contact
ma.

Sinceoraly,
Loes (nllwae

Lance Wollwage, Ph.D.
Transportation Archaeologist
(360) 586-3536

lance wollwage@dahp wa gov

State of Washington » Depariment of Archoeology & Historic Preservalion
PO, Box 48343 » Ciympia, Washington 98504-5343 + (360] 566-3065
WA dahpwa gov
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Same letter also sent to the Yakama and Colville Tribes.

A gton Sta South Central Regl
I okt lglig-1 1=l ]
" g-?m:t.l n f %r“ I- 0 Rudkin Read
partment of Transportation Linicn Genp, Wik S0E03-1848
500 5771800 ¢ TAX. E08-577- 1603
Lynn Paterson ] TTY: 1-B00-433-5358
Secretary of Trareportation e, s e gow

April 25, 24004

T'eava Farow Ferman

Cultural Hesources Program

Confoderated Tribes of the Tmabilla Tulian Roesemval on
P.Cx Do 638

Pendlewan, IR 97RH

1B 818 124 onument Koad Bailmoad Owercrossing
Initisrion of Comsuleation aed Area ol Potemiial Ty

Mxear M. Farmow-Formam:

The Washiogon State Department of Transportation (WSO ), South Contral Begion (SCR] i
proposing an undertabing to address idzanrified transpertation safety needs Stale Roulke (SR} 124,
WEDOT proposcs bo conrest the at-grade gressing oF SE 124 g the Union Pacilis Puileoad
into s peererossing, SE T2 will be realigned 1o the santh, pasging aver the m@mitnad an a new
overcrossing. Venuren! (alsa known us Tee Harbor Road w1l be realizned as well.

The progused S 124 crossing inmproveinents are loeaed betaecn Mileposts (P 5,28 and
5.3% within ¥ections 34 and 33 of Township @ Morth, Kange 31E. We have imclinfed o vicinily
map al plan sheets depisting the lacation of the oncerteking, Wo propase Tt The Arew ol
Paterrial Effeets iveludes the footprint of £ll ground <distwrbing neliviles wilth o bulTer selTicient
bev emennipass Al consimelion weivities. We have adachies] & graphic shesring cue and fill
Tovalions sl with The proposed AP Tineils

The buormenent Road right o way is owned by the L& Army Corps of Engieeers. WSDOT is
consulring with the Corps_ atd an ARPA permit anthorizing srehacologieal ivaestigalions =
currently mader review, A WSDOT archacolagist will be comulueting the investipatisn i lhis
projoct.

Prehmanary backaround resesaoch shows no recorded archaealngical regonrces within one mile
o the APEL The AL contaiog o steocturess whics are likely to be eligible for the MEHT.
Martive vegetation has heen eradicated from the projoct aves, which consists of tesd and il
corridor and azticultura. larc.

We look foreard to vour commments on these undeciakings and W your concurrence with oue
propuesald Arew ol Poteniial Tiiect

11 vou bave acy questions abour the proposed projeet, please contact Tason Smith, Regmon
Enwivenmentsl Program bangeer, at (309 S77-1750 ar by e-meil al smithjwitbwsdolam oy, 10

el af wenverl Bvesdol wagsoy, Thank win B virur wesistance with this praject,
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BUILDING STRONG:

US Army Corps of Engineers
o Walla Walla District

CENWW-PM-FD-TC

Cultural Resources Compliance Report

Project Name: HLD Washmgton Department of Transportation Proposal to Realign
Portions of Mopument Drive

Record Date: 1% December 2014

Record Author: Scott b Hall

USACE Project Location: | Mooument Dove, Ice Harbor Lock and Dam

Project County, State: Walla Walla County, Washington

Township, Range, Section: | SW Y of Sec. 35, TON, R31E

USG5 Lopographic Maps: | USGS 7.5 “Humonst, Wash.~ (1992)
Landowner: US Army Corps of Engineers
Cultural Report No.: 2015-NWW-005

Compliance Project No.: | PM-EC-2014-0050

Project Description:

The Washington Department of Transportation (WA DOT) has submitted a proposal to the US. Army
Corps of Engineers, Walla Walla Dhstrict (Corps) to realign portions of Mooument Diive near where 1t
imtersects with US. Hghway 124 (Fizures 1 and 2). The Corps must complete a pair of real estate
permits to allow the work to be completed. The first 15 a temporary construction heense to allow the work
to take place, and an amended easement for WA DOT to operate and mamiain the new alignment of the
road across Corps owned lands.

The overzll project inchides the constroction of an overpass along 1.5, Highway 124 to replace what 1=
currently an at grade crossing, creating a new connechion between US. Highway 124 and Monument
Drnve at a safer distance from the overpass, and realignment of poriions of Momument Dive to
accommodate the new infersection location (Figure 3). WA DOT is doing the work with fimds provided
by the U5, Highway Adoinistration, and will be completing review of the entire project m accordance
with Section 106 of the National Historie Preservation Act (WHPA). However, that review is being done
under an existing Programmatic Agreement that does npot mclude the Corps. Therefore, the Corps 1s
completing this WHPA Sechon 106 review of its undertakings, which melude the two real estate
instruments described above (Figures 1 and ¥). These two undertakings encompass a total of 7 acres of
Corps managed lands.

Archaeological Survey:

Om March 24, 2014 the Corps 1ssued an Archaeological Resources Protection Act (ARPA) permit to WA
DOT to complete the portions of ther overall testing project located on Corps lands.  Specifically, the
Corps asked that all of the Corps land= located within the project area be pedestnan swrveyed, and that a
smgle line of showvel tests be placed along the revised route of Mopument Drive where 1t crossed Corps
land {Figure 4). The pedestrian recommaissance was done at spacing of between 5-10 meters. A total of
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APE for Proposed Real Estate License and Easement
for the Relocation of Monument Drive (lce Harbor Road)
SW 1/4 of Sec. 35, TIN.RZBE

H USE3 7.5 Quad "Humaorlaf, Wash " {1882)
! Miles
t 4] 0.25 0.5 1
Figure 1. Overview of the real estate instrunsent area of potential effect projected over the USGES 7.5°
Chuad “Humonst, Wash ™ (1992).
2

49




APE for Proposed Real Estate License and Easement
for the Relocation of Monument Drive (lce Harbor Road)

| I:] Construction LicenseArea e New Road Alignment

Q2 el 200 400

Figure 2. Detail view of the project area of potential effect projected over a 2013 dizital orthographic
photo.
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[ 2
Figure 3. Drawing showing the proposed reabznment (Weaver 2014:10, Appendix A)
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Figure 4. Locations of the 12 shovel test pits, located along the proposed revised route of Monument
Drive.
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12 showvel tests were excavated on Corps managed lands. All of the tests were a3 minimum of 30-
cenfrmeter in diameter, and excavated to a depth of one meter, condifions parmuthng.  All soals removed
from the shovel fests were screened through Y4-inch hardware mesh. The resultimg report (Weaver 2014,
Appendix A) documents the area specific to the Corps real estate mstruments as being stenle of cultural
material. The report also states that much of this porbon of the larger project has been extensively

Determination of Effect:

The archasological swvey completed by Weaver (2014) confirms that there are no histonic properties
within the footprint covered by the Corps’ real estate instrument. Therefore, the issuance of these
mstruments will result in no historic properfies affacted. The Corps also works wath area Tnbes to
1dentify traditional cultwral resources (Histone Properties of Eebgious and Cultwral Sipmficance to an
Indian Tnbe) that may be affected by Corps projects. The resulting data 15 mamntamed m a secure
geographic mformation system geodatabase. There are properties of this type located mear the project
area. OUne, in parbicular, 15 very close and 15 described as a histonc fishing and fow] hunting area
associated with the Confederated Tribes and Bands of the Umatlla Indian Reservation. This particular
project 1s located over one and a half omles from the nearest shorelme of the Snake River, and therefore
no effects are anheipated to values associated wath this property. Because no archaeological rescurces
have been identified within the project area, the Corps has determmined that the proposed issuance of the
real estate instruments will result in no histonc properties affected. In accordance wath the terms of the
Federal Columbia River Power System Programmatic Agreement (USACE 2009), the Corps 15 oot
required to complete mdnidual consultation on this project, and the Corps may proceed with 1ssuance of
the construchon license and easement The WA DOT, under the auspices of the US. Highway
Administration will also complete therr own Section 106 review of the larger project pnor fo
implementation.

Finding:

[]_] No Undertaking/No Potential to Cause Effects [ | Ho Historic Propenties Affected

E£] ™Mo historic properties are located in the project area, and the lead Federal Agency has no firther
obhgation to consult on the actiity, as per the 2009 Federal Columbia River Power System
(FCEPS) proprammatic agreement.

Certification of Results:

I certify that this imvestization was conducted and documented according to Secretary of Inferior's Standards and
puidelines and that the report is complete and acoorate to the best of ooy knowladge.

Seott M. Hall Archasclogist Rigden (laab, Archaeologist & Peer Reviewer
US Army Corps of Engineers US Army Corps of Enpmeers
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