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Review of soil data presented in U.S. Department of Agriculture Natural Resources
Conservation Services Websoil Survey (NRCS, 2024) indicates that soil in the project area
consists of Covello silt loam. This soil type is typical drainageways and is moderately well
drained. The soil classification for the project area is Prime Farmland is protected from
flooding or not frequently flooding during the growing season {NRCS, 2024).

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

No unstable soil conditions, such as steep slopes or evidence of landslides or surface
ercsion, are present in the project area.

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

Total project disturbance area will be 19,400 square yards {approximately 4.0 acres).

* FExcavation:

1. 3,300 cubic yards (CY} of native material will be removed from the project
area to approximately 6 inches below existing grade. Excavated material will
be spread onsite outside the floodway.

e Fill:
1. 23,500 CY of borrow gravel will be placed in the excavated area as a base for
the new grain pile.

2. 7,400 CY of crushed aggregate will be placed on top of the borrow gravel
base course.

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

Project clearing, excavation, grading, and construction will include approximately 4.0
acres of land disturbance that could result in erosion. Total project disturbance will be
greater than 1.0 acre and Union Flat Creek is adjacent to the project area. Therefore, a
Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) is anticipated to be required and
temporary erosion controls will be implemented during construction.

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

Approximately 90 percent of the project area (4.0 acres) will be covered with a
waterproof grain pile covering, which is an impervious surface. However, the new grain
pile will be located in an agricultural area with soils that are moderately well-drained.
Based on soil drainage, land use type, and the relatively arid environment, stormwater is
anticipated to run off the impervious grain pile cover and infiltrate into within a few feet
without discharging out of the project area.

h. Proposed measures to reduce or control erosion, or other impacts to the earth, if any.
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1. Will the proposal affect or be affected by surrounding working farm or forest
fand normal business operations, such as oversize equipment access, the
application of pesticides, tilling, and harvesting? If so, how?

The nature of the project is integral to existing adjacent agricultural enterprises,
and will not adversely impact them.

¢. Describe any structures on the site.
No structures are currently present in the project area,
d. Will any structures be demolished? If so, what?
No.
e. What is the current zoning classification of the site?
The site has been changed from Rural Residential to Industrial.
f. What is the current comprehensive plan designation of the site?

The property is depicted as Industrial on page 11 of the Uniontown
Comprehensive Plan.

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

Not applicable.
h. Has any part of the site been classified as a critical area by the city or county? If so,
specify.

This property and surrounding property are all in the Flood Hazard Area

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

None.

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

None.
k. Proposed measures to avoid or reduce displacement impacts, if any.
No displacements will occur; therefore, no mitigation will be required.

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

Uniontown Co-Op will submit this SEPA to the City for review and approval prior to
project construction, The City will permit project development only after they confirm
that the project is compatible with their existing and long-term land use plans.

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

None. The overall project goal is to support and potentially improve existing agricultural
land uses. No adverse impacts to agricultural or forest lands will occur.
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c. What existing off-site sources of light or glare may affect your proposal?
None.
d. Proposed measures to reduce or control light and glare impacts, if any:

Long-term operational light from the project is not anticipated to result in adverse
impacts; therefore, no mitigation will occur.

a. What designated and informal recreational opportunities are in the immediate
vicinity?
None, the project area is privately owned, and adjacent land uses are private
agricultural lands, which preclude recreational uses.

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

No.

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

None.

b

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

No archaeological sites have been identified within the project area, or within a 1.0 mile
radius of the project area. The closest archaeological site is approximately 5 miles away
and is considered a precontact camp site (45WT117), not yet determined for eligibility
on the NRHP {Miller 1976}. Located approximately 100 feet away from the project area
are two historic period properties; the Steve Dahmen Barn and the Theodore Druffle
Farm. Both properties are considered undetermined for inclusion. Located adjacent to
the west side of the project area is the Burlington Northern Railroad.

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

Historical, archaeological, and ethnographic evidence indicates that the project area is
within the traditional territories of the Nez Perce and Palus Indians, both of whom speak
dialects of the Sahaptin language (Sprague 1998). The Nez Perce and Palus share

15 https://ecology. wa.gov/Regulations-Permits/SEPA/Environmental-review/SEPA-guidance/SEPA-checklist-
guidance/SEPA-Checklist-Section-B~Environmental-clements/Environmental-elements-13-Historic-cultural-p
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commonalities with surrounding Sahaptin groups including the Walla Walla, Wanapum,
and Yakama.

According to the Washington Information System for Architectural and Archaeological
Records Data (WISAARD) database, there are no cultural resources that overlap the
project area. The nearest cultural resource survey is NADB 1347533, a cultural resource
survey for the Well #6 Project and Wastewater Facility Improvements Cultural Resource
Survey conducted by Plateau Archaeological investigations in 2006. There were no
cultural resources observed during the pedestrian survey or the shovel testing, This
survey occurred approximately 0.30 mile northwest of the project area, (Harder 2006},

The Whitman County 1895 map indicates the project area was owned by Thos Schoffen
and Mary Laufer. This map also shows the City of Uniontown is south of the APE, and
the Burlington Northern Railroad is adjacent to the west. {Roberts 1895). A 1910 map
(Anderson Map Company) shows the project area as being partially incorporated into
Uniontown and owned by Rose Herman, Albert, & Schoffen, and Agnes Wheeler. That
map suggests one structure could have been within the project area. The 1910 map
shows a creek running through the project area called “Cow Creek” {Anderson 1910).
The Whitman County 1957 map shows the project area was owned at that time by Albert
Schoffer and Geo. R. and O.D. Bauer. The 1957 mapping indicates that a creek still
meandered through the project area, and the structure previously mention in the
Anderson 1910 map was no longer visible (Metsker 1957).

U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) topographic maps of the area from 1910 show the project
area being bounded to the west by the Burlington Northern Railroad and to the
northeast by an unnamed creek (USGS 1910). Both of these features can be seen is the
project area presently. The 1982 USGS topographic map shows the project area very
much like it is today. (USGS 1982).

Aerial imagery from 1957 to 2021 shows the project area as undeveloped, similar to its
current condition. This aeriel imagery suggests that land within and adjacent to the
project area were being used for farming purposes. Agricultural silos are visible near the
southeast portion of the project area and are over 50 years of age. Some of the silos
have been present since 1957, with newer additions added throughout the past six
decades. (Nationwide Environmental Title Research [NETR] 1957, and 2021},

According to the Washington State Department of Archaeology and Historic
Preservation {DAHP) Statewide Predictive Model, the project is situated in an area with
very high risk for encountering cultural resources, likely due to the project area being
adjacent to Union Flat Creek.

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

A search of the WISAARD database was completed on April 17, 2024, to determine the
presence of previously recorded historic properties or archaeological sites within or
near the project vicinity, as well as to determine the potential for cultural resources or
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	Determination of NonSignificance 
	kerr@uniontownwa.org 509-229-3805 
	adverse impact on the environment. An environmental impact statement (EIS) is not required under RCW 43 .21 C.030. We have reviewed the attached Environmental Checklist. 
	This DNS is issued under WAC 197-11-340(2) and the comment period will end on 06/06/2024. Name, address, phone, e-mail ofResponsible Official: Wesley Kerr PO box 87 Uniontown, WA 99179 
	P u rp o se o f ch ecklist 
	In stru ctio n s fo r ap p lican ts 
	In stru ctio n s fo r lead  ag en cies 
	U s e  o f ch ecklist fo r n o n p ro ject p ro p o sals 
	1. 
	Uniontown Grain Pile Site Civil 2024 
	Garrett Egland PO Box 127 Uniontown, WA, 99179 (509)229-3828, 
	Date checklist prepared: 
	The work for this project includes excavation of existing ground (approx. 3,300 cubic yards) and installation of gravel borrow {approx. 23,500 cubic yards), crushed surfacing base course (approx. 7,400 cubic yards), geotextile (approx. 19,400 square yards), and geogrid (approx. 38,800 square yards) to set the groundwork for the addition of a grain pile to the project location. Installation of approx. 3,000 linear feet of pipe, catch basins, and manholes to improve drainage to the site. 
	Location of the proposal. Give sufficient information for a person to understand the precise location of your proposed project, including a street address, if any, and section, township, and range, if known. If a proposal would occur over a range of area, provide the range or boundaries of the site(s). Provide a legal description, site plan, vicinity map, and topographic map, if reasonably available. While you should submit any plans required by the agency, you are not required to duplicate maps or detailed plans submitted with any permit applications related to this checklist. 
	3 
	General description of the site: 
	No unstable soil conditions, such as steep slopes or evidence of landslides or surface 
	e. 
	3,300 cubic yards (CY) of native material will be removed from the project area to approximately 6 inches below existing grade. Excavated material will be spread on site outside the flood way. 
	Fill: 
	A ir 
	4 
	No. 
	Proposed measures to reduce or control emissions or other impacts to air, if any: 
	2. 
	No, the disturbance limits associated with construction ofthe project are anticipated to be at least 200 feet from both Spring Creek and Union Flat Creek. 
	No. 
	Does the proposal lie within a 100-year floodplain? If so, note location on the site plan. 
	c. 
	1. 
	Project construction waste would consist of minor amounts of excess gravel used to form the grain pile pad, which is unlikely to migrate off-site to the surface waters of either Spring Creek or Union Flat Creek. Maximum project excavation is not anticipated to exceed 6 inches. Review of Ecology's well report data (Ecology 2024c) indicates that groundwater ranges from 13 to 60 BGS in the project vicinity; therefore, no contact with groundwater is anticipated during project construction. Project waste materials such as fuels, lubricants, and hydraulic fluids used by excavation equipment are not anticipated to come in contact with ground or surface water. 
	Does the proposal alter or otherwise affect drainage patterns in the vicinity of the site? If so, describe. 
	Find help answering plants questions 
	Check the types of vegetation found on the site: D deciduous tree: alder, maple, aspen, other D evergreen tree: fir, cedar, pine, other D shrubs D grass D pasture ~  crop or grain 
	List threatened and endangered species known to be on or near the site. 
	d. 
	Find help answering animal questions
	a. 
	M am m al~ ear, elk, beaver, other: 
	Fish: bass, salmon, trout, herring, shellfish, other: 
	No. The new well will be lower than the rooflines of the neighboring buildings and will not shade neighboring parcels. 
	W hat kinds of energy conservation features are included in the plans of this proposal? List other proposed measures to reduce or control energy impacts, if any. 
	a. 
	Toxic chemicals are not anticipated to be stored, transported, or disposed of as part of the project. Hazardous materials associated with the project are anticipated to be limited to the volumes of hydraulic fluid, lubricants, fuels, antifreeze, etc., within each vehicle in the project area for the duration of construction. Similarly, fire and explosive risks associated with the project will include the diesel and gasoline in each vehicle fuel tank in the project area for the duration of construction. The hydraulic fluid, lubricants, fuels, antifreeze, etc., used during construction pose a potential spill risk in the project area. 
	No other known or possible contamination sources at the site from present or past 
	2. 
	Describe any toxic or hazardous chemicals that might be stored, used, or produced during the project's development or construction, or at any time during the operating life of the project. 
	Hazardous substances likely to be used or stored in the project area during construction are fuels, lubricants, and hydraulic fluids for the construction equipment and vehicles. The vehicles anticipated to be present in the project area during long-term operation will also use fuels, lubricants, and hydraulic fluid. No hazardous materials will be produced during long-term project operation. 
	W hat types and levels of noise would be created by or associated with the project on a short-term or a long-term basis (for example: traffic, construction, operation, other)? Indicate what hours noise would come from the site)? 
	Long-term operational noise is anticipated, as semi-trucks enter, traverse, and exit the project area, and with the operation of the grain elevator in stacking the grain pile. However, these long-term project noises are similar to existing noise from the adjacent grain storage facility operations. 
	Find help answering land and shoreline use questions
	a. 
	The nature of the project is integral to existing adjacent agricultural enterprises, 
	c. 
	e. 
	The site has been changed from Rural Residential to Industrial. 
	12 
	Approximately how many units would be provided, if any? Indicate whether high, middle, or low-income housing. 
	Proposed measures to reduce or control housing impacts, if any: 
	10. 
	d. 
	Long-term operational light from the project is not anticipated to result in adverse impacts; therefore, no mitigation will occur. 
	None, the project area is privately owned, and adjacent land uses are private agricultural lands, which preclude recreational uses. 
	Would the proposed project displace any existing recreational uses? If so, describe. 
	U.S. 
	Aerial imagery from 1957 to 2021 shows the project area as undeveloped, similar to its current condition. This aeriel imagery suggests that land within and adjacent to the project area were being used for farming purposes. Agricultural silos are visible near the southeast portion of the project area and are over 50 years of age. Some of the silos have been present since 1957, with newer additions added throughout the past six decades. (Nationwide Environmental Title Research [NETR] 1957, and 2021). 
	near the project vicinity, as well as to determine the potential for cultural resources or 
	The project will include placement of rock fill adjacent to structures that are older than 
	14. 
	The project area will be accessed from US 195 which is the existing access. 
	Is the site or affected geographic area currently served by public transit? If so, generally describe. If not, what is the approximate distance to the nearest transit stop? 
	g. 
	No impacts on transportation are anticipated; therefore, no mitigation will be required. 
	Would the project result in an increased need for public services (for example: fire protection, police protection, public transit, health care, schools, other)? If so, generally describe. 
	b. 
	The above answers are true and complete to the best of my knowledge. I understand that the lead agency is relying on them to make its decision. 
	19 



