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A notebook of materials combined from the three participating states was distributed to
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you are interested in receiving any of these documents, please contact the Washington
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Qctober 7, 1999

Dear Federal and State Colleagues:

We have joined together to host an Executive Summit and we want to encourage your participation.
The purpose of this meeting is to coordinate federal and state programs that interact to implement
the Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century (TEA-21). The Summit will be at the Seattle-
Tacoma International Airport on January 6, 2000.

TEA-21 is not a statute that involves only transportation agencies. It provides a broad range of
innovative policies and investments that address multiple transportation and environmental goals.
Successful implementation of TEA-21 will require collaboration among federal and state agencies
with responsibilities for requirements of other statutes like the National Environmental Policy Act,
Endangered Species Act, Clean Water Act, and Clean Air Act.

In response to the opportunities and challenges of TEA-21, and an August 20, 1999 National MOU
among the Departments of Interior, Commerce, and Transportation; U.S. Army Corps of Engineers;
Environmental Protection Agency; and Advisory Council for Historic Preservation to lay outa
framework to meet environmental streamlining provisions of TEA-21 (Attachment A), we are
jointly hos.ing a one-day executive summit. A list of state and federal transportation,
environmental, and natural resources agencies in [daho, Oregon, and Washington expected to
participate is included in Attachment B. This list also shows agency contacts that have been
involved in summit discussions and will take the lead in preparing issues for the Summit. The flow
chart in Attachment C shows that each participating agency will need to identify and prioritize
TEA-21 related issues and help develop issue papers. Though the Summit will be 1nforrnat1ve it is
intended to respond to issue papers and produce policy directions.

Our goal is not to simply have a Summit. The Summit is envisioned to signal improved
relationships among key federal and state partners and set in motion subsequent steps for
accountability and involvement with other partners like tribes, local gévernments, environmental
and natural resource groups, and minority and low income stakeholders.
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Please call any one of us to discuss the significance of this Summit or have your staff direct
questions to Ken Brooks, Environmental Protection Agency at (503) 326-3280

(brooks kenneth@epa.gov) or Jerry Alb, Washington State Department of Transportation at
(360) 705-7480 (albjerr@wsdot.wa.gov).

Respectfully yours,

vk Tors

’Gene Fong, Administrator

n, Secretary

Federal Highways Adminiétgation, Washington State Department of
Washington State Division Transportation

Chl ClouLe |

Chuck Clarke, Regional Administrator

Helen Knoll, Regional Director

- Environmental Protection Agency, Region 10 Federal Transit Administration
Attachments
A Environmental Streamlining Memorandum of Understanding
B. [nvitation and éontact List for Idaho/Oregon/Washington Transportation and
Environmental Policy Summit
C. Flowchart for [daho/Oregon/Washington T_ranSportation énd Environmental Policy

Summit Process
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This briefing book was made possible by contributions from the following agency contacts.
Thanks to each of them and special thanks to those (noted in bold) who also served on
the Agency Coordination Team that brought all the pieces together for this

Northwest Transportation/Environmental Policy Summit.

Jerry.
Mark
Erv
June
Steve
Allyson
Ken
Elton
Bob
Bradley
Eb
Lawrence
Paul
Mary
James
Theresa
Earle
Annette
Joy
Karsn
Sandra
Thomas
Nancy
Rick
Susan
Tom
Sharon
Randy
Charles
Bill

Jon
Shari
Tim
Richard
Gary
Allan
Judy
Tracey
John
Tom
Roberta

Alb
Bagdovitz
Baliou
Boynton
Brink
Brooks
Brooks
Chang
Contright
Daly
Engelmann
Evans
Fredericks
Gray
Hamrick
Hutchens
Johnson
Liebe

Keniston-Longrie Department of Natural Resources
Kochenbach Army Corps of Engineers, Northwestern Division

Manning
Mueller
Munn
Parkin

Pengilly-Neitzel |daho State Historical Society - State Historic Preservation Office

Pettigrew
Price
Reeve
Rountree
Ruediger
Sandoval
Schattlein
Smith
Sowa
Stevens
Stockman
Stratton
Trent
Volkman
Wawro
Young

Washington State Department of Transportation

US Fish & Wildlife Service, Region 1

[daho Department of Water Resources

Bureau of Indian Affairs

US Forest Service - Region 4

Washington Office of Archaeology and Historic Preservation
Environmental Protection Agency, Region 10

Federal Highways Administration, Oragon Division
Oregon Land Conservation and Development Department
Army Corps of Engineers, Walla Walla District

Oregon Department of Transportation

Army Corps of Engineers, Portland District

Bureau of Land Management {OR & WA)

Federal Highways Administration, Idaho Division
Oregon Parks & Rec Depart. - State Historic Preservation Office
Federal Transit Administration

Oregon Division of State Lands

Qregon Department of Environmental Quality

Washington Department of Ecology

Army Corps of Engineers, Seattie District

National Marine Fisheries Service, Northwest Region
Environmental Protection Agency, Region 10

US Forest Service - Region 1

Federal Highways Administration, Washington Division
Oregon Department of Fish & Wildlife

Idaho Transportation Department

US Forest Service - Region 1

Idaho Division of Environmental Quality

Washington State Department of Transportation
Department of Fish and Wildlife

US Forest Service - Region 6

Bureau of Land Management (ID)

Federal Highways Administration, Western Federal Lands Division
Washington State Department of Transportation

Idaho Department of Fish & Game

National Marine Fisheries Service, Northwest Region
Bureau of Land Management (OR & WA)

Oregon Department of Environmental Quality

i




8:30

9:00
2915

10:00

11:00

11:15

12:15

2:45

3:00

4:.00

4:45

5:00

K &it’ﬂ 4

January 6, 2000

Welcome by WSDOT and EPA-Region 10 & Introductions

Objectives and Process for Today's Meeting
National Perspectives on "Environmental Streamlining”
“Environmental Streamlining” - Making National
Environmental Streamlining MOU applicable to NW States

Prep: Review briefing paper in Tab Il

Goal: Agreement on Streamlining principles for NW
Break
Data & Information Sharing

Prep: Review briefing paper in Tab [H

Goal: Discussion of issues and action options
Working Lunch hosted by WSDOT& ODFW Presentation
Process Improvements

Prep: Review briefing paper in Tab IV
Goal: Discussion of issues and action options

Break
Resources

Prep: Review briefing paper in Tab V
Goal: Discussion of issues and action options

Next Steps (e.qg., Commit to Interagency Team to continue

working on outstanding issues?, Outreach to local government,

Tribes and other stakeholders?, Assessing Progress and
Accountability?, etc.)

Prep: Review briefing paper in Tab VI

Goal: Agreeament on next steps

Wrap-Up

Adjourn

SeaTac International Airport, Large Auditorium

Sid Morrison, WSDOT
Chuck Clarke, EPA-Region 10

Pat Morin, Facilitator
Fred Skaer, U.S. DOT HQ

Facilitated Discussion
(Lead agencies: Elton Chang,
FHWA & Ken Brooks, EPA)

Facilitated Discussion
(Lead agencies: Shari
Schaftlein, WSDOT & Tom
Wawro, BLM)

Randy Reeve's slide show

Facilitated Discussion
(Lead agencies: Sandra
Manning, WDOE; Eb
Engelmann, ODOT; Nancy
Munn NMFS; Karen
Kochenbach, USACE)

Facilitated Discussion

(Lead agencies: Rick Parkin,
EPA, Randy Reeve, ODOT,
Elton Chang, FHWA-OR &
Mary Gray, FHWA-ID)

Facilitated Discussion

{Lead agency: Ken Brooks,
EPA)

Facilitator




NW Transportation/Environmental Policy Summit

Environmental Streamlining
Issue
What is “environmental streamlining” and what do we need to do about it?

The Transportation Equity Act of the 21st Century (TEA-21) directs the Secretary of the U.S.
Department of Transportation to work with the heads of the other federal agencies to streamline
the environmental review of transportation projects. TEA-21 suggests the development of a
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between the environmental agencies and the
Department of Transportation outlining a streamlined review process including agreed upon
shortened review time frames. The transportation agencies can provide funding to
environmental review agencies in order to facilitate an expedited review....but again, what is
“environmental streamlining” and what do we need to do about it?

Background

Given that TEA-21 is the largest public works spending bill ever, environmental streamlining
represents incredible challenges and opportunities for many diverse yet transportation-related
state and federal programs. Some examples of interagency opportunities include habitat
conservation, watershed planning, and growth management. A more detailed list is included in
Appendix C1.

Congressional expectations for “environmental streamlining” are contained in Section 1309 of
TEA-21. A copy of Sec 1309 and a statement by Senator John Chafee, Chair, Senate
Committee on the Environment and Public Works are provided in Appendices C2 and C3,
respectively. In response, the Departments of Transportation, Interior, Agriculture, and
Commerce and the Army Corps of Engineers, Environmental Protection Agency, and Advisory
Council on Historic Preservation signed a National Memorandum of Understanding on
Environmental Streamlining in July 1999 (Appendix C4). This agreement stressed the two goals
of reducing project delays and protecting and enhancing environmental quality

The following table gives a sense of how TEA-21's $217 billion over six years will impact
northwest states. Given current issues submitted by state and federal agencies (Appendix B),
increased funding of TEA-21 will indeed challenge environmental streamlining goals of reducing
project delays and protecting and enhancing environmental quality.

Change in Total
State Annual Funding Averages Funding, TEA-21
Q) vs. ISTEA (2)
Idaho $ 202,849,000 61.9%
Oregon $ 323,885,000 49.9%
Washington $ 467,871,000 37.2%

(1) TEA-21 User’'s Guide, Surface Transportation Policy Project, 1998. p. 53
(2) TEA-21 User’s Guide, Surface Transportation Policy Project, 1998. p. 8
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State and regional federal offices have also been actively responding to the congressional
challenge of environmental streamlining. The Mid-Atlantic states were first with an Executive
Summit held in Philadelphia on January 27, 1999. The success of this model prompted
Secretary of Transportation, Rodney Slater and EPA Administrator, Carol Browner to jointly
request in a June 24, 1999 letter, similar executive-level meetings across the country. The
Southwest Region Executive Summit was held in Texas in September 1999. Next will be the
Northwest Transportation/Environmental Policy Summit scheduled for Seattle on January 6,
2000 and the Region 8 Transportation/Environmental Partnership Summit scheduled for Denver
on January 26, 2000.

At the national level, there is an ongoing process to follow up general goals of the National MOU
with a more specific Action Plan. The current draft includes five priorities:

National Leadership

Coordinated Strategies and Effective Communications
Training/Technical Support

Alternative Dispute Resolution

Performance Measures

arwONE

Our next step is to move from the congressional mandate, National MOU, draft National Action
Plan, and lessons from other summits to understandings, agreements, and commitments that
make sense for the northwest states of Idaho, Oregon, and Washington.

The environmental review process for transportation projects includes numerous federal and
state laws and is conducted by numerous agencies. Many of the environmental reviews take
place at different stages of the transportation planning/projectdevelopment process, and any
one of these reviews can result in the modification of project concept and/or alignment. While
the modifications may benefit the resource area currently under review, other resources may be
negatively impacted because of that modification. Balancing the impacts to the wide variety of
resources typically found in the study area for a transportation project is difficult, especially when
environmental reviews are done sequentially and in an isolated manner.

Sequential reviews of transportation projects often have had sequential review periods as well,
and the resolution of those concerns often requires additional review time. For example, the
Clean Water Act Section 404 permit review historically occurred after both the completion of the
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) requirements and the final design for a transportation
project. The 404 permit review would often require a re-analysis of project alternatives because
the NEPA review was not detailed enough for the purposes of the Clean Water Act
requirements. As a result, transportation agencies would have to analyze new alternatives and
redesign the project.

In the mid 1990's, the states in the Northwest each undertook development of their own
individual NEPA/404 agreements and developed a process which integrated the Clean Water
Act Section 404 requirements into the National Environmental Policy Act review for
transportation projects within their own states.

The integrated NEPA/404 process is a broad framework which was intended to be modified by
each state to fit their transportation planning process. The integrated NEPA/404 process should
have helped to expedited the review of transportation projects. However, actual field experience

1.2



has yielded very different results than expected. In some cases on very complex projects,
during the NEPA/404 process the State DOT’s have found difficulties in getting concurrence
from the regulatory/resource agencies at the major milestones. In the past they had trouble
getting permits after the NEPA process had been completed.

Next Steps

The TEA-21 Environmental Streamlining Provision promotes the development of a coordinated,
streamlined process like the integrated NEPA/404 process. TEA-21 also requires the integration
of environmental considerations into the statewide and metropolitan transportation planning
process. In order to truly streamline the environmental review of transportation projects, a more
holistic review of both the transportation and environmental processes must be undertaken.
While the integrated NEPA/404 process has been in operation for 4-5 years with mixed success,
the process can be expanded to include other environmental review processes, such as Clean
Air Act Conformity, Historic Preservation, Section 4(f), Agricultural protection, and to update and
revise the processes.

Recommendation/Actions

1. Establish a set of principles that conveys a policy-level commitment to collaboration
among agencies of state and federal government. This action by agency executives would
be a clear signal that more collaboration is expected as staff resources become more
constraining and community problems more interdependent on multiple agencies of
government.

Action: Discuss and modify as needed the following draft cooperative agreement and
either adopt it or commit to a process to develop a cooperative agreement. (This
cooperative agreement is almost identical to the MOU developed from January through
March 1999 in response to the Mid-Atlantic States Summit.)

Action: Examine current agreements with other agencies and determine what is working
and what is not working. (Information from a number agencies regarding current
agreements and forums are included in Appendix B, e.g., each state has a NEPA/404
merger agreement.)

1.3




Northwest Cooperative Agreement on
Environmental Streamlining and"
Interagency Cooperation on Environmental and Transportation Issues

The undersigned agencies agree to work cooperatively to promote “environmental streamlining”
that will both reduce project delays and protect and enhance environmental quality. This
agreement sets forth principles for coordinating transportation planning and project development
processes in accordance with the Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century, the National
Environmental Policy Act, the Endangered Species Act, and other refevant statutes and initiatives.

Principles of Agreement
Process Improvements
O  Develop a process that assures the timely, cost-effective development of environmenta [1%
sound transportation plans and projects. Emphasize the use of concurrent rather than

sequential development and review of plans and projects.

L Recognize effective and successful coordination processes and use them as a basis for
improving coordination and cooperation among stakeholders.

QO Develop state specific interagency agreements and mutually agreed upon standard
operating procedures. Particular attention will be given to identifying state priorities, and
establishing review time frames.

{J  Establish a mutually acceptable conflict resolution process that considers the use of
Altemative Dispute Resolution techniques.
Information Sharing
O Identify and share information on transportation and environmental priorities.

L Encourage the participation of all stakeholders and the public throughout the
transportation planning and project development processes.

O Continue interagency dialogue on land use, growth, transportation and their relationships
to identify opportunities for environmental protection and community enhancement.
Resources

U Work towards removing the constraints on agency manpower and budget which affect the
success of the streamlined process.

We the undersigned agree to work together and promote the above principles in respective
agencies.
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The following errata page represents changes to the Northwest Transportation/
Environmental Policy Summit Briefing Book as result of the January 5, 2000 Pre-
Summit Meeting.

lll. Data and Information Sharing
Errata for pages 1il.6 and Ill.7

Recommendations:

1. Agency Partnerships

a) Assess which data resource agencies are requesting Transportation
Organizations provide. Partner with the resource agencies to determine data needs
and the extent to which resource agencies are producing the appropriate data.
Identify data needs related to decision support vs. performance monitoring.

b) As resource agencies develop mapping and data sets, they should treat
transportation organizations as customers to obtain feedback and determine mutual
value added actions.

€) As transportation organizations develop mapping and data sets, they should
consult appropriate resource agencies to obtain feedback and determine mutual
value added actions.

d) Develop joint-agency programmatic standards and guidelines for achieving
environmental data streamlining.

2. USDOT needs to determine funding eligibility components of TEA 21 and
discretionary funds dedicated towards data and information management activities
supporting streamlining. Other resource and regulatory agencies need to identify
funding sources for data associated with their authorities.

3. Develop and link, via the Internet, interagency catalogues of information (i.e.,
Geographic Information System data themes, technical documents, indexes, lists,
compilations, and other information products) relevant to transportation and
environmental streamlining issues excluding proprietary databases.

4. Transportation organizations fund data gathering by consultants during EIS
development, permit acquisition, and corridor planning work. The feasibility of and
standards for storing, cataloging, collating and sharing this information should be
evaluated and developed.

5. Agree to work to develop a data protocol consistent with national data standards.

I1.5



IV. Process Improvements .

Errata for pages IV.2 and IV.3

Recommendations/Actions

1.

5.

Ensure resource and regulatory agencies and state DOT environmental staff are
involved thoroughly during planning, design, construction, maintenance, and
operational activities as well as major project problemvsolution identification, rather
than after agreements are made on project delivery.

Develop environmental guidelines agreed to by resource and regulatory agencies
and DOT’s to allow for: 1.) faster permit review: and, 2.) commitments to
environmental compliance, protection, and stewardship.

Develop programmatic review to reduce project-by-project workload and improve
environmental successes.

To ensure trust and cooperation between agencies, state DOTs will empower their
environmental staff to address on-site needs of projects for permit and reguiatory
compliance.

In the long term, improve environmental protection and impact avoidance measures.

V. Resources

Errata for Page V.3

Examples and Recommendations/Action Items:

1.

This group recommends to Congress that it include a dedicated line item authority
within TEA-21 to fund state and federal resource and regulatory agencies to assist
in streamlining transportation projects.

Within each state, the state transportation agency will work with its partners to
establish mechanisms to fund resource and regulatory agency needs to support
streamlining transportation projects. In addition, state DOTs will work with partners
to obtain state budgets that support resource agencies and DOTs in implementing
environmental enhancements, retrofits and expertise sharing.

Incorporate funding solutions into state specific interagency agreements (refer to
the Cooperative Agreement).
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Parking Lot >

A true bottoms up dialogue will involve the tribes and NPOs — Jon Sandoval
(ldaho)

How will we deal with parking lot issues not related to main 3 & present to
directors

National perspectives

There is a need to clarify what past wrongs are and clarify how to redress those
past sins.

How do you get funds to address those past wrongs?

If State DOTs are not funding resource agency positions nationally with 1309
flexibility then why not?

There is a need to address Adaptive Management with respect to the quality of
the permitting process. (Peter Birch)

Need to additionally clarify resources to develop processes and procedures
outlined in the cooperative agreement. (Bradley Daly)

There is a perspective that it should be a set aside- funding allocations need to
be dedicated to (Process improvement Teams) PITs related to TEA-21 (Jerry
Alb)

Conflicts between competing mandates (Joy Keniston-Longrie)

We need to maintain high environmental standards while providing certainty.

Clarify what concurrent review means —suggested language in 1309 (Klinck)

There is more to the planning office than is represented at this forum. Can we
make this streamlining work.

Need to address spatial data and common data standards.
Data & Information Sharing
WSDOT needs to supply a GIS layer of where projects are to DNR

Link action items to recommendations showing which recommendations lead to
which actions. £.g. see resource section.
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Discuss data protocol standards explicitly and get agreement {Joy to discuss in
Round Robin)

Are the resource agencies eligible for funding out of TEA-21 directly. If so add it
to the action items iii.7

Discuss changing 111.7 #4 to state PiTs and allocating funds.
Add FTA to the Action items along with FHWA.
Add a clarification that the data sharing forum should be a regional basis

#5 includes hardware and software so that agencies can communicate and using
common information (data) standards so that everyone can communicate

What everything will be used for will need to be more explicitly stated. (Tom
Mueller)

Add to Process action items: 1D project thresholds where programmatic review
and certification processes are not applicable. Joy Keniston-Longrie

Add to Process action items: DOTSs will develop a self monitoring program
subject to review by regulatory agencies. Sandy Manning

I1. 8



NW Transportation/Environmental Policy Summit

Data and Information Sharing Management
edited by: Shari Schaftlein, 360-705-7446, draft version 12/27/99

Issue: Without a shared, accurate, state-of-the-art, and easily accessible spatial and
informational network, diverse regional administrative entities cannot achieve the
increases in productivity and efficiency needed to achieve meaningful environmental
streamlining.

Objectives: To determine what spatial and informational data is currently available in
Idaho, Washington and Oregon and determine: (1) what the resource and transportation
agencies have and need, and (2) How we can work together to share data and
personnel.

Issues Excerpts: The Issues Paper (Appendix B) was reviewed and common themes
relative to data and information management have been culled out and summarized as
the following points:

The sharing and financing of agency personnel has focused on obtaining permits and
concurrence on EIS decision points. However the logical extension of this approach
is limited if people have set up a process and funded agency staff only to be stymied
still by lack of data to make a good decisions.

The data and analysis for environmental science decisions is not on a level playing
with engineering decisions. The variety and variability of data used in Environmental
Science drastically differs from that of engineering data. The time frame for trend
analysis and confidence w/ decisions varies, i.e., we have built roads for 2000 years
and wetlands for 20; thus leading to conservative decisions that confound
engineering managers.

Engineering managers are confounded by the permitting agencies dependency on
professional judgment that is based on experiences and extrapolated data. The
focus on developing standards and guidance to reduce this dependency must extend
to data in the form of building common information criteria.

The effort to communicate often and early will be valuable if the organizing tool upon
which dialogue is based revolves around scoping data needs. The dialogue must
expand between permit, policy, and data professionals and there must be
commitments to “feed” the data system.

Building trust must extend to the data world to accept and exchange data with each
other.

Given that every environmental impact is heavily regulated, it necessitates equal
commitments to gathering all applicable data, a weak link in the environmental and
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natural resource data world leads to a weak link in the sequence of EIS and
Permitting processes.

Our ability to manage transportation and environmental issues on a regional
(watershed, ecosystem) basis will be dependent on merging the data worlds of
transportation planning and resource management planning. Forays into
programmatic and general permits is making this increasingly clear.

Background on Environmental and Transportation Data and their Link to
Streamlining (example maps are in the briefing binder - Data Tab

Different levels of analysis require different levels of data accuracy and detail. Some
important categories include:

1) Four scales of analysis heeded in transportation decision making

20 year Transportation System Level Planning - Example: statewide habitat
connectivity/fragmentation will be dramatically influenced by the $20 Billion
dollars of investments identified in the System Plan.

Transportation systems and projects cross multiple habitats (landcovers in
this map example). Habitat and environmental conditions of every watershed
and for every natural resource in the state need to be considered in order to
deliver these major activities in an environmentally responsible way.
Information and data on drainage, habitats, land ownership and management,
soils & geology, environmental hazards, and resource conservation and
protection areas can be viewed in context to transportation system projects.

Corridor Planning/Watershed Scale - Example: Mitigation investments can be
bundled to address multi-year phased in improvements along a corridor or a
mitigation investment from a single project can be focused on a watershed
need rather than on-site. Watershed based analysis can reveal opportunities
for partnership and cooperation that can improve habitat systems. Shared
information about mitigation, restoration, recovery, and protection projects can
help leverage funding and (often) increase the effective benefit to the habitat
systems as a whole. Information about major transportation system activities
and plans can improve the design of resource agency funded habitat recovery
projects. Information coordination efforts such as the Federal Geographic
Data Committee’s (US Dept. of Interior) Spatial Data Framework data projects
help assure that data and information from habitat projects can be
communicated consistently between organizations.

Sub-basin Evaluation- Example: The onsite impacts and mitigation investment
for stormwater is most optimized through data and modeling on a sub-basin
scale. Sub-basin evaluation helps identify opportunities to plan projects like
retrofitting road culverts for improved fish passage and designing construction
projects to reduce flood damage. Sharing sub-basin scale data on drainage,
elevation, soils, land cover, and current and planned land uses can identify
conditions and anticipated changes that can improve the design of these
roadway projects, or could lead to DOT projects being sited beyond the right-
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of-way, up/downstream to better provide habitat and infrastructure protection.

Project Location Site - Example: Site plans that show project footprint
influence permit application and conditions and guide the contractor.
Eventually, project planning and development starts to focus on each
individual project location and the environmental conditions of that project
location. A wide variety of information is useful here to identify what
environmental permits are needed, and whether or not various regulations
apply. Often, the best source of data for these purposes comes from the
regulatory or resource management agency themselves, or their county level
counterparts.

Of critical importance are physiographic and environmental data inventories
done for transportation project site plans. Considerable amounts of money
are spent by DOTSs in surveying (design scale mapping of) conditions within

the right of way (and beyond in some cases). The data gathered in these
surveys are accurate enough for engineering design work, and can include
drainage (topography), soils, wetlands, toxic hazards, and protected habitat
areas. Capturing this data and feeding it back to resource management
agencies could enhance the available information for all.

2) Transportation Owned Lands & Environmental Features/Land spatial data layers

Transportation agencies have responsibilities for both land and infastructure
management. Retrofit analysis and prioritization, maintenance documentation, and
trend analysis are all dependent on inventory activities. The table below highlights

WSDOT's inventory status.

Current Managed Data

Data In Development

Desirable Data

stormwater outfalls

best management practice sites
fish barriers

unstable slopes

emergency flood repair sites
mitigation recommendations
plant occurrences

deerkill locations

special roadside
maintenance zones

cultural resources predictive
model (SHPO)

flood damage & repair sites

@all)

spatial right-
of-way data
noise
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3) Regulatory Compliance and Performance - Example: emergency permits are
issued as a result of natural disasters (floods, landslides, windstorms, fires): to develop
programmatic permits, information is needed on spatial trends in permits issued,
cumulative impacts, and compliance on previously issued permits. The National
Cooperative Highway Research Program Project 25-23 will provide a national model for
Environmental Management Information System for Transportation Projects (see Briefing
Binder Data Tab).

Findings on Obstacles:

* Some Senior Managers and Directors have had limited education and work experience
in Data and Information Management; organizations are not doing strategic planning or
financing in response to the fundamental changes and opportunities available in the
information age.

* No agency, federal or state, is taking responsibility for comprehensive data
management coordination between local, state, federal, and tribal governments.

* Clarity is needed on mapping scale and responsibility: Federal: 1:100,000 to 500,000;
State 1:100,000 to 1:24,000; Local 1:2000 or better.

* Existing interagency forums are primarily informal with none to limited resources
directed to coordination.

* Piecemeal financing
* No clear legislative “home” committee to receive proposals

Findings on Progress: Investments in data and information management and
coordination efforts vary considerably between states and agencies. The four
categories below offer a framework for beginning a discussion on data management
relative to transportation/environmental streamlining. Some details on the forums and
projects can be found in the Briefing Binder Appendix, while examples are listed below,
further collating efforts are needed to complete the three state assessment. A survey
instrument that will aid benchmarking is enclosed for consideration.

1. Intra-agency forums:
WSDOT: Data Council; Planning and Environmental Office monthly mtgs.
Coordinating Technology Process Improvement Team; Shared Application
Maintenance Unit
ODOT:
IDOT:

2. Inter-agency state forums:
WA: Geographic Information Council and sub-committees on spatial data
framework projects; Integrated Natural Resource Data System, Pacific Salmon
Information Network
OR: Oregon Road Base Information Team (ORBITS)
ID:

3. Inter-agency multi-state forums
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Interorganizational Resource Information Coordinating Council (IRICC)

Transportation Strike Team (working w/ WA Framework Groups).

4. Data Projects Underway

WSDOT: see list in Briefing Binder - Data Tab
ODOT:
IDOT:

Recommendations:

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7

8)

Assess which data resource agencies are requesting Transportation Organizations
provide. Partner with the resource agencies to determine data needs and the extent
to which resource agencies are producing the appropriate data. Identify data related
to decision support vs. performance monitoring.

As resource agencies develop mapping and data sets they should treat
Transportation. Organizations as customers to obtain feedback and determine
mutual value added actions.

As Transportation Organizations develop mapping and data sets, they should consult
appropriate resource agencies to obtain feedback and determine mutual value added
actions.

FHWA division offices, in cooperation with FHWA headquarters, needs to determine
funding eligibility components of TEA 21 and discretionary fundsdedicated towards
data and information management activities supporting streamlining.

Develop and link, via the Internet, interagency catalogues of information (i.e., GIS
data themes, technical documents, indexes, lists, compilations, and other information
products) relevant to transportation and environmental streamlining issues.

Transportation Organizations fund data gathering by consultants during EIS
development, permit acquisition, and corridor planning work. The feasibility of and
standards for storing, cataloging, collating and sharing this information should be
evaluated and developed.

Commit to the creation of a shared transportation GIS and informational data base,
geared to environmental streamlining and in alignment with state implementation of
national spatial data framework efforts, that would be accessible by all regional
administrative entities through the Internet.

Develop joint-agency programmatic standards and guidelines for achieving
environmental data streamlining.
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Action Items (lead and participants TBD)

1.

Create, enhance, and support opportunities for the sharing of transportation/
environmental streamlining data, personnel, and expertise.

Distribute a short survey to determine Transportation Agencies resources dedicated
to internal data and external data environmental projects, number of intra- and inter-
agency forums related to data, and amount of technical and policy related input
provided to Resource Agency data work.

Host an annual data forum focused on transportation/environmental streamlining
data needs and the strategies to sustain a shared multi-agency information network.

Determine early action data coordination projects, co-prepare a budget proposal and

have participating agency directors co-present requests to legislative/congressional

committees.

Develop a phased effort to create and link agency information catalogues.

FHWA division offices will:

a) coordinate with FHWA headquarters to produce a listing of all funding available
for environmental data management. This list will include funding listed in TEA-
21 as well as discretionary funding available from FHWA,

b) provide the list of funding sources to the state DOTS,

c) request additional funding/discretionary funds will be compiled based on needs
discussion with the state, and

d) a strategy developed for obtaining additional funds.
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Scale Based Data

Requirements
Data} 20 ¥Yr Corridor Sub- Project
Guality basin  Site
Type
scale|1:500,000 |1:100,000 |1:24,000 to (1:6000 or
1:12 000 better
accuracy +/- 800 ft +/- 300 ft [+/-40ft |+/-10ftor
better
minimum 640 acres 160 acres |5-10 acres |sub-acre
unit

Why Partner with DOT?

» Better environmental & natural
resource protection

« DOTs have additional funding
opportunities

- Improve government efficiency

» DOTs have data & mapping resources
to share

* DOTs have local influence through
MPQOs / RTPOs

Data & Information Sharing Page 6 of 6




NW Transportation/Environmental Policy Summit

PROCESS ISSUES

A. DOT planning and design processes need to include and address sufficient
environmental issues and concerns.

B. Need programmatic permitting, resource protection and enforcement approaches to
save everyone time, and provide better resource protection.

Objectives:

1. Ensure environmental concerns and compliance issues are incorporated earlier into
the planning, design and construction phases when developing transportation
projects.

2. Develop programmatic approaches, and implement or revise existing agreements to
provide a balance of a streamlined review of transportation projects and permit
decisions while providing for environmental protection, enhancement, and recovery.
Develop jointly agreed upon BMPs and win/win outcomes.

3. Develop partnerships and issue papers between State and Federal agencies to
identify mechanisms for solutions to be presented to state legislators, or congress
as needed.

Challenges:
1. Not enough resource agency staff to meet DOT workload needs.

2. Agency commitments to implement agreements are not being met.

3. Lack of training, compliance process or follow-up to ensure agreements are being
implemented.

4. Restrictions by federal legislation (specifically for emergency relief funding).
Recommendations/Actions

1. Taking steps to ensure resource and regulatory agencies and DOT environmental
staff get involved earlier and more thoroughly during planning, and in major project
problem/solution identification, rather than after agreements are made on project
delivery.

Actions:
Empower DOT Environmental staff to have authority to make and influence
decisions in DOT project planning and design.
Require DOT Environmental staff be present on all planning and design
exercises for projects.

V.1




Train DOT Environmental Staff on resource and regulatory issues, so they can
better represent resource agencies during early planning efforts.

Develop process revisions agreed to by the agencies that define when it is most
effective to get resource and regulatory agencies involved — similar to JPIT
NEPA reinvention.

2. Develop environmental guidelines agreed to by resource and regulatory agencies
and DOT's to facilitate expedited permit review, improve commitments to
environmental compliance, and which work towards salmon recovery and improved
watershed health.

Actions:

Agencies commit to develop or finalize appropriate guidelines by State, and
agree to implement them once developed.

Agencies commit to update agreements that are not working, such as
NEPA/404.

Agencies commit to implement existing agreements, and monitor successes or
make revisions that are needed.

Develop guidelines to use during emergencies, including a pre-emergency
imminent threat approach that reduces the need for emergency work, and allows
federal funds for this work.

3. Develop programmatic review and/or certification processes to reduce project-by-
project workload and improve environmental successes.
Actions:
Develop regional technical standards and guidelines that provide compliance
and implementing requirements for use with programmatic permit approvals (at a
minimum for emergency repair work, and for ESA compliance).

Agencies reach agreement on needs for watershed priorities and habitat
recovery plans (i.e. on-site versus watershed mitigation).

Agencies establish an agreed upon method to use mitigation obligation funds for
implementing the recovery needs of watersheds and listed species.

4. Establish a process where DOT is accountable for self monitoring and compliance of
environmental permits and regulations.

Actions:
Empower DOT Environmental staff to address on-site needs of projects for
permit and regulatory compliance.

Establish self auditing and monitoring program for DOT Environmental staff.

V.2



Get commitment by DOT management to implement existing environmental
agreements.

Complete a DOT and resource/regulatory agency compliance approach for DOT
projects.

5. Long Term — Improve environmental protection and avoidance measures.
Actions:

Seek long-term solutions for emergency relief projects rather than only
implementing and funding repeat repairs.

Establish a funding and streamlined permit process for imminent threat work for
pre-emergency repairs to avoid more costly and more environmentally damaging
emergency repair work.

Develop better agency relationships and cross-cultural connections that
recognize the interdependence between government agencies.

Develop a process that incorporates DOT planning with the local government
planning offices — don’t second guess local decisions.

V.3
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NW Transportation/Environmental Policy Summit

Issue:

Resources

Environmental streamlining requires early, continued and consistent involvement of
gualified, technical regulatory and resource agency staff; availability of data and
information regarding the status and trends of the natural and built environments; and
investment in interagency and public process improvement. Environmental streamlining
efforts would also be strengthened by use of highway funds for environmental
enhancements that repair past damage or otherwise lower the potential for cumulative
impacts from projects.

Background:

While federal funding for transportation has increased and state funding has generally
increased or remained the same in the recent past; funding for most regulatory and
resource agencies has effectively decreased. Further, while this imbalance in the need
and availability of resource and regulatory staff has been developing; transportation
issues have been becoming more urgent and complex due to increased growth and
development in the northwest, our emergence as a force in the global economy,
numerous listings under the Endangered Species Act and emerging environmental
awareness. These trends have stressed not only staff availability but just as important,
the availability and management of data and information necessary to make informed
decisions. These recent trends have highlighted the investment needed in process
development to facilitate the coordination and collaboration of diverse state and federal
agencies, tribes, the public and special interest groups. TEA-21 has made funds
available for environmental enhancements.

Objectives:

The objectives for this discussion are to agree on the need for augmenting resources
available for staffing, data collection and management, process improvement and
environmental enhancements; and to identify steps to be taken to meet the stated
resource needs.
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Obstacles to increased resources:

Historically, construction and maintenance of State highway infrastructure has been the
highest or only priority;

Perceived legal constraints - i.e., TEA-21 funds can only be used for federal agency staff,
or transportation activity (narrowly defined).

Political constraints to non-highway use of the funds.

Access to TEA-21 funds for enhancement of water quality, habitat or wetlands is difficult.
Funding priorities under Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of
1991(ISTEA) have been for bicycling and pedestrians facilities, historic properties, and
scenic highways.

Incentives for increasing resources agency staff, data and process improvement:

Dedicated staff at the resource and regulatory agencies will guarantee availability for
their highway projects;

Dedicated staff facilitate consistency in decisions and determinations;

Accurate information can lessen uncertainty and guide more efficient project planning
and development.

Decision making will be more timely and efficient. Timely resource agency decisions
making allows more efficient use of transportation resources and money.

TEA-21 allows the use of money in this manner.

Dedicated staff can learn the realities and practical needs and practices of the regulated
agency, build relationships and foster trust.
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Examples of Recommendations/Action Items:

1. This group recommends to Congress that it include line item authority to fund state and
federal resource and regulatory agencies to assist in streamlining transportation projects.

Action Item: Letter from Northwest States to USDOT and appropriate congressional
members.

2. Within each state, the state highway agency work with its partners to establish
mechanisms to fund resource and regulatory agency needs.

Action Item: Each state works with its congressional delegations and lobbyists to
address resource needs.
3. Incorporate funding solutions into state specific interagency agreements (refer to the

Cooperative Agreement).

Action Item: Each state convenes an internal meeting or other mechanism to strategize
how to bring state resources to bear on these resource needs.

(State agencies are shorthanded on staff even for their own tasks and mandates, which is a
problem to overcome.)

V.3




What resources have been made available to resource agencies to date?

Funding for Regulatory and Resource Agencies

State Funding Positions Federal Agencies State Agencies Comments
Idaho $300k 3 FTE NMFS, USFWS, - -
Corps
Oregon $310k 4 FTE NMFS ODFW, DEQ Internal problems getting NMFS contract (IGA)
executed. DEQ position not to be renewed.
Washington *14 FTE NMFS, USFWS, WSFW, WDOE * Due to passage of initiative 1-695 funding cutback
Corps, EPA by $459K and fund only 5-9 FTE’s
California $2 million 21 FTE NMFES, USFWS State Fish and -
Corps, EPA Game
Montana $300k 3 FTE USFWS, Corps State EPA Corps treat State DOT like private business and want
all monies up front.
Colorado $100k 1FTE USFWS - -

North Dakota

No plans to fund outside agencies.

South Dakota

No need to provide funding for resource agencies.

Wyoming

Looking into staffing problems of their agencies
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Excerpts from Issue Statements:

Idaho Transportation Department:
The Idaho Transportation Department (ITD) has the following issues and concerns related to streamlining
the environmental streamlining:

The need for early involvement and coordination with resource agencies-- Environmental issues are better
accommodated and better served when considered in early planning. This requires a commitment from
agencies to make personnel available for scoping and merger meetings, site reviews and etc.

A timely response from agencies is necessary—planning cannot proceed with out agency input; NEPA
documents cannot be completed without approvals, opinions and permits. Implementing agencies should
also be aware of resource agency workloads

Idaho Department of Water Resources:

Pre-planning to address environmental can alleviate some of the time delay experienced due to need to
set priorities at the permitting level. At the state permitting level there are not enough resources to stop
review of many produce to give priority to numerous highway projects to try to resolve issues which could
have been addressed by pre-application review.

Idaho Department of Fish and Game:
The main concern IDFG has is:

We have the data and expertise to prepare BAs on species of special concern and listed species. IDT
commonly hires consultants to do this work. IDT and IDFG are currently working together to develop a
mutually beneficial program to streamline environmental review and make the most efficient use of the
TEA-21 funds.

Oregon Department of Transportation:

Instability of Transportation and Environmental Financing and Agendas. All too often the best laid
environmental plans, strategies, and actions are compromised or sacrificed in the face of irregular and
limited financing and changing political agendas. Many best management practices, desirable outcomes,
enhancement opportunities, balanced resource tradeoffs, and the like are compromised or abandoned in
the face of fiscal uncertainty or austerity; dueling regulations, guidelines, and practices (in the areas of
safety, liability, engineering design standards, etc. versus sound environmental practice); and changing
political priorities. Politics and finances rather than rational science often prevail in decision-making,
rendering outcomes somewhat irrational and less than satisfactory environmentally.

Oregon Department of Environmental Quality:

Unmet Needs: Air Quality plans are still needed for many areas due to limited resources for planning
staff. Ongoing interagency consultation consumes a significant amount of staff resources that are
currently funded with fungible funds. Modeling requires an ongoing commitment of resources for
interagency consultation and staff training. Training opportunities for AQ planning staff are limited but this
need may be met through the Oregon Modeling Steering Committee. Given competing non-point source
needs, DEQ resources are not available for coordination and consultation with ODOT on proposed road
projects. There are no DEQ resources available for a comprehensive evaluation of the water quality
impacts of the state highway system, to evaluate data needs, or develop criteria for prioritization. Training,
staff resources, and data to assess compliance with habitat standard.

Oregon Fish and Wildlife Department:
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ODOT has paid for two ODFW personnel which can now attend most of the corridor planning meetings.
Adequate staff in resource agencies need to be allotted to address all transportation issues. Big picture
approach needs to take into account land use planning and all transportation agencies not just State
(county and cities).

Washington Department of Transportation:

Resource and regulatory agencies do not appear to have the resources to commit to true early and
continual coordination, especially for the large and long-term projects that require it most. Consider the
following as action items:

* participate in shared strategic planning sessions with customers

* provide for job rotations amongst agencies

* co-finance positions

* changes to policy and rules should only be generated through negotiate rulemaking processes
Now with the current 1-695 cloud, | doubt we will have enough resources to keep spill planning moving at
more than a snail's pace. There is no reason to wave the flag if we don't have any funding to share our
experiences with these folks.

Effective early coordination for transportation projects requires that work be ‘front loaded’ into the planning
and scoping phases, as well as the traditional environmental document review and permitting processes.
Meeting those needs stresses the resource agency and transportation agency resources.

WSDOT prior to 1-695 cutbacks had committed to funding 14 resource agency staff, this will be cut back
by $450,000, so likely only nine positions will be fully funded. We are still evaluated some funding for all
agencies.

The authorization in TEA-21 for funding resource agencies is not used as intended. There are many
funding and contracting obstacles to overcome to take advantage of this provision. Congressional
intervention is necessary to achieve the intent of streamlining.

Salmon and Bull trout listings have create an obvious, significant issue for public works agencies. These
listings have the potential to impact projects almost anywhere in the state. Section 7 ESA consultations
have become increasingly complex as we now are addressing aquatic systems in urbanized areas. Many
more projects will require consultation than ever before and many more parties are involved, particularly
local agencies. We have a severe workload problem with processing consultations with NMFS and
growing problem with USFWS due to lack of staff resources in these agencies. In addition, these new
listings have raised new technical issues related to project effects and overlap of federal regulations
(ESA/CWA). This has necessitated a response emphasizing creativity, adaptability, information
exchange.

Washington Department of Ecology:
Staffing at NMFS and USFWS to complete agency programmatic approvals, habitat conservation plans,
and to prepare biological opinions on DOT biological assessments.

* |dentification of priority habitats for species recovery so DOT can focus mitigation efforts in these
areas.

* Money for WSDOT to remove identified fish passage barriers.
* Improved planning by DOT, working with the resource agencies to identify critical areas necessary

for avoidance and recovery (goal of NEPA PIT process), and flexibility by agencies to allow these
areas to be purchased and restored or preserved with mitigation dollars.
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* Education to WSDOT maintenance and construction staff on critical salmon habitat and needs for
recovery (especially during emergency situations - see item c. below).

Significant Progress:

WSDOT has 2 funded positions at NMFS working on WSDOT and Trans-Aid project review.
WSDOT also has 1 funded position at Ecology working on programmatic approvals for
Corps and Ecology permits.

Watershed plans have not been completed and priorities have not been identified. Staff unable to
complete revisions to Ecology’s stormwater manual requirements.

Washington State Department of Natural Resources - Resource Planning & Asset

Management Division:

DNR has staffing constraints (and other resource constraints) and cannot usually respond quickly to any
given project. Solutions could be: have consistent, early input on a regular basis with near and long range
capital facilities planning and/or enter into a contract where WSDOT agrees to pay DNR for staff time
associated with any given project on a time/cost accounting system.

Washington Office of Archaeology and Historic Preservation:

Unmet Needs: More GIS data relative to environmental analysis. Better defined federal regulations (ESA,
36CFRSOO, etc.).

Federal Highway Administration - Washington Division:

Limited NMFS and USFWS staff and evolving policies in response to the salmonid listings are causing
delays in obtaining the concurrences or Biological Opinions required under Section 7 of the ESA. WSDOT
and FHWA have worked with NMFS and USFWS on developing programmatic agreements for Biological
Assessments, and establishing thresholds for effect determinations. The limited staffing and unanswered
scientific questions are hampering completion of these efforts. This is the highest priority issue I've
identified.

Federal Highways Administration - Federal Western Lands:

The ESA issue arises when the NMFS, and even the FWS at times, routinely considers relatively
moderate encroachments into waterways and/or riparian zones as impacts that are "likely to adversely
affect " fish species. This triggers a lot of extra data collection, analysis, coordination/consultation and
mitigation that is time consuming, expensive and not always effective. If more common highway
activities/projects could be covered in some sort of programmatic review process, and more related
environmental protection/mitigation/enhancement could be accomplished on an areawide/offsite basis
(maybe by the resource agencies using transportation funding) there might be more efficiencies for
everyone.

Water related permits have become more complicated and time consuming requiring extensive mitigation
and construction restrictions when T & E species are present. This often eliminates the use of more
general (streamline) permits, like the Sec 404 NWP's, that normally can save time and effort.

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency:

The NEPA process should be moved into the early stages of transportation planning. We are making
progress in this regard in Washington via the Joint Project Improvement Team and the three streamlining
pilots. WSDOT has lead this effort. Our greatest unmet need is staffing. We do not have the people to
engage in all the important projects in the region.

US Forest Service - Region 1 (N. Idaho):
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Our agency resources for coordinating highway related environmental concerns are very limited.

How do we get funding to do this work?

This is a serious issue. So far, people like Jay Gore, Jim Claar, and myself have contributed thousands of
dollars developing maps, broadscale proposals, site specific proposals (Highway 278 in Montana). Not a
single dollar has come from highway funds - totally supported by the Forest Service Endangered Species
Program. Also, biologists at the Forest and District levels do not have the funds to provide critical
information to protect National Forest resources and to build highways that provide realistic coordination of
fish and wildlife resources. Land management agency biologist should and must be involved to provide
information on linkages for FS, BLM, FWS and NPS habitat. State biologists should also be involved. If
we can't solve the funding issues, these concerns and crossing structures simply will never go beyond the
"idea stage." We're losing important options almost every day. | believe that highway agencies have the
primary responsibility to fund this work - or at least should contribute towards an interagency approach.
Perhaps on a "cost sharing basis."

Bureau of Land Management - Oregon & Washington:

Lack of funding and trained staff to develop, implement, and maintain a sophisticated, accurate,
up-to-date, GIS statewide transportation data base in a timely manner is a major problem. Currently we
have the staff, and maybe the funding, to accomplish this goal in about three years time. Linking spatial
data with non-spatial attributes, along with field verification of the data are very time consuming and
funding dependent. Sophisticated, up-to-date, fully integrated, universal (i.e., showing all roads,
everywhere, regardless of ownership or status). GIS data base that is fully compatible and shareable with
multiple government agency (federal, state, county, and tribal) GIS data bases is the single most
important tool needed to streamline environmental compliance processes. An equally important
requirement is to have the trained people and funding to utilize the GIS data to get environmental review
and compliance in a timely manner. This is especially important when dealing with Level 1 and Level 2
environmental consultations required under Biological Opinions for the protection of endangered species.

* Lack of transportation data base hardware/software compatibility between, and within, different
government agency GIS data bases (i.e., Forest Service and BLM ) makes the sharing of data
difficult or very inefficient at best. This problem translates into inefficiencies in environmental
reviews and compliance.

* Lack of consistent and environmentally meaningful definitions of categories of roads and status
(i.e., open, closed, paved, unpaved, maintenance levels, decommissioning, etc.) between
different agency transportation data bases creates confusion and adds many errors and
inefficiencies in data interpretation, and complicates and slows the environmental compliance
review process.

* Scattered and checkerboard land ownership patterns, together with reciprocal rights of way

agreements between BLM and private entities makes it nearly impossible to change road status to
achieve environmental compliance in many areas in Western Oregon.
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* Lack of funding to maintain or upgrade many miles of roads creates large maintenance backlogs
and safety and environmental hazards, that delay or prevent environmental compliance. And
conversely, Biological Opinions and lack of funding and qualified people to do consultations and
supervise corrective actions in a timely manner can prevent needed road maintenance from
taking place, creating safety hazards.

* Increases in environmental requirements as a result of clean water, endangered species listings,

and increases in recreational uses of public lands, together with decreasing budgets and
personnel slow environmental compliance reviews and surveys.
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NEXT STEPS

Issue: What have we agreed to and how do we make sure it happens?
Objectives: Establish performance rﬁeasures.
Background: The Agency Coordination Team (ACT) Acknowledges that next steps need to
be established by agency executives during the Summit. However, the following framework is
offered to stimulate discussion on items felt by the ACT to be key areas needing executive
leadership. :
First, let's note some of our accomplishments prior tb the Summit:

Q A number of existing agreements and forums were identified.

O Agencies identified their priority issues (App B}.

O An interagency team was created to develop policy issues from specific agency issues.
Next, what has been agreed to at the Summit (to be filled in):

L) Environmental Streamlining?

O Data and Information Sharing?

O Process Improvements?

} Resources?
Next Steps:
That's enough? No further actions needed at this time.
Additional work needs to be done. Some actions include:

0O Commit to Interagency Team that will tackle issues already identified

Q Agree to a process to assess progress and accomplishments. Some example might
include:

v performance goals and Indicators
v quarnrterly reports from Interagency Team
v a follow up Summit in 2001

0 Commit to outreach to other key stakeholders, e.g., local governments, Tribes, etc.
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January 5, 2000 Pre-Meeting Attendees

Organization/Address

Name/Title

Phone/Fax/
E-mail

Bureau of Indian Affairs
Portland Office Area

The Federal Building

911 NE 11th Avenue
Portland OR 97232

Dept. of Community, Trade & Econ. Devel.

Office of Archaeology and Historic Preservation
PO Box 48343
Olympia WA 98504-8343

Ms. June Boynton

Area Environmental Coordinator

Dr. Allyson Brooks

State Historic Preservation Officer

503-231-6749
503-231-2275
juneboynton@bia

360-407-0826
360-407-6217

allysonb@cted.wa.gov

DOC, National Marine Fisheries Service
Habitat Conservation Division

525 NE Oregon Street, Suite 500

Portland OR 97232-2737

Ms. Nancy Munn
Biologist

503-231-1269
503-231-6893
nancy.munn@noaa.gov

Federal Emergency Management Agency
Federal Regional Center, Region X

130 - 228th Street SW

Bothell WA 98021-9796

Mr. Mark Eberlein

Regional Environmental Officer

425-487-4735
425-487-4613
mark.eberlein@fema.gov

Idaho Department of Water Resources
1301 N. Orchard Street
Boise ID 83706

Mr. Erv Ballou

Stream Channel Unit Manager

208-327-5448
208-327-7866
eballou@idwr.state.id.us

Idaho Division of Environmental Quality
1410 N. Hilton
Boise ID 83706

Mr. Jon Sandoval
Chief of Staff

208-373-0240
208-373-0417
jsandova@deq.state.id.us

ODOT, Oregon Dept. of Transportation
Environmental Services

1158 Chemeka Street NE

Salem OR 97301

Mr. Eb Engelmann
Project Support Manager

503-986-3481
503-986-3749
eberhard.engelmann@odot.state.or.

Oregon Department of Fish & Wildlife
PO Box 37
Newport OR 97365

Mr. Randy Reeve
ODFW/ODOT Coordinator

541-265-3139
541-265-3434
randall.n.reeve@odot.state.or.us

Oregon Division of State Lands
775 Summer Street NE
Salem OR 97310-1337

Mr. Earle Johnson

Western Region Manager

503-378-3805 x244
503-378-4844
earle.johnson@dsl.state.or.us

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region 10

811 SW 6th, 3rd floor

Portland OR 97204

Mr. Ken Brooks

Asst. Reg. Administrator for Growth

503-326-3280
503-326-3399

brooks.kenneth@epa.gov
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January 5, 2000 Pre-Meeting Attendees

. . Phone/Fax/
Organization/Address Name/Title Internet ID
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Mr. Rick Parkin 206-553-8574
Region 10, Geographic Implementation Unit Chief 206-553-6984

Park Place Building
1200 Sixth Avenue, MS ECO-088
Seattle WA 98101

parkin.richard@epamail.epa.gov

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Region 1, Division of Federal Activities
911 NE 11th Avenue

Portland OR 97232-4181

Mr. Mark Bagdovitz
Chief

503-231-2068
503-231-2050
mark_bagdovitz@fws.gov

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
510 Desmond Drive SE, Suite 102
Lacey WA 98503-1273

Mr. Lynn Childers

Divn. Mgr., Federal Activities

360-753-5831
360-753-9008
lynn_childres@fws.gov

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Oregon State Office

2600 SE 98th, #100

Portland OR 97266

Mr. Ronald Garst

Federal Activities Supervisor

503-231-6179
503-231-2364
ron_garst@fws.gov

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Region 1

911 NE 11th Avenue

Portland OR 97232-4181

Ms. Abbey Kucera

Regional Environmental Coordinator

503-231-2068
503-231-2050

abigail_kucera@fws.gov

US Department of Army, Corps of Engineers
Walla Walla District

201 N. Third Avenue

Walla Walla WA 98362

Mr. Bradley Daly
Chief, Regulatory Branch

509-527-7151
509-527-7823

brad.a.daly@nwwO01.usace.army.mil

US Department of Army, Corps of Engineers
Portland District

PO Box 2946

Portland OR 97208-2946

Mr. Lawrence Evans
Chief, Regulatory Branch

503-808-4370
503-808-4375

lawrence.c.evans@nwp01l.usace.ar

US Department of Army, Corps of Engineers
Northwestern Division

PO Box 2870

Portland OR 97208-2870

Ms. Karen Kochenbach

Regulatory Program Manager

503-808-3888
503-808-3890

karen.a.kochenbach@nwd.usace.ar

US Department of Army, Corps of Engineers
Regulatory Branch, Seattle District

4735 East Marginal Way S.

PO Box 3755

Seattle WA 98124-3755

Mr. Tom Mueller
Chief

206-764-6695
206-764-6602
thomas.f.mueller@nwso2.usace.arm

US Fish and Wildlife Service
510 Desmond Drive SE, Suite 102
Lacey WA 98503-1273

Ms. Nancy Brennan-Dubbs

Permit Coordinator

360-753-5835
360-753-9008
nancy_brennandubbs@fws.gov

USDA, Forest Service
Region 4

Federal Building

324 - 25th Street
Ogden UT 84401

Mr. Steve Brink

Engineering Director

801-625-5194
801-625-5228
sbrink/r4@fs.fed.us

Page 2

—  Update: 5/4/2000



January 5, 2000 Pre-Meeting Attendees

Organization/Address

Name/Title

Phonel/Fax/
Internet ID

USDA, Forest Service
Region 4

Federal Building

324 - 25th Street
Ogden UT 84401

Mr. Robert Harmon

Regional Highway Engineer

801-625-5224

rharmon/r4@fs.fed.us

USDA, Forest Service
Region 1

200 E. Broadway

PO Box 7669

Missoula MT 59807

Mr. Tom Pettigrew

Director of Engineering

406-329-3175
406-329-3198
tpettigrew/rl@fs.fed.us

USDA, Forest Service
Region 6

333 SW 1st Ave
Portland OR 97208

USDI, Bureau of Land Management
Oregon & Washington

PO Box 2965

Portland OR 97208

Mr. Richard Sowa

Director, Engineering

Mr. Paul Fredericks

State Engineer

503-808-2500
503-808-2511

rsowa/répnw@fs.fed.us

503-952-6404
503-952-6540

pfrederi@or.bim.gov

USDI, Bureau of Land Management
Idaho State Office

1387 S. Vinnell Way

Boise ID 83709

Ms. Kay Schiepan
TEA-21 Coordinator

208-373-3825
208-373-4019
kay_schiepan@blm.gov

USDI, Bureau of Land Management
Oregon & Washington

PO Box 2965

Portland OR 97208

Mr. Tom Wawro

Roads Coordinator

503-952-6492
503-952-6021
twawro@or.blm.gov

USDOT, Federal Highway Administration
OR Division

530 Center Street NE, Suite 100

Salem OR 97301

Mr. Elton Chang

Environmental Coordinator

503-399-5749
503-399-5838
elton.chang@fhwa.dot.gov

USDOT, Federal Highway Administration
Idaho Division

3050 Lakeharbor Lane, Suite 126

Boise ID 83707

Ms. Mary Gray
Ernvironment & Right of Way Prgm

208-334-9180 x123
208-334-1691
mary.gray@fhwa.dot.gov

USDOT, Federal Highway Administration
Western Federal Lands Highway Division

610 E Fifth Street

Vancouver WA 98661-3893

Mr. Arthur Lemke

Environmental Manager

360-696-7952
360-696-7846
alemke @wfl.fha.dot.gov

USDOT, Federal Highway Administration
Washington Division Office

711 South Capitol Way, Suite 501, MS-0943
Olympia WA 98501

Ms. Sharon Price

Environmental Program Manager

360-753-9558
360-753-9889
sharon.price@fhwa.dot.gov

USDOT, Federal Highway Administration
Western Federal Lands Highway Division

610 E. Fifth Street

Vancouver WA 98661-3893

Mr. Allan Stockman

Senior Environmental Engineer

360-696-7751
360-696-7846
allan.j.stockman@fhwa.dot.gov
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January 5, 2000 Pre-Meeting Attendees

Organization/Address

Name/Title

Phonel/Fax/
Internet ID

USDOT, Federal Transit Administration
915 - 2nd Avenue, Room 3142
Seattle WA 98174-1002

Ms. Theresa Hutchins

Community Planner

206-220-7964
206-220-7959

theresa.morse@fta.dot.gov

WA State Department of Ecology
Shorelands Environmental Assistance
PO Box 47600

Olympia WA 98504-7600

Ms. Sandra Manning
WSDOT Liaison

360-407-6912
360-407-6904
sman461l@ecy.wa.gov

WA State Department of Ecology
Shorelands Division

PO Box 47600

Olympia WA 98504-7600

Ms. Bonnie Shorin
Flood Policy Lead

360-407-7297
360-407-6902
bsho461@ecy.wa.gov

WA State Department of Fish and Wildlife
Habitat Program

1111 Washington Street, NRB Bldg

PO Box 43200

Olympia WA 98501-1091

Dr. Peter Birch

Sr. Divn. Mgr, Environmental

360-902-2641
360-902-2946
birchpbb@dfw.wa.gov

WA State Department of Fish and Wildlife
Habitat Program

1111 Washington Street

PO Box 43200

Olympia WA 98501-1091

Ms. Cynthia Pratt
NEPA/SEPA Coordinator

360-902-2575
360-902-2946

prattcrp@dfw.wa.gov

WA State Department of Natural Resources
Environmental Quality & Compliance Division
1111 Washington Street SE

PO Box 47014

Olympia WA 98504-7014

Ms. Joy Keniston-Longrie

Division Manager

360-902-1488
360-902-1789
joy.keniston-longrie@wadnr.gov

WSDOT, Environmental Affairs Office
Environmental and Engineering Service Center
Administration

PO Box 47331, Room 2A

Olympia WA 98504-7331

Mr. Jerry Alb

Director, Environmental Services

360-705-7480
360-705-6833
albjerr@wsdot.wa.gov

WSDOT, Environmental Affairs Office
Environmental and Engineering Service Center
Biology Projects & Mitigation Program

PO Box 47331, Room 2A

Olympia WA 98504-7331

Mr. Joel Gjuka
Water Quality Specialist

Facilitation Assistant

360-570-7250
360-570-7260
gjukajo@wsdot.wa.gov

WSDOT, Environmental Affairs Office
Environmental and Engineering Service Center
Regulatory Compliance Program

PO Box 47331

Olympia WA 98504-7331

Mr. Jim Klinck

Environmental Specialist

360-705-7487
360-705-6833
klinckj@wsdot.wa.gov

WSDOT, Environmental Affairs Office
Environmental and Engineering Service Center
GIS Program

PO Box 47331

Olympia WA 98504-7331

Ms. Elizabeth Lanzer
GIS Manager

360-705-7476
360-705-6833

lanzere@wsdot.wa.gov

WSDOT, Environmental Affairs Office
Environmental and Engineering Service Center
Administration

PO Box 47331, Room 2A

Olympia WA 98504-7331

Ms. Christina Martinez

Environmental Initiatives Intern

Facilitation Assistant

360-705-7492
360-705-6833
martinezc@wsdot.wa.gov
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January 5, 2000 Pre-Meeting Attendees

- . Phonel/Fax/
Organization/Address Name/Title Internet ID
WSDOT, Environmental Affairs Office Mr. Larry Ross 360-705-7489

Environmental and Engineering Service Center
Regulatory Compliance Program

PO Box 47331, Room 2A

Olympia WA 98504-7331

360-705-6833
rosslar@wsdot.wa.gov

Program Manager

WSDOT, Environmental Affairs Office
Environmental and Engineering Service Center
Administration

PO Box 47331, Room 2A

Olympia WA 98504-7331

Ms. Shari Schaftlein 360-705-7446

Deputy Director, Environmental 360-705-6833
- sschaft@wsdot.wa.gov

WSDOT, Environmental Affairs Office
Environmental and Engineering Service Center
Regulatory Compliance Program

PO Box 47331

Olympia WA 98504-7331

Ms. Judy Stratton 360-705-7490
360-705-6833

strattju@wsdot.wa.gov

Environmental Specialist

WSDOT, Program Management
Planning and Programming Service Center
Room 3C11

PO Box 47325

Olympia WA 98504-7325

Mr. Pat Morin 360-705-7141

Priority Development Engineer 360-705-6812

. - morinp@wsdot.wa.gov
Summit Facilitator @ 9
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January 6, 2000 Summit Attendees

_ Phone/Fax/
Organization/Address Name/Title E-mail
Alaska Dept. of Trans. & Public Facilities Mr. Bill Ballard 907-465-6954

3132 Channel Drive
Juneau AK 99801-7898

State Environmental Coordinator

Guest

907-465-5240

bill_ballard@dot.state.ak.us

Alaska Dept. of Trans. & Public Facilities
Statewide Design & Engineering Services
3132 Channel Drive

Juneau AK 99801-7898

Mr. Mike Downing
Director

Guest

907-465-2960
907-465-5240

mike_downing@dot.state.ak.us

Bureau of Indian Affairs
Portland Office Area

The Federal Building

911 NE 11th Avenue
Portland OR 97232

Ms. June Boynton

Area Environmental Coordinator

503-231-6749
503-231-2275
juneboynton@bia

Dept. of Community, Trade & Econ. Devel.
Office of Archaeology and Historic Preservation
PO Box 48343

Olympia WA 98504-8343

Dr. Allyson Brooks

State Historic Preservation Officer

360-407-0826
360-407-6217
allysonb@cted.wa.gov

Dept. of Community, Trade & Econ. Devel.
Local Governments Division

906 Columbia St. SW

PO Box 48300

Olympia WA 98504-8300

Mr. Steve Wells

Assistant Director

360-753-1198
360-753-2950

stevew@cted.wa.gov

DOC, National Marine Fisheries Service
Habitat Conservation Division

525 NE Oregon Street, Suite 500

Portland OR 97232-2737

Ms. Nancy Munn
Biologist

503-231-1269
503-231-6893
nancy.munn@noaa.gov

DOC, National Marine Fisheries Service
NW Region

7600 Sand Point Way NE, BIN C15700 , Bldg. 1
Seattle WA 98115-0070

Mr. William Stelle, Jr.
NW Regional Administrator

206-526-6150
206-526-6426

will.stelle@noaa.gov

Idaho Department of Fish & Game
Natural Resources Policy Bureau

600 S. Walnut Street

Boise ID 83712

Mr. Tracey Trent
Chief

208-334-2595
208-334-
ttrent@idfg.state.id.us

Idaho Department of Water Resources
1301 N. Orchard Street
Boise ID 83706

Mr. Erv Ballou

Stream Channel Unit Manager

208-327-5448
208-327-7866
eballou@idwr.state.id.us

Idaho Division of Environmental Quality
1410 N. Hilton
Boise ID 83706

Mr. Jon Sandoval
Chief of Staff

208-373-0240
208-373-0417
jsandova@deq.state.id.us

Idaho Transportation Department
PO Box 7129
Boise ID 83707

Mr. Dwight Bower

Director

208-334-8807
208-334-8195
dbower@itd.state.id.us

Montana Department of Transportation
Environmental Services

2701 Prospect Avenue

PO Box 201001

Helena MT 59620-1001

Mr. Joel Marshik
Manager

Guest

406-444-7632
406-444-7245
jmarshik@state.mt.us
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January 6, 2000 Summit Attendees

Organization/Address

Name/Title

Phonel/Fax/
Internet ID

ODOT, Oregon Dept. of Transportation
355 Capitol Street NE, Room 135
Salem OR 97301-4178

Ms. Grace Crunican

Director

503-986-3200
503-986-3432

grace.crunican@odot.state.or.us

ODOT, Oregon Dept. of Transportation
Environmental Services

1158 Chemeka Street NE

Salem OR 97301

ODOT, Oregon Dept. of Transportation
355 Capitol Street NE, Rm 135
Salem OR 97301-3871

Mr. Eb Engelmann
Project Support Manager

Mr. Jason Tell

Government Relations

503-986-3481
503-986-3749

eberhard.engelmann@odot.state.or.

503-986-3448
503-986-3432
jason.a.tell@odot.state.or.us

Oregon Department of Fish & Wildlife
Habitat Division

2501 SW First Ave

PO Box 59

Portland OR 97207

Mr. Dave McAllister

Acting Division Director

503-872-5252 x5586
503-872-5276
david.c.mcallister@state.or.us

Oregon Department of Fish & Wildlife
PO Box 37
Newport OR 97365

Mr. Randy Reeve
ODFW/ODOT Coordinator

541-265-3139
541-265-3434

randall.n.reeve@odot.state.or.us

Oregon Dept. of Environmental Quality
811 SW Sixth Ave
Portland OR 97204

Ms. Lydia Taylor
Deputy Director

503-229-6110
503-229-5850

taylor.lydia@deq.state.or.us

Oregon Division of State Lands
775 Summer Street NE
Salem OR 97301-1337

Mr. Paul Cleary

Director

503-378-3805 x224
503-378-4844
paul.cleary@dsl.state.or.us

Oregon Division of State Lands
775 Summer Street NE
Salem OR 97310-1337

Mr. Earle Johnson

Western Region Manager

503-378-3805 x244
503-378-4844
earle.johnson@dsl.state.or.us

Oregon Parks and Recreation Department
State Historic Preservation Office

1115 Commercial St NE Suite 2

Salem OR 97301-1001

Mr. James Hamrick

Deputy State Historic Preservation

503-378-4168 x231
503-378-6447
james.hamrick@state.or.us

The Bureau of National Affairs

408 SW Second, Room 316
Portland OR 97204

Mr. Tom Alkire

Correspondent
Guest

503-223-5225
503-223-9880
talkire@bna.com

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region 10

811 SW 6th, 3rd floor

Portland OR 97204

Mr. Ken Brooks

Asst. Reg. Administrator for Growth

503-326-3280
503-326-3399

brooks.kenneth@epa.gov

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region 10

Park Place Building

1200 Sixth Avenue, Management Division,142
Seattle WA 98101

Mr. Chuck Clarke

Regional Administrator

206-553-1200
206-553-1809
clarke.chuck@epa.gov

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region 10, Geographic Implementation Unit
Park Place Building

1200 Sixth Avenue, MS ECO-088

Seattle WA 98101

Mr. Rick Parkin
Chief

206-553-8574
206-553-6984

parkin.richard@epamail.epa.gov
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January 6, 2000 Summit Attendees

. . Phone/Fax/
Organization/Address Name/Title Internet ID
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Mr. Mark Bagdovitz 503-231-2068
Region 1, Division of Federal Activities Chief 503-231-2050

911 NE 11th Avenue
Portland OR 97232-4181

mark_bagdovitz@fws.gov

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
510 Desmond Drive SE, Suite 102
Lacey WA 98503

US Department of Army, Corps of Engineers
Walla Walla District

201 N. Third Ave

Walla Walla WA 99362

Mr. Gerry Jackson
Western WA Office Manager

LTC William Bulen

District Commander

360-753-9440
360-753-9405
gerry_jackson@fws.gov
509-527-7700
509-527-7804
william.e.bulen@usace.army.mil

US Department of Army, Corps of Engineers
Portland District

PO Box 2946

Portland OR 97208-2946

COL Randall Butler

District Engineer

503-808-4500
503-808-4505

randall.j.butler@nwp0O1.usace.army.

US Department of Army, Corps of Engineers
Walla Walla District

201 N. Third Avenue

Walla Walla WA 98362

Mr. Bradley Daly
Chief, Regulatory Branch

509-527-7151
509-527-7823
brad.a.daly@nwwO01.usace.army.mil

US Department of Army, Corps of Engineers
Regulatory Branch, Seattle District

4735 East Marginal Way S.

PO Box 3755

Seattle WA 98124-3755

Ms. Lynn Daniels

Environmental Engineer

206-764-3491
206-764-3706
lynn.a.daniels@nws02.usace.army.

US Department of Army, Corps of Engineers
Portland District

PO Box 2946

Portland OR 97208-2946

Mr. Lawrence Evans
Chief, Regulatory Branch

503-808-4370
503-808-4375

lawrence.c.evans@nwp01l.usace.ar

US Department of Army, Corps of Engineers
Northwestern Division

PO Box 2870

Portland OR 97208-2870

Ms. Karen Kochenbach

Regulatory Program Manager

503-808-3888
503-808-3890
karen.a.kochenbach@nwd.usace.ar

US Department of Army, Corps of Engineers
Regulatory Branch, Seattle District

4735 East Marginal Way S.

PO Box 3755

Seattle WA 98124-3755

Mr. Tom Mueller
Chief

206-764-6695
206-764-6602

thomas.f.mueller@nwso2.usace.arm

US Department of Army, Corps of Engineers
4735 E Marginal Way South

PO Box C-3755

Seattle WA 98124-3755

Col. Mike Rigshy

District Engineer

206-764-3690
206-764-6544
james.m.rigsby@usace.army.mil

US Department of Army, Corps of Engineers
PO Box 2870
Portland OR 97208-2870

BG Carl Strock

Division Engineer

503-808-3700
503-808-3706
carl.a.strock@nwd.usace.army.mil

USDA, Forest Service
Region 4

Federal Building

324 - 25th Street
Ogden UT 84401

Mr. Steve Brink

Engineering Director

801-625-5194
801-625-5228
sbrink/r4@fs.fed.us
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January 6, 2000 Summit Attendees

Organization/Address

Name/Title

Phonel/Fax/
Internet ID

USDA, Forest Service
Region 1

200 E. Broadway

PO Box 7669

Missoula MT 59807

Mr. Tom Pettigrew

Director of Engineering

406-329-3175
406-329-3198

tpettigrew/rl@fs.fed.us

USDA, Forest Service
Region 1

200 E. Broadway

PO Box 7669

Missoula MT 59807

Mr. Bill Ruediger
TES Program Leader

406-329-3100
406-329-3171
bruediger/rl@fs.fed.us

USDA, Forest Service
Region 6

333 SW 1st Ave
Portland OR 97208

Mr. Richard Sowa

Director, Engineering

503-808-2500
503-808-2511

rsowa/répnw@fs.fed.us

USDI, Bureau of Land Management
1387 S. Vinnell Way
Boise ID 83709-1657

Ms. Elena Daly

Associate State Director

208-373-4002
208-373-4005
elena_daly@blm.gov

USDI, Bureau of Land Management
OR & WA

PO Box 2965

Portland OR 97208

Ms. Kathy Eaton

Deputy State Direqtor Division

503-952-6092
503-952-6540
keaton@or.bim.gov

USDI, Bureau of Land Management
Oregon & Washington

PO Box 2965

Portland OR 97208

Mr. Paul Fredericks

State Engineer

503-952-6404
503-952-6540
pfrederi@or.bim.gov

USDI, Bureau of Land Management
National Applied Resource Sciences Center
PO Box 25047

Denver CO 80225-0047

Mr. Larry Hoovestol

303-236-9510
303-236-6450
larry_hoovestol@blm.gov

USDI, Bureau of Land Management
Idaho State Office

1387 S. Vinnell Way

Boise ID 83709

Ms. Kay Schiepan
TEA-21 Coordinator

208-373-3825
208-373-4019
kay_schiepan@blm.gov

USDI, Bureau of Land Management
Oregon & Washington

PO Box 2965

Portland OR 97208

Mr. Tom Wawro

Roads Coordinator

503-952-6492
503-952-6021

twawro@or.blm.gov

USDOT, Federal Highway Administration
Montana Division

2880 Skyway Drive

Helena MT 59602

Ms. Janice Brown
Division Administrator

Guest

406-449-5302 x235
406-449-5314
janice.brown@fhwa.dot.gov

USDOT, Federal Highway Administration
OR Division

530 Center Street NE, Suite 100

Salem OR 97301

Mr. Elton Chang

Environmental Coordinator

503-399-5749
503-399-5838
elton.chang@fhwa.dot.gov

USDOT, Federal Highway Administration
Idaho Division

3050 Lakeharbor Lane, Suite 126

Boise ID 83707

Mr. Jack Coe

Division Administrator

208-334-1690
208-334-1691
jack.coe@fhwa.dot.gov

USDOT, Federal Highway Administration
Washington Division

711 S. Capitol Way, Suite 501, MS-0943
Olympia WA 98501

Mr. Gene Fong

Division Administrator

360-753-9413
360-753-9889
gene.k.fong@fhwa.dot.gov
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Organization/Address

Name/Title

Phonel/Fax/
Internet ID

USDOT, Federal Highway Administration
Idaho Division

3050 Lakeharbor Lane, Suite 126

Boise ID 83707

Ms. Mary Gray
Environment & Right of Way Prgm

208-334-9180 x123
208-334-1691

mary.gray@fhwa.dot.gov

USDOT, Federal Highway Administration
Oregon Division

530 Center Street NE, Suite 100

Salem OR 97301

Mr. Hank Honeywell

Division Administrator

503-399-5749 x 302
503-399-5838
hank.honeywell@fhwa.dot.gov

USDOT, Federal Highway Administration
Western Federal Lands Highway Division

610 E Fifth Street

Vancouver WA 98661-3893

Mr. Arthur Lemke

Environmental Manager

360-696-7952
360-696-7846

alemke@wfl.fha.dot.gov

USDOT, Federal Highway Administration
Montana Division

2880 Skyway Drive

Helena MT 59602

Mr. Dale Paulson
Program Development Engineer

Guest

406-449-5302 x239
406-449-5314
dale.paulson@fhwa.dot.gov

USDOT, Federal Highway Administration
Washington Division Office

711 South Capitol Way, Suite 501, MS-0943
Olympia WA 98501

Ms. Sharon Price

Environmental Program Manager

360-753-9558
360-753-9889
sharon.price@fhwa.dot.gov

USDOT, Federal Highway Administration
Oregon Division

530 Center St NE, Suite 100

Salem OR 97301

Mr. Dave Reilly

Assistant Division Administrator

503-399-5749 x 302
503-399-5838
david.g.reilly@fhwa.dot.gov

USDOT, Federal Highway Administration
Office of NEPA Facilitation

Room 3212

400 7th Street SW

Washington DC 20590

Mr. Fred Skaer

Director

202-366-2058
202-366-3409
fred.skaer@fhwa.dot.gov

USDOT, Federal Highway Administration
Western Federal Lands Highway Division

610 E. Fifth Street

Vancouver WA 98661-3893

Mr. Allan Stockman

Senior Environmental Engineer

360-696-7751
360-696-7846

allan.j.stockman@fhwa.dot.gov

USDOT, Federal Transit Administration
915 - 2nd Avenue, Room 3142
Seattle WA 98174-1002

Ms. Theresa Hutchins

Community Planner

206-220-7964
206-220-7959
theresa.morse @fta.dot.gov

USDOT, Federal Transit Administration
915 - 2nd Avenue, Room 3142
Seattle WA 98174-1002

Ms. Helen Knoll

Regional Administrator

206-220-7954
206-220-7959
helen.knoll@fta.dot.gov

WA State Department of Ecology
Office of The Director

300 Desmond Drive, Lacey

PO Box 47600

Olympia WA 98504-7600

Mr. Tom Fitzsimmons

Director

360-407-7001
360-407-7333
tfitd61@ecy.wa.gov

WA State Department of Ecology
Shorelands Environmental Assistance
PO Box 47600

Olympia WA 98504-7600

Ms. Sandra Manning
WSDOT Liaison

360-407-6912
360-407-6904
sman46l@ecy.wa.gov

WA State Department of Ecology
Shorelands Division

PO Box 47600

Olympia WA 98504-7600

Ms. Bonnie Shorin
Flood Policy Lead

360-407-7297
360-407-6902
bsho461@ecy.wa.gov
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Organization/Address

Name/Title

Phonel/Fax/
Internet ID

WA State Department of Fish and Wildlife
Habitat Program

1111 Washington Street, NRB Bldg

PO Box 43200

Olympia WA 98501-1091

Dr. Peter Birch

Sr. Di\(n. Mgr,rEnvironmentaI

360-902-2641
360-902-2946
birchpbb@dfw.wa.gov

WA State Department of Fish and Wildlife
Habitat Program

1111 Washington Street

PO Box 43200

Olympia WA 98501-1091

Ms. Cynthia Pratt
NEPA/SEPA Coordinator

360-902-2575
360-902-2946
prattcrp@dfw.wa.gov

WA State Department of Natural Resources
Environmental Quality & Compliance Division
1111 Washington Street SE

PO Box 47014

Olympia WA 98504-7014

Ms. Joy Keniston-Longrie

Division Manager

360-902-1488
360-902-1789
joy.keniston-longrie@wadnr.gov

WSDOT, Department of Transportation
Office of the Secretary

Mr. Sid Morrison

360-705-7054
360-705-6800

i Secretary
Transportation Bldg, Room 3D-25 morriss@wsdot.wa.gov
PO Box 47316
Olympia WA 98504-7316
WSDOT, Environmental Affairs Office Mr. Jerry Alb 360-705-7480

Environmental and Engineering Service Center
Administration

PO Box 47331, Room 2A

Olympia WA 98504-7331

Director, Environmental Services

360-705-6833
albjerr@wsdot.wa.gov

WSDOT, Environmental Affairs Office
Environmental and Engineering Service Center
Biology Projects & Mitigation Program

PO Box 47331, Room 2A

Olympia WA 98504-7331

Mr. Joel Gjuka
Water Quality Specialist
Summit Facilitation Assistant

360-570-7250
360-570-7260
gjukajo@wsdot.wa.gov

WSDOT, Environmental Affairs Office
Environmental and Engineering Service Center
Administration

PO Box 47331, Room 2A

Olympia WA 98504-7331

Ms. Christina Martinez
Environmental Initiatives Intern

Summit Facilitation Assistant

360-705-7492
360-705-6833
martinezc@wsdot.wa.gov

WSDOT, Environmental Affairs Office
Environmental and Engineering Service Center
Administration

PO Box 47331, Room 2A

Olympia WA 98504-7331

Ms. Shari Schaftlein

Deputy Director, Environmental

360-705-7446
360-705-6833
sschaft@wsdot.wa.gov

WSDOT, Environmental Affairs Office
Environmental and Engineering Service Center
Regulatory Compliance Program

PO Box 47331

Olympia WA 98504-7331

Ms. Judy Stratton

Environmental Specialist

360-705-7490
360-705-6833
strattju@wsdot.wa.gov

WSDOT, Program Management
Planning and Programming Service Center
Room 3C11

PO Box 47325

Olympia WA 98504-7325

Mr. Pat Morin

Priority Development Engineer
Summit Facilitator

360-705-7141
360-705-6812
morinp@wsdot.wa.gov
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State and Federal Agency Issues Identified for Summit

(draft 12/27/99) .

fssues received from:

o000l oo o Juy Odo

Idaho Transportation Department
Idaho Department of Water Resources
tdaho Department of Fish & Game

Oregon Department of Transportation
Oregon Department of Environmental Quality
Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife

Washington State Department of Transportation
Washington Department of Ecology

Washington State Department of Natural Resources
Washington Office of Archaeology and Historic Preservation

Federal Highways Administration - Oregon Division
Federal Highways Administration - Washington Division
Federal Highways Administration - [daho Division
Federal Highways Administration - Federal Western Lands
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers - Portland District

US Forest Service - Region 1 (N. Idaho)

US Forest Service - Region 4 {Southern idaho)

U.S. Forest Service - Region & {Oregon & Washington)
Bureau of Land Management - Oregon & Washington
US Fish & Wildiife Service, Region 1

Issues Pending from:

CU0d O v e oo

Idaho Division of Environmental Quality
ldaho State Historic Preservation Office

Oregon Division of State Lands
Oregon Land Conservation and Development Department
Qregon State Historic Preservation Office

Washington State Department of Fish & Wildlife
Federal Transit Administration
National Marine Fisheries Service

Bureau of Indian Affairs
Bureau of Land Management - [daho
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Idaho Department of Water Resources
(12/9/99 fax from Erv Ballou, 208-327-5448 eballou @idwr.state.id.us)

Issues:

1. in Idaho the Idaho Department of Water Resources is charged with reviewing any activity within
a stream channel which alters the channel. Proposed activities must be revieaved to determine if the
project will cause excessive damage to the stream and it's environment. The problem most often occurring
is that projects involving highways is that the project is designed prior to this review and if the review
identifies problems with the design in relationship to the stream channel changes can be costly and delays
significant.

Transportation planning needs to factor in the other concems charged to various state and federal
agencies and develop a concurrent plan, which includes protection of waterways to the extent practical.
Then the application and permit process should be addressed. Most delays are caused not by the permit
process by lack of planning and/or input from resource agencies.

2. Pre-planning to address environmental can alleviate some of the time delay experienced
due to need 1o set priorities at the permitting level. At the state permitting level there are not enough
resources to stop review of many projets to give priority to numerous highway projects to try to resoive
Issues which could have been addressed by pre-application review.

Agreements:

IDWR is moving toward time management by developing programmatic review of minor projects in
an effort to reduce some of the causes for permit delay and has entered into an MOU with the Idaho
Department of Transportation to facilitate maintenance. However some districts don't like to hold the
planning meetings and ITD doesn't use the MOU effectively and creates problems and delays by submitting
application for maintenance projects.

l. Agreements need to be utilized

2. BMP's need to be written into the agreements

3. Planning and agreements need to be specific concerning water quality

Advisory Committees:

Interagency advisory committees need to be formed and hold regular meetings to discuss
transportation issues involving stream and wetlands

1. Continue with wetland banking discussions and planning.

2. Coordination between permitting agencies.
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Idaho Department of Fish & Game
(11/29/99 e-mail from Tracey Trent,208-334-2595
ttrent@idfg.state.id. us)

The main concern IDFG has is:

We have the data and expertise to prepare BAs on species of special concern and listed species. IDT
commonly hires consultants to do this work. IDT and IDFG are currently working together to develop a
mutually beneficial program to streamline environmental review and make the most efficient use of the
TEA funds.

Oregon

Oregon Department of Transportation
(11/19/99 e-mail from Eb Engelmann, Project Support Manager, 503-986-3481
eberhard,engelmann @ odot.state.or.us)

Issues

1. Agency Involvement at the Wrong Time. In Oregon, as elsewhere, traditionally and currently agencies
are involved too little early and too much late in the project development process. In Oregon, where
planning is extensive and visible, where we have a statewide land use planning agency with nineteen
statewide planning goais, where all cities and counties have state certified plans with transporation
elements, this is doubly unfortunate and inefficient. Many, if not most, of the meaningful major decisions on
growth allocations and parameters, population and employment assignments, and resource trade-offs are
made up-front, when the resource and regulatory agencies are absent. Frequently then, ODOT gets caught
in a double bind of honoring the planning decisions at the start of projects, while defending them much later
on at the permitting stage. Here the agencies frequently want to question anew the purpose and need,
project context, alignment, and so on—the classic "second bite of the apple.” And they typically want to
reengage public invelvement in these decisions. Then they want to thoroughly regulate the subsequent
design work. This is woefully inefficient and counterproductive. Fortunately, it only tends to be truly
problematical on the most major projects, but these are also the most visible and sometimes already
inherently contentious projects. The agencies clearly need to show-up (and stay) at the table during the
major planning activities. '

In this particular arena, we are actively working an ODOT environmental initiative to move the NEPA
process up into the planning stage and to better integrate NEPA and planning processes for those major
projects with detailed planning histories (refinement plans). Of course, that raises other questions of
appropriate levels of detail and staged decision-making, but some sort of merger seerms strongly advisable
here. We have FHWA's support and encouragement in this endeavor.

2. Endangered Species Act Inefficiencies. ESA administration and implementation in Oregon is done on a
species by species, project by project basis, by agencies with chronic staff shortages and substantial
underfunding for the task at hand. This is glaringly inefficient both from a scientific as well as a pragmatic
point of view. We need to seriously explore ecosystem and watershed approaches on the resource side,
and programmatic approaches in the transportation arena. Attempts by ODOT to do biological
assessments on watershed or programmatic bases have met with legal rebukes from NMFS attorneys in
the past.
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3. A Win/tose Mentality between Regulators and Regulateds. We ali appear to inherently approach our
interactions from a positional instead of an issues point of view. We slip into an adversarial instead of a
collaborative perspective. For some, this is unwitting. For others, it is deliberate. Some transportation staff
have no sensitivity nor respect for environmental processes and values. Some regulatory staff have an
overt project obstructionist perspective. This is not OK for governmental entities. We need to make the
most productive, joint decisions benefitting the total built and natural environments. This is best done at the
planning stage, as elaborated above, but it is also done with mutually agreed upon best management
practices and outcomes in the conduct of our transportation activities: We need to jointly strive for optimal
tradeoffs between resource use and protection.

4. A Lingering Regulatory Distaste for Resource Banking and Resource Preservation Credits. Presumably,
most mitigation is best done in-kind and in-place. But sometimes this approach is productively, logistically,
and financially prohibitive. Countless staff hours and tens or hundreds of thousands of dollars can be
expended upon a fruitless quest for on-site avoidance, minimization, or mitigation activities. Additionally,
project schedules, budgets, and public confidence are seriously impacted. More rational, more balanced
decision-making needs to take place to untie some of these Gordian knots of contention.

5. Ingtabiiity of Transportation and Environmental Financing and Agendas. All too often the best laid
environmental plans, strategies, and actions are compromised or sacrificed in the face of irregular and
limited financing and changing political agendas. Many best management practices, desirable outcomes,
enhancement opportunities, balanced resource tradeoffs, and the like are compromised or abandoned in
the face of fiscal uncertainty or austerity; dueling regulations, guidelines, and practices (in the areas of
safety, liability, engineering design standards, efc. versus sound environmental practice); and changing
political priorities. Politics and finances rather than rational science often prevail in decision-making,
rendering outcomes somewhat irrational and less than satisfactory environmentally,

Interagency Forums

1. Association of Clean Water Agencies. State, county, and consuitant groups. Meet monthly. Work upon
NPDES & stormwater issues.

2. Ongoing ODOT/DEQ NPDES/Stormwater Conference. Work upon NPDES and stormwater issues.

3. Society of Wetlands Scientists. Periodic meetings. Contacts and scientific watlands issues,

Agresments

1. NEPA/404 Accord. Done under FHWA sponsorship. Ten state and federal agencies seeking to merge
and streamline NEPA and 404 procedures, some of which are potentially overlapping and redundant. Has
been a mixed success due to changing workioads from modernization projects to preservation projects,
changing staffing at the agencies, and weak accord maintenance efforts.

2. Interagency culvert design standards and agreement. Prepared among several agencies interested in
and impacted by this topic. Currently being used, but probably in need of updating.

3. Four staffing agreements between ODOT and regulatory agencies:
One position funded at NMFS devoted to ODOT anadromous fish impacting activities.

Two ODFW positions funded by ODOT to work with ODOT in a consulting capacity for "fish-friendly”
ODOT design, construction, and maintenance activities.

One position funded at DEQ to work upon ODOT NPDES permits.
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4. Programmatic agreement in progress {Statewide Programmatic General Permit) for DSL to assume
"fower threshold " 404 permitting from COE on behalf of ODOT. DSL, ODOT, COE, and USFWS are the
principals to the agreement.

5. ODOT MOUs with the several tribes establishing protocols for the handling and treatment of
archaeological remains.

Oregon Department of Environmental Quality
(11/22/99 mail from Annette Liebe, Manager, Airshed Planning, 503-229-6919
liebe.annette @deq.state.or.us)

ISSUES
Issue 1: SIP Development - Priority: #1

fssue Statement: To develop Air Quality pians under the Clean Air Act, Oregon DEQ relies on the
cooperation of transportation planning agencies to determine the appropriate techniques for estimating
motor vehicle travel. We rely on traffic data (as weill as information on the future transportation system) from
QODOT and MPOs to estimate current and future vehicle miles traveled as well as evaluating intersection
volumes and delays. This information is then used to estimate emissions and concentrations at
intersections.

Progress: DEQ completed plans for several air quality control areas in Oregon.

Unmet Needs: Air Quality plans are still needed for many areas due to limited resources for planning
staff. '

Issue 2: Conformity Determinations - Priority: #2

Issue Statement: Oregon DEQ participates in interagency consultation and review in the process of
aligning Regional Transportation Plans and Transportation Improvement Projects with the State
Implementation Plan {(SIP).

Progress: DEQ has developed good working relationships with ODOT and Metropolitan Planning
Organizations.

Um-net Needs: ©Ongoing interagency consultation consurnes a significant amount of staff resources that
are currently funded with fungible funds.

Issue 3: Carbon Monoxide "Hot Spot” Analysis Protocol - Priority: #3

_Issue Statement: A protocol is needed for determining when Carbon Monoxide "Hot Spot” analyses should
be performed for the transportation conformity process.

Progress: DEQ entered into an agreement that the state Department of Transportation should create this
protocol. DEQ provided ODOT (Environmental Services section) a draft protocol from which to begin.

Unmet Needs: The Hot Spot Analysis Protocol has been developed but not finalized. This causes
inefficiencies for local governments and transportation related agencies,
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Issue 4: Transportation Medeling - Priority: #4

Issue Statement: Developing reliable clean air pians requires accurate modeling of motor vehicle travel
and transportation systems.

Progress: Significant resources were invested in Portland's MPO (Melro) to advance the state of the art of
transportation madeling. This effort is expected to produce wide-ranging benefits for the envircnment and
responsible use of land.
Unmet Needs: Modeling requires an ongoing commitment of resources for interagency consultation and
staff training. Training opportunities for AQ planning staff are limited but this need may be met through the
Oregon Modeling Steering Committee,

INTERAGENCY FORUMS

Forum: Joint Policy Advisory Commitiee on Transponation (Portland Metropolitan Planning Organization)

Meeting Frequency: Monthly

Participants: Oregon DOT, Washington State DOT, Tri-Met (transit agency), Port of Portland, Elected
local officials, U.S. DOT, Oregon DEQ,

Next Steps: Ongoing

Products: Regional Transportation Plans {(RTPs), Transportation Improvement Programs (TIPs},
Transportation Conformity Determinations. '

Forum: Transportation Policy Alternatives Committee (Portland)
Meeting Frequency: Monthly

Participants: Oregon DOT, Tri-Met {transit agency), Port of Portland, Elected local officials, U.S. DOT,
Oregon DEQ, Citizen Interests.

Next Steps: Ongoing

Products: Draft Regional Transportation Plans (RTPs), Draft Transportation improvement Programs
(TIPs), Draft Transportation Conformity Determinations.

Forum: Salem-Keizer Area Transportation Study, Technicai Advisory Commitiee
Meeting Frequency: Monthly

Participants: Oregon DOT, Local transit agency, Local political units, U.S. DOT, Oragon DEQ, Oregon
Dept. of Land Conservation_ and Development.

Next Steps: Ongoing

Products: Draft Regional Transportation Plans (RTPs), Draft Transportation Improvement Programs
(TIPs), Draft Transportation Conformity Determinaticns.
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Forum: Rogue Valley Metropoelitan Planning Organization Technical Advisory Committee.
Meeting Frequency: Monthly

Participants: Rogue Valley Transit District, Oregon DOT, Oregon DEQ, Oregon Dept. of Land
Conservation and Development, U.S. DOT, Local jurisdictions.

Next Steps: Ongoing

Products: Draft Regional Transportation Plans {(RTPs), Draft Transportanon Improvement Programs
(TIPs), Draft Transportation Conformity Determinations.

Forum: Community Solutions Teams
\ Meeting Freguency: Bi-weekly

Participants; Cregon DEQ, Oregon DOT, Oregon Dept. of Economic and Community Development,
Oregon Dept. of Land Conservation and Development

Next Steps: Ongoing

Products: Interagency coordination of issues related to livability and community development.
Forum: Cregon Modeling Steering Committee

Meeting Frequency: Quarterly

Participants: Portland Metro, Oregon DOT, U.S. DOT, Lane Council of Governments, Mid Willamette
Valley Council of Governments, Rogue Valley Council of Governments, Oregon DEQ, Oregon Dept. of
Economic Developmeant, Oregon Dept. of Land Conservation and Development.

Next Steps: Ongoing

Products: Advanced computer model for statewide transportation planning, annual symposium on Travel
Demand/Land Use Modeling, training for travel demand modeling.

EXISTING AGREEMENTS

Agreement Title & Date: Oregon Transportation Conformity Rules (Consultation Provisions: OAR 340-252-
0060, attached)

Participants: U.S. DOT, U.S. EPA, Oregon DEQ, Oregon DOT, Lane Regional Air Pollution Control
Authority, Portland Metro, Lane Council of Governments, Mid Willamette Valley Council of Governments,
Rogue Valley Council of Government.

Purpose: To specify the roles and responsibilities for interagency consultation to meet the requirements of
Transportation Conformity rules. (Transportation plans, programs, and federally sponsored or approved
transportation projects must align with the provisions of air quality plans contained in the Clean Air Act
State Implementation Plan.)

What's Working: Disparate mandates, pressures and constituencies continually pull participating agencies
in various directions pointing out the need for the ongoing interagency consultation. Through this process
agencies have developed generally good working relationships that achieve transportation systems that
are compatible with air quality goals.
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What's Not Working: All agencies feel the need for more training opportunities in three areas:
Transpontation Conformity requirements, Travel Demand Modeling, and Mobile Emissions Modeling. In
addition, U.S. EPA’s guidance for projecting future VMT (Vehicle Miles Traveled} for air quality plans
specifies use of HPMS data. This requirement is inappropriate and counterproductive for many areas
(including all areas in Oregon) as it consumes significant resources and seriously constrains advanced
transportation modeling.

Evaluation Mechanism: Ad hoc

Oregon Department of Environmental Quality
©(11/22/99 mail from Ann Levine, 503-229-5073
levine.ann @deq.state, or.us)

1. Agency Issues

Issue: There is no existing ODOT-DEQ process to address water quality issues in the design phase of the
highway construction program. The DEQ recognizes that providing general and site-specific guidance to
ODOT on proposed transportation projects in the conceptual stage would net the State significant gains in
the prevention and control of non-point source pollution,

Unmet needs: Given competing non-point source needs, DEQ resources are not availabile for coordination
and consultation with ODOT on proposed road projects.

Issue: Lack of infrastructure or mechanism for assessing and prioritizing potential projects under any of the
focus areas in TEA-21. Existing highways contribute sediment, reduce shade (i.e. increase water
temperature), increase heavy metals and petroleum, and promote surface flow of contaminated water to
salmon spawning and rearing waters and other T&E species habitat.

Unmet needs: There are no DEQ resources available for a comprehensive evaluation of the water quality
impacts of the state highway system, to evaluate data needs, or develop criteria for prioritization.

Issue: Need for DEQ to broaden its environmental focus to include environmental issues related to
endangered species listings. DEQ's programs and staff expertise have focused on implementation of water
quality standards and point source pollution control. Point source control must continue, and limited
resources are available for non-point source control. This underscores the agency’s limitations on
resources that should be directed to transportation project-related issues.

Unmet needs: Training, staff resources, and data to assess compliance with habitat standard.

2. Interagency Forums

Forum Name: The DEQ/ODOT Steering Committee

Meeting Frequency: Once per month to once every other month

Participants: DEQ Water Quality Policy manager, policy analyst, water quaiity liaison; ODOT regional
managers, maintenance managers, salmon plan staff. Others as needed to address specific issues.

Next steps: Complete review of NPDES permit application, discuss UIC issues.

Products: NPDES permit, negotiated MOA for agency cooperation.
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Forum Name: ODOT Winter Maintenance Technical Advisory Committee
Meeting Frequency: Two to three times per year.

Participants: Representatives of state and federal fish and wildlife agencies, tribes, DEQ, affected ODOT
district managers, ODOT environmental staff.

Next steps: ODOT will implement TAC recommendations this winter. TAC will meet and review manitoring -
results next spring.
Products: Management and monitoring recommendations.

Forum Name: ODOT Water Quality Technical Committee.
Meeting Frequency: Three to four times per year.
Participants: ODOT erosion control and design staff, DEQ water quality liaison.

Next steps: Finalize Erosion & Sediment Control Handbook, finalize ODOT water quality facilities policy.

3. Existing Agreements
Agreement Title & Date: Interagency Agreement, 7/31/98.
Participants: ODOT and DEQ.

Purpose: ODOT funds one permit writer at DEQ fo write a statewide storm water permit; an MOA for
implementation of the MS4, TMDLs, and UIC programs; and provide technical and regulatory assistance to
ODOT. '

Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife
(11/17/99 e-mail from Randy Reeve, ODFW/ODOT Coordinator, 541-265-3139
Randall.N.Reeve @odot state.or.us)

The following is a short list of issues that you requested in your November 4, 1999 memo and from our
phone conversation on November 17, 1999. You requested a short list that the group could go over and
discuss. | will gladly work with you to further flush out issues and examples once your group picks the
discussion items for the summit.

The major issues are :

Fish passage at road crossings

Corridor Planning (cumulative impact)

Banking ( wetland, fish habitat)

Addressing old plans to current environmental conditions

Mitigation for impacts to Fish , Wildlife, Nongame and habitat losses.
interruption of Wildlife Migration routes

Fragmentation of Habitats

Rip Rap in streams and stream channel changes

N A WD =
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Significant progress:

Unmet needs

Interagency Forums

1a. Culvert inventory completed on all State and County roads identifying fish
passage problems. ODOT agreed to address all high priority culverts.

2a. ODOT has paid for 2 ODFW personnel which can now attend most of the
corridor planning meetings. '

3a. Banking issues are being discussed

4a., 5a., 6a., 7a. Ba., ODOT has paid for 2 ODFW personnel which can now attend
some of the Project Development team meetings to assist with these issues.

1b. Fish Passage structures need to be researched thoroughly to get cost effective
and passage effective designs. This information is needed nationwide so that each
state doesn't keep inventing the wheel.

2b Adequate staff in resource agencies need to be allotted to address all
transportation issues. Big picture approach needs to take into account ianduse
planning and-all transportation agencies not just State. (county and cities)

3b Information needs to disseminate throughout the States not only to
transportation agencies but also to resource agencies so that better projects can be
constructed. (i.e. Design information, mitigation criteria, mitigation techniques, and
new techniques for construction.)

1. ODFW/ODOT coordinator positions currently 2 for the whole State
1a. Dedicated resource personnel to address all State transportation issues.

2. 404 Accord signed MOU's between DSL, Corp, ODFW, ODOT, and DEQ

| hope this assists your group in deciding what issues need to be addressed at the summit. | look forward to

working with you,

Washington

Washington State Department of Transportation
(12/1/99 e- mail from Shari Schaftlein, Deputy Director, Environmental Services, 360-705-7446

sschaft@wsdot.wa.gov)

NOTE: the Environmental Affairs Office is preparing a chart of all of our agreements and interagency forums
of which there are many, the format for this will be provided at the ACT meeting.




1. Resource and Regulatory Agency Involvement:

Washington state has had a NEPA/SEPA/Section 404 Merger agreement and process in place for several
years. Before the merger, permits were usually applied for after the NEPA/SEPA processes were '
completed. In processing these applications, permitting agencies often questioned decisions made during
the environmental process. This resulted in the WSDOT revisiting those earlier decisions, sometimes
having to consider other alternatives, and redesigning projects, adding time and costs to projects.

The merger process was intended to remove these obstacles by having the resource and regulatory
agencies involved throughout the development of projects, resutting in solutions to the transportation
deficiencies that would avoid or minimize aquatic impacts. Issuance of permits would then be fairly
automatic.

While the merger has created a forum for better communication and coordination between the agencies who
have a stake in the process, it does not appear that it has produced more timely decisions, shortened the
overall environmental process, or lowered costs. Instead, it has brought about a new and different set of
obstacles that add time and costs to project development. The decisions may be better, but the process
does not appear to be effecient. In the past we had trouble getting permits. Now we have trouble getting
concurrences at the major milestones. Resource and regulatory agencies do not appear to have the
resources to commit to true early and continual coordination, especially for the large and long-term projects
that require it most.

2. No Federal Recognition of GMA Planning:

As a state functioning under a Growth Management Act, our proposals must be consistent with local
govemments' comprehensive land use planning. However, regulatory agencies guestion the assumptions
and decisions made by the local governments in the comprehensive planning process, and that we have
made our proposals consistent with it, even though this planning process has included an environmental
review element.

At the same time, the federal agencies do not currently get invoived in early transportation planning at the
local level, because there is no federal nexus. When the environmental document is prepared, the early
planning that is required in Washington state under GMA is not recognized by the federal resource agencies
- because it is not “in the NEPA process". Either the federal agencies must acknowledge the GMA planning
process or get involved in it.

3. Lack of Understanding Between Agencies:

There is a general lack of understanding between agencies about their various roles, mandates, missions,
and regulatory requirements. WSDOT often does not understand why agencies such as the EPA or the
COE react, comment as they do, or require certain specific wording or mitigation in environmental
documents or permit applications. At the same time, the agencies do not understand the Department’s role,
mandate, mission, or how and why proposals are developed. This lack of understanding results in needless
interagency friction and project delays.

Not to steel Al Gore's thunder with reinventing government, but the goals behind this movement are
applicable to transp/enviro streamlining. Agency directors must provide the leadership to look at delivery of
government services in an efficient manner. They must push the limits of their discretionary power related to
providing flexibility, innovation, and creativity while meeting the "intent of laws® - stand alone as well as
conflicting ones. If organization are set up to perpetuate the command and control approach, change them
to reflect technical assistance and compliance incentives. If organziations are set up to perpetuate single
media, narrow scope objectives, change them to operationalize watershed and ecosystem management.
Where there are perceived conflicts to laws raise the issue for legal and legislative clarification; if there is
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risk aversion to achieve a balance offer pilots or demo alternatives: better yet take issue on with cooperative
agency initiated legislation. Consider the following as action items:

* participate in shared strategic planning sessions with customers
" provide for job rofations amoungst agencies
* co-finance positions
* changes to policy and rules should only be generated through negotiated rulemaking processes

If agencies default to case by case reviews 1o retain a percieved need for authority streamlining FAILS.
Energy must be directed to accomodating the bulk of the repetative actions. A focus is needed on guidance,
checklists, etc. with everyone letting go of perfection so energy is focused on emerging, high profile,
complicated issues. An example of maodel progress was submitted by the Hazardous Waste group:

In October 1997, a series of checKlist outlines were distributed for each discipline study. The checklists form
the basis of all discipline reports. Because Hazardous Waste reports created unique problems, additional
guidelines were prepared in coordination with FHWA to provide additional clarification and objectives. The
guidelines were published in September 1997 and also as part of the interim update to the Environmentai
Procedures Manual

With two years of experience with reports prepared using these guidelines WSDOT can now demonstrate
that reports are more comprehensive and complete. Furthermore, Hazardous Waste Discipline Studies no
longer generate contentious reviews with FHWA.

WSDOT has started a dialogue with the region FHWA to explore the feasibility of incorporating WSDOT
guidelines into the NHI course on hazardous wastes in highway projects.

In addition to discipline study methodologies the Spill Planning work we have done was shared with Oregon
as a train the trainer exercise. Now with the current 695 cloud | doubt we will have enough resources to
keep spill planning moving at more than a snail's pace. There is no reason to wave the ilag if we don't have
any funding to share our experiences with these folks,

4. Lack of Agency Resources:

Effective early coordination for transportation projects requires that work be ‘front loaded’ into the planning
and scoping phases, as well as the traditional environmental document review and permitting processes.
Meeting those needs stresses the resource agency and transportation agency resources.

WSDOT prior to 1695 cutbacks had committed to funding 14 resource agency staff, this will be cut back by
$450,000 so likely only 9 positions will be fully funded. We are still evaluated some funding for all agencies.

5. Level of Support from FHWA:

FHWA needs to be a more active partner in the development and delivery of transportation projects as
outlined in the FHWA pubiication Interagency Coordination with Federal Agencies during the FHWA Project
Planning and NEPA Process. State DOT's need to know that FHWA will be an advocate with the federal
agencies in interpreting and implementing the streamlining MOU for the transportation projects it agrees to
fund.,

The Hazardous Waste Discipline Study is one of several discipline reports prepared for Environmental
Impact Statements (E1Ss) and other envirenmental documents that are used to analyze environmental
tmpacts. These studies must be thorough in order to provide the data necessary to recognize and assess
the impacts associated with each respective discipline.
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6. TEA 21 Funding issues

a) The autherization in TEA 21 for funding resource agencies is not used as intended, There are many
funding and contracting obstacles to overcome to take advantage of this provision. Congressional
intervention is necessary to achieve the intent of streamlining

b) Access to TEA 21 funds for enhancement projects for water quality, habitat, and wetiands is difficult at
best. The bias is heavy in favor of pike, ped, historic properties, scenic highways, etc. Few “enviro” projects
are submitted and fewer yet are funded. There is virtually no capacity building going on in the enviro
sections of state DOTs and Local agencies to develop the advocates to compete on a level playing field in
the transportation funding world. The complexity of the So. CA example is a case in point.

7. NMFS and USFWS

Salmon and Bull trout listings have create an obvious, significant issue for public works agencies. These
listings have the potential to impact projects almost anywhere in the state. Section 7 ESA consultations
have become increasingly complex as we now are addressing aquatic systems in urbanized areas. Many
more projects will require consuitation than ever before and many more parties are involved, particularly
local agencies. We have a severe workload problem with processing consultations with NMFS and growing
problem with USFWS due to lack of staff resources in these agencies. In addition, these new listings have
raised new technical issues related to project effects and overlap of federal regulations (ESA/CWA). This
has necessitated a response emphasizing creativity, adaptability, information exchange and

Solutions for Consultation Bottleneck Issues:

* Development of Programmatic Biological Assessments- a major streamhnlng effort for consultation,
* Placement of Liaison staff at fed agencies to improve capacity

Solutions for New Technical Issues

* Work groups developed for interim and long term solutions for technical issues (i.e stormwater,
indirect effects)

* tse or env research approach to address technical issues

* Creations of Stormwater Summit to address regulatory overlap and need for consistent approaches

Solutions for Information Exchange

* ESA training provided for extensive numbers of staff involved with consultation
* Outreach training for local government staff

* ESA Weekly e-newsletter

* WSDOT ESA Exec group for rapid exec action and information exchange

8. Regarding Wetlands

Banking

Our big issue is getting wetland banking working. We have an MOU with federal and state agencies
(Bart or Heather can supply). This has taken several years to develop. The complex association of fed,
state and local regs in WA makes gaining agreement on any one point a true challenge. We are now
proceeding with three banks that are in the early stages of development. Resource agencies are still not at
ease with the process. Qur state Dept. of Ecology is now developing banking rules for The state. this has
reopened issues and may raise the bar on banks enough to make them only marginally better than
concurrent mitigation,
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Mitigation Success Standards

We are also working in an interagency effort to evaluate the standards for success for wetland mitigation
sites. Many standards are arbitrary and may not reflect reasonable performance measures. We are
addressing this through a scientific study of the attributes of wetland mitigation sites over 5 years old. This
effort involves WA and OR and a grant from EPA

Functions Assessment

We have been working with wetlands functions assessment and the application of the Hydrogeomorphic
Model (HGM) for functions assessment in WA, This has been an interagency technical team approach to
creating a fieid assessment method which evaluates the types of ecological functions wetlands perform (i.e.
flood storage, wildlife habitat etc.).. This may help with better ecological protection of wetlands through
better understanding of their functions. It can help with impact assessment, alternative selection and
mitigation.

9. Flood Related Ideas

A strategic response to imminent threat should be agreed on by Transportation (State and local) agencies
and by Federal and State resource agencies. An array of flood emergency repair BMPs needs to be part of
the strategy. Excellent beginning is the WSDOT North Cascades Flood Emergency Repair Strategic Plan,
June 1999. We're pursting a draft guidance document that builds on this for WSDOT, statewide. Fits with
the caption below re: BMPs.

Re: Stafford Act; Pacific NW leaders need to advocate for amendments to the Stafford Act that consider the
ESA listings. Amendments are dead for '99; may come again (?). Now is the time to consider changing the
laws that make it too expensive to “do the right thing" rather than to wait until a disaster occurs and fix within
the same footprint. The following is an excerpt from an earlier "brainstorm.”

If the door is open to amend the Act, we'd like to see Congress change the exemption from NEPA. Stafford
should be consistent with FHWA funding and others which still go through some environmental review.
This is key for integrating other concerns like protecting habitat for ESA listed species.

> Should change the provision that forces use of the existing footprint.
> Should add funding for environmental mitigation elermnents.
The House amendments focus on predisaster mitigation only. And yet, if they don't include consideration of
environmental impacts, predisaster work will be unlikely to help, and could cause harm. SHB 3110 contains
a lot of language that could be used in Senate amendments, such as:
Support flood hazard reduction projects that address multiple objectives and yield multiple benefits
(e.g.. enhance fish or wetland resources, address community flooding concerns). Complimentary
objectives include flood hazard reduction, public safety, stormwater management, economic
stability, fish and wildlife habitat, wetland restoration and preservation.

Give incentives for local jurisdictions to incorporate innovative flood management techniques such
as floodplain restoration and watershed management planning.

Encourage FEMA to include incentives for better planning in the Community Rating System as
reduced flood insurance fees.
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These points are completely consistent with the Draft Statewide Strateqy to Recover Salmon - Volume 2,
see below.

Joint Cabinet's Permit Streamlining Oversigh’Advisory Committee is charged with elevating issues
and recommendations, particularly for changes in federal requirements, as needed to the Joint
Cabinet. (lll.F.2.335) '

Issues with Emergency Permitting

Criteria and procedures for use of emergency permit exemptions and funding can lead to projects
that adversely impact fish and wildlife. The ability to get emergency permit {and environmental
review) exemptions, and emergency funding, can drive project decisions, including construction
alternatives and timing, that harm fish and habitat. To be eligible for emergency tunding from
FHwA. FEMA, NRCS, for example, projects typically must be completed in 40-180 days of the
emergency event. Also, projects must include only the amount of work necessary to correct the
damages caused by the event. This can encourage people or agencies to wait until the damage
has occurred, to work during or after the flooding event when damage to fish and habitat is greater,
and to fail in addressing the cause of the problem and preventing its reoccurrence. In addition,
projects that include design or structure revisions to address flood hazard reduction or future flood
avoidance are automatically penalized with a reduction in funds available. (1ll.F.2.332)

Washington Department of Ecology
(11/29/99 e-mail from Sandra Manning, Ecology Liaison to DOT, 360-407-6912
smand61@ecy.wa.gov)

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on issues and concems for the upcoming summit. We
are encouraged by the efforts you are making for improving environmental protection and agency
coordination under the Transportation Equity Act for the 21 Century (TEA-21). We hope the summit will
work towards continuing these improvements of coordinated environmental review.

| agree with your comment that Washington DOT has been a model for other DOTs on
environmental initiatives, goals and compliance efforts. Ecology has been working closely with Washington
DOT on many environmental improvements in planning, permitting and project review. Washington DOT
has set strong environmental goals and are working with the agencies to achieve those goals. Per your
request, | have summarized below the priority activities that are currently underway and priority issues that
we are dealing with. | am looking forward to seeing these efforts completed and implemented, and hope the
Summit will provide us an opportunity to set the stage for increased success in environmental protection.

1. Ecology’s Priority issues - Describe each programmatic, resource, data, or expertise issue involving
transportation projects. Listed in priority order:

a) ESA compliance and recovery - Planning and impiementing DOT projects in a manner that avoids
impacts to ESA species and their habitat, and works towards recovery of the listed species.

Unmet needs;

* Staffing at NMFS and USFWS to complete agency programmatic approvals, habitat conservation
plans, and to prepare biological opinions on DOT biological assessments.
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* ldentification of priority habitats for species recovery so DOT can focus mitigation efforts in these
areas.

* Money for DOT to remove identified fish passage barriers.

Improved planning by DOT, working with the resource agencies to identify critical areas necessary
for avoidance and recovery (goal of NEPA PIT process), and flexibility by agencies to allow these
areas to be purchased and restored or preserved with mitigation doilars.

Education to DOT maintenance and construction staff on critical salmon habitat and needs for
recovery (especially during emergency situations - see item ¢. below).

Significant Progress:

* DOT has 2 funded positions at NMFS working on DOT and Trans-Aid project review. DOT
also has 1 funded position at Ecology working on programmatic approvals for Corps and
Ecology permits,

b) Watershed planning and recovery -- Through improved watershed planning with local jurisdictions,
important resource areas should be identified that are critical for flood storage, fish and wildlife habitat,
aquifer recharge, and general watershed heailth. These areas should be set aside through mitigation
purchases, restoration efforts or FEMA buy-outs to work towards watershed improvements and ESA
fecovery.

Unmet needs:
* Data - Waltershed plans have not been completed and pricrities have not been identified.

Consistency in watershed management efforts by federal, state and local resource agencies,
currently every jurisdiction has a different definition of watershed (sub-basin, basin, WRIA) and
different requirements for mitigation within those watersheds.

Local government planning often does not agree with state and federal transportation planning, and
efforts are duplicated through overlapping EIS documents or other planning tools that should be
combined.

Planning is not often done on a watershed level, but instead on a project by project effort which is
more expensive in the long run, and does not identify watershed needs, or all the impacts
associated with the project, i.e. secondary growth impacts,

Final Stream Channel Stabilization Guidelines - this document will identify how to conduct a review
of the steam system as a whole (watershed concept) to identify the cause of the problem, and best
treatment options for the cause rather than always reacting to the symptoms, and completing site-
specific solutions that just move the problem off-site,

Significant Progress:
* Policy guidance for mitigation has been prepared by Ecology, WDFW, and DOT to identify
mitigation requirements for each agency. The guidance allows mitigation on a WRIA basis

rather than sub-basins, and emphasizes prioritizing mitigation efforts based on the needs of
the impact site and watershed.
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c) Emergency werk during flood conditions - Environmental impacts for road repair projects during flood
conditions is extensive, and can often be avoided or minimized.

Unmet needs:
* Improved planning to identify pending eme'rgency work by DOT.

* Emergency funding sources and permit streamlining options that are available for imminent threat
projects (currently applicants wait until emergent situation to complete work so they can get
emergency repair funding and permit waivers, however this increases the project costs and
environmental impacts dramatically).

* Final Stream Channel Stabilization Guidelines for Emergency Work - this document will use the
concept of watershed review for identifying the cause of the problem, and will identify best
management practices identifies as acceptable to the resource and permitting agencies for use
during emergency situations. Once the agency requirements are identified, DOT and Federal
Highways will be able to access FEMA funds for the work.

* Revisions to FEMA restrictions of funding for site revisions or relocation {even if they will avoid
future wash-outs), environmental mitigation and buy-outs.

* Staff to complete a programmatic approval for ESA compliance for emergency work, and to assist
DOT engineers during cost recovery field review for emergencies to identify environmental
mitigation needs and costs to be included in assessments.

Significant Progress:

* Memorandum of agreement between DOT and agencies to identify pefmit and notification
requirements during emargencies.

* Pantnership meeting held where FEMA agreed they needed to comply with ESA (they had
believed to be exempt prior to this mesting), and agreed to work with the agencies to
complete a programmatic ESA approval for emergency work.

d) Stormwater - Improvements to stormwater treatment and storage methods, maintenance of existing
stormwater structures, treatment of existing high priority impervious surfaces, and prioritizing by watershed
needs for stormwater management is needed to reduce water quality impacts and erosion problems created
by additional impervious surfaces.

Unmet needs:

* Staff to complete revisions to Ecology's stormwater manual requirements.

* Legislation to allow flexibility in meeting stormwater compliance requirements using off-site
treatments efforts that are a priority to the watershed and allow for increased treatment for similar
costs of doing on-site treatment to meet the numerical standards under the Federal Clean Water Act

and State Water Quality Standards.

* Money for DOT to apply stormwater retrofit program to new projects to treat old impervious surfaces.
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program Becaoss Lo ose Ahalyiin s an mitegral part of the NERA Hocass | am recloding saues Eroeug hin
L my atterdion by our growth managemend stalf A5 Lind use patterns also aledt histong proparlies ir
maenel andy Natural Ihat my ledler inclede both and wse and Rstohs presenvalion ssyas thal shaukd be
Fughlighded dumndg this aummit &lsc, the ew ESA lIstmegs have a nreat geak of impact on both
trarspehtal e arl lamt use plannrg  Fhovs osporsted teoyonr questens o 0e oodur By were posed

I, Aty Issnay
B |suue Slatemenl
Broabar Frogaelies Furcularal resonec ez e Cice of Archaeology dnd Histodc Frasenedlon s

concemad that histonic sinctees, sqchaeology peoperties and radibunal culturail plasas am proparly
Tt re ] during] e e b Ul aBaria e duning Che ME A froceys,

B.X



Liarpd Ll |aleerris Tlos 230wt b Bbarnagaerresest prroage arn 1 e ierrined sl Saipd uzaa pallorie, aied
capial faciMies are property Sonsigaed duning NEPA analysizs  Infrastreciure most e Gonmieng
Wil e e haprwrl

Folh oMy arg pour 1y concemad [hal mussringhul seltanmamial dnabars anlads SxXamirmesg irmpec|s
to & range of resourcRs under all alernarves Mo impotanily, infrect ritects amd cumalaine
G e sk Boa ifwelasd A fetr OF Thye PSS IO SS

B Seponfecinn il Broanp oz

CIAHT Pay bean $17aamibming [hoir Seclon 106 prgess Thraugh Gl S

Growwlh Maridgs (et hdrs feaen 41 aaminendg 1he permd procoss Mo SERS CGAMA el Sholelibn
Managerart

¢ Unmet Meads
Mora 515 data redalive 19 emvronmentad ana lyas

Bertet dafined federal requiatens (ESA 38CFRIDO aic .

d Fronty Felative o Oiher [dentised |G
E huwrOrmantal atrea mlinang for iranspor stioh projects |3 & Digh priooty lor bolh growth managerrsent
and CAHP particularty with the new ESA Ishitgs and new cultural rescurce regulations
2 Iraragancy Forums
a Commules Trip Foedwchon Task Forons

Thrs Miesslz baiee @ mordh  Includas o reprosoclotnes ftom s growth managemeam peagram, DOT
prvale sector ather slate agercies and ransd auironties

L Slorrmwal er Advsory Commd es

Thes meets onoa a manth, Thes i a comamitbes that Includes a represantative from thd growh
[Fetd ket pragram ard $1a1e and foderad aguicees

o Teanspe it ctarowti Manaremanl Stoanmg Corrimif ae

Trus hars mal foue [Nmes arsl s cane fheam frosestatig ofe Decemnber - Ths commeTea e ludes a
represerative irom the growth management program. DOT ard regional |anspodauon planrirneg
|:-Ir_j..|f'||..!'.1.1|-::|r'|5.

Jd o ACC

T s pro=ils cquebfleerly Do lucdes stale 3 looersl agardsies and b repeosiardal e 10m e ghoath
rranagemiant program amnd Offer Slale agencinsg
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i Akl DOTCAHE eranatirg

Arnriiaal  SHPO ared o collaea] egescogaen P v e from WS 0T iy epch FORQISIFY L 0 A e
Basis to discusr DOTHoultural rassuica wsues and upeoming peopects

4 Ensling Agregmenis

a Prograninale Agreemen - QAHP and W3DOT are curmently developng a Programmahc
irgrommant 1o stroamhne e Sectios 106G procesa n Washungion Slate  Padioganls incloda FHWR
WEDOT CAHP, and the federal Advisory Councl on Hsarc: Presenaticn.

b Skale Saimen Hecovery Plan - Identied 1he sieps neadod to protect salmon and e land use
wore lowards This goal  Fare ipands include Guyvernars Saimon Recovery oftce, DOT. CTED

Ecolugy. FWS and Depaciment o Agricuiure. Products sclude a repon enlifked, Exncton is fof
1 Opheart And & Sl af mweiionong peants than slate agenciss wil ol ki

Thiege vkt s iwkimay tha i3sues That our Two cbiicas 1w Ciowth Managemarn program s tha Clika of
Archaeckagy srd Histofic Praservalion, have determined are crixal bo \ransporiahon projects. if vou have
Uy CUElna placse do ol heatale 1o Corkac] Ma sl (J60F 4070826 of by a-mad 4l
Allysenb @eted wa. v, Tha dweclor of [he Growth Management progam  Shane Hope. can be reached at
(360 F53-3 187 or by 8- mal a1 shaish @clod Yea goy  Thank-you bor inallatcg us inches irngoctant s,

Federa-.'"ﬂlgencfes

Federal Highways Administration - Oregon Division
011 178549 w-rnan | 1rom Dava Fedly, Assistar Dnosion Administrabod. |504) 5874723
vl g reilly @hwa dal gow)

EY T

I TImAry 1550E1E] have 1o oo with anainge e species ard panmis b s wetlands Magar
branortanGn profec s tuhe many [10-0-) years 1o dievalop, Slate and ocAl agencis davelopng 1hess
projects nedd aciva mvclyamnnt Nrougtaed the davelopmern procass rod just at the permittng phasos
Frofarms ocour because of overlapping permitting spheres and the inabdity of seme pevmithng agencies o
TOMMA pArganngd 10 e sdgaged Throoghou tha pannng peocess

A mredra spechic axample may be hepdul Vary sarly i the lile of a transpertaien developmen!
priyject 1hera s A nAed 19 oome 10 Aghearnend an the purpots And nawd lor (ha project Within tha contaxt of
Ihe NEFA process Ihe purpase and lead s agreed 1o preliminary 10 e Drah E1S during 1he panrindg
process  This may ocour fan o fflaen yanmes prov by acruesason of resourea dgitcy femits dor the actual
implemeniiation of the vopect  Developmert agefoms beoome extremedy fristraled whan pupese and mmed
IS uARLioned by rneouec jpar s dunng the permttneg jiocass Yhe frusiration 12 compoevdasd when

development pgencies pattava & kick al wllingness on 1he patt of résource agentes 1o be acireky
sngager during 1ha [da M a propec!

L)



o paartually ack e s concernn FHWA led an alfort 10 agroe om mergod NEF & ool e of
Engrwars 404 pertmd precassing  In Oegon this resubad iche NEPA LD Accord We have had very lew
Erpeects usineg oo MEFP S0 aocord Twaeess The Ffew 1A we bave had, we Brouglil Bbagrodgqing agdoc s
thru The process with vary n5lg spodeorgrd 31 0 vanous Check-in prenrs inne prockss  Ina pafact workd
thase acencias wolld sed s os o wntey b ged thes colue s qd) Fee Jakde aarty on tha NET*A procens
and be akde 1 eAact meamngiul changes. Because of ek af stak. mayon kek of commitmaent 1o ho
philcsapiy of 1he accefd process coupdoed wth Fact that ey Daver ad Thal sacormd "o e ™ o1 B g cunmny
th pormitting process, we have not besn siocessiul nengaqeg he resouesregulatody agencies  This
Fars Bk Turiiner SOmpicalad with the aumerous ESA slings of hsh.

Compedisalory milkgetion for ESA anpacls O oul ta nsgelaleon Qropcts 15 Aledhad hala We and
tha s1ata neard 10 undersiand the range of compersaiory mikation that wil be required by tha roscarce
agehcas  Fornalanca il the propect haa a carlam levelf of ESA impacts what i the comesponding armouwnt of
mitegation 1hal wa vall be oxpaciad 1o providecompensatney mitigation pmoporional 1o impacts)™

[FHaFAgancy Foryma

In e padl FHWA'S Regeon 10 Ofice sponaored an annual Eneerchnveibal Workshop That avolved
info ha Begion 10 Planning Epviropmental Warkshop This annual workshop provded an oppaHundy for
irelar ageiey disneasin of enyievnmandal and planmng msues  With the damese of FHWA's Reglon 10 CHice
Iha worksbaop 15 no ongar hakd,

Inlaragency Agreamenis

FHWA lgd the developmen of the NEPASDS accord nofed aboya and an ireragency MO deakng with fish
pSSa0a thitdigh cuberts

Federal Highways Administration - Washington Division
(11 1% wermail hem Shadon B Pree B E, Envirpnmantal Program Manager, 1360y T53-0554
=haurman prces & fhsva th rpow]

iilmes
ESA Progremmaltic Agreaameants

Limdad MAFS & USEFWS i3l and pyolving polees in responsae 1o the salmonid lsfings ate cawsirg tlekays
N ghdainirg the concurrences of Brlogral Cpireons reguired mber Secton 7ot he ESa wWhika T and
FHWA Bpuyia vk wril MBFS S USFWS on devedoping programmalic agreements e Reologeal
Assessmants. and esdablsreng threshoads lor aflect selarmenalions The limdad slatfing ard unanswered
scientilic quastons are hampanng complalon ol s ofiors Tho e he Rghagt prionty (SSwe P
e b e

Stormwater - specihcally dryvwlls

Slormwaler runcll and water qualily heve begn reamphasiZed roconiky. Wa fave Dagh wobkey wih EFgS
aned W8 DlgpiArnatd of Decdady 1 ascist WSHCT ard kaeal agoencins inoncisding tha aporopnata trnatmeen
fon Clshng atd propesod Inswedls (Fequlated unaer Ihe Undergroand ingecticn Control Acl) Same gudance
has baan provided by EFPS and WA Eookigy We neeed L reaso enr somistiog MOU bubwosun EPS ara| FHWA
for Saole Source Agquders T s iy aecend fsgleas] pooarey

B =%



Land Uss 4 Transportation

Wi rinant cuselec at e # Bow W sPreald eesapde e os oesladagestop bolaoor e e ared Nanzpaeration
cul NEPA duc.sens We gel commends fram EZ4 b pathoodar which ask that we question kal land s
rincissgi that arise rarn ocal palming eNots incldeng Thosa iegquired et YWaednglon's Growth
Managemam Acl. Therg 15 a “checken and egg” problem lor Iransponalion agences, whan we are asked o
try and Auoicd i yiky el use changas which generala tha reed 1ar pur projecls Propecied BB uses oflen
drive 1he need far B transpoitalan projec! This seems o me 1o b a fondamaal difevence in P sophy
sthic] miissen batergen FHWA nrd EPA, Ot kst harn oo Washington Slate The kay issosaxl sen f s
deAerrnung [wow frioch we shoukd aceep! ocal land se decisons - lor sxample 3 keal daskgnanon of an
whan growth boundany in acietrlaice with the Growth Managemant &ct - shoubt @ Federal agency reps: an
allemalive whach fanlitales the develsprnent of land within the urban growin bowndary on The bases that it
achved Saly adhind s fanmland which bas been raned ipustrgl

Interagency Forums
IFET

Thon Galbs mlu th "hisloncal” categony, Bl | Bl | way w0 ctocal st Toward The good Ity
redalratishaps we have davaloped hede In Washewjion This team consesling of the [asadars of slate and
Fochoral rogourco and tran sportalion sopiz s, Takd [hae groundwerk Ior many of Sur Cietet rarapancy
elfons. The IPET met quartarly trom 1931 ta 1392

HEPA aDd Matger Signalary Agancies Commitios

Washingion Stata's NEPA 404 Marger Agresment was sipned in 1954 The signatory agancwes, WSD0T.
FHWA, WA Dapt of Fish and Wikdlita WA Dapd M Ecolugy NMFS, USFWS, US Army Comps of Enginedra

and IS EFA meal quarterty 10 review EIS propects requinng ndradusl Comps Section 404 and Secon 10
pamts

Joint Procss s Iinpiaraimenl Team

TS itlastajerw: y Toinm wia s formed in July of 1958 buskding ane work, done by an FHWAWSDOT team whech
had bbar Wtk for the pravious we years 1o devakip a new approach fa the MEPA process. Thies effort
hins rorsudled a0 Throw pildt propocts 1esbreg they * gwivorded” HEF& process whech l8atured ondy coordinato
wilh all stahehokders and decigion makndg by consansus

Fedaral Highways Administration - Ighao Division
(1399 e-mal frem Mary Gray. Envonmental Program Managed. [208) 334,91 80x1.23
mary gray@ihwa dob povl

A8 mer dlisusnd | aim proeding you Teedoack an thu 13 of ssoes provded by Oregon and Wastunglon so
Phat b s chear whara we ara in popresarneatd

Oregon Departmant of Transportsion

1 We agrea with thi profkarm af aguney ineolvemant at the weang fima W da rot hava quite A% astensive
Elanning process as Orogon. [ urderstand the nesd By the resourcd d9unows fa have mare detaed

infoeraation Bofees they fan * birg irdo * progscls Ao slatting is irnaled And work ads aee Rea ey whick
hrvply O abally of resaurce ageraies r bu mvebood dunng e plarinng phases.
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YohVe have e wdibe esue @1l Enda ngeied Species Achmwffoacy Vo i sdabkng raar progeaimmalae
anreamants for spncieg when ard erosysiee hacard

A W Ao Ravg P sammep issipo with windloss
4 Wao have achually takan pasdive sleps in Mg diracton of bapking  The coms has bean very supparnve

artl wa have Dean working on gefing o slatewidda rn-lhoo fod ateantent wheh weoold ba batwasn tha
Cems FHWA 1T ard the Nalure Consernancy

5 Tha issue ol financing is a recurming ana bera in ldaho also
Infarsgency Forums o ldaho

1 'We are just baginning 1o ge1 an interagenacy forum [FT, FHYWA [dabe Fishoand Game (IDFG). USRS and
heapredually EALAAY b weark Fogethar an IRrealen and sodanguresd g s slalowey, LSES I0F G ated BLM
R Sl DHcloo sl wih specia gaporhse That woukd be tilized nn transperaton projects Concems 1o ba
scdressed. wikdlits croasings | fIsh pazssags, and how 1o Seal with inlarryptions 1o wikdlifs mitigstion
routes |

2 ITTr FH'WA, Corps and Mature Consansancy arg working an a stalaswsdo in-ligu fea miligabicn agreermenl
fof welland 1mpacts
Bofj i e LS

Chaths s coarimers Iy Resa

wahe Divislen Oflicea Sencanns

Wi e aality cnvirenmental dociments Thess tdocuments need o fully analyzs the poential mpacts
Wy bedwe b 1) schari o] I s ot B ays somesca wilh tha appropnala edqperiss doirg o anahyesls
Earty invcAvaimnant by the deasion office in tha eraronmental precaess would better assure o buy-in 1o 1he

5siHes e B eunalpdend ancd By eapasd o thee okt afteen by prestasa

Cal T sy MIlaledL (Wiubn as deseribed By e Srocery FHYWA dreciien aier v wifrabar eosiwee be o Dikahio

E:p F'l'-:_lgrm'nrl'qlru: S EpaaE Tl s

Thes s o wany hagh proey i lafee W b a ower growireg sd ol Theaalis ared encfanceresd e uss i
slate 115 exdremaly dificul 10 adequalely address a species ard proeded appropriale mitigaton or a
pregect by projed baws  This colesrins one af The mapr impades for warking lowards tha mloracguncy

W ring groups Satewrle

Interagancy Agreamants In [dahe
FEWA M s bod T duyalopimeit of B MEFAMDL muorgar aceeated il Caninuas 1 suppar and aromwle
coominalon and cooperatlion thal has resulfed The accord inclbdes as sgnatery agoncwes FHWA ITO.

LSFAW IDFAG EFA UL Cormps od Enginesers, hdahe Lept of Walar Fesuurces and laho Dapt of
Enweanmental Coality

B.z0



FHW A | e Teaarng in kivg piletpn nnpedlreg e Iiagy [Ra: mulegatsse chscussons going in ldabo

FHYS  has bean wery invateed 10 bnnging togedber (T0 L 1DFG and USFS W astablhsh leraercy foams
stalemndd 10 adetrevss IBraatlsn arkd erddangered =psces 15sues slalawde,

Faderaf Highways Administration - Federal Western Lands

(11-21/9% e-mad 1em &llan Stockman, Se-696- F751
altrn | gtockman & [ ik o

A5 you know, WELHD admerstens the Federal Lands Hyhway Program in a live gata NW Boegon, Whis we
oty arg bt e i o Tranaporialen agency i these statas, WFLHD dowsa davelop highway

transportalan projects thal tolal around 100 millign golars each year in tho Hepgion The Tolicwing RGN SaS
foy wow Lhe s cquinstenia 08 based on those actvllas and asaie CHE

I AGEMNCY IZSWES

W iaceglule Ihedi atg Sokalis of divard sriatonrsedal issuss ard requiabons that can cacgs conllss!

dhadays on adly ewett fghway project bl \hare are two Araaz in recent Yyearm (hal seeam o cause (hae most
LrahGarn

1 Tha ESA procass
¥ Waiar ralated parrpita

Thin ESA ol dfties wrhuet He NMFS gnd oyven Tho FWE at imas, routinaly considars relitvaly  modurate
s himanls oo walorways and 5 or npadian zones as impacls that are *likely 10 atverssly atlect = fish
specey This Ingygoss o kil of axtra dalas colleciion, analysls, cosrdinaton ¢ consaton and fmtigabon tha s
time conswming expensive and nol abays effative I Mova oommon higrway activies ! projecis coukd ba
covarad in 3ome Sof ol programemels revew process and moda ralaled any prodechon’ migalon’
gnrancemant Coukl pa Acomprshad on an areawides oifste Dass | maytee by the resouncs agances usig
frarvaporation fundirg) tera meghl bu o SINCeNGE N ayoiyone

Walnr dipl o] pwetted g iy Decomg mora coimphcated and 1eme CoOnSmmg requining ol of1anes inlagalon

and conelnicleon resinclions when T A E species are prasent. Thisg often alimenates the use of mone gentral
streambinath pormits e the Sec AL WP Wat nooms lly ol 3ava e ond wffort,

2. INTERAGENCY FORUME

WFLHI} does not have the resourcas 1o routinely  partcipata in ansawda ireragency 1oums We oo uss
Ihe MEMA 404 Merger procgss wiuen f s lofceweomd mooa slate, Mostly hewgh our intecagency cocd il arn
15 0o indivedualty ak ihe project yel

A EXIGTING AGREEMENTS
WELHO goes hed own any rasds or manage any bederal lands. but raihor wa 5218t agencies  financiaby
ard or Wchrucady inoupgradiengg thee fghway 1acides Thes mesans v padne sith ledoral Land

MANANEMEH 3ZENCHS 10 IMProva thae faderal 10ads as Wl as par ner with stale and ical ranspoertanoen
e leen Tu it v et polifie o ombig b seare fockerild lamds Corsegud ntly, we Iraqunnlr,- Lites rny

B



etmasduirg agrastimieteas et ner plariner agancesns  hawe wilh rosourme’ peseend oehie s B beEnes S quels
WELAD prapects Thas includes sappoming Eroad intialme:s bke the NW Fonest Plan and the Cregon Salimon
Fllian  Owbsedn o pyisergy? gal FHWA Gcprowmmienls comordiy wa 3a mol havee e vl sdate ineel
ggresments wil REsaurca’ oot ager<ies besoes the NEPAS 404 Merger agreamehng

LS. Environmental Prolection Agency
(1177959 a-rmail Trom Feck Parkin, 2006-553-8574)

Is5uEg

1_Cravelopwng a Commean Cedinton of “Sireambrng”™ - This opic shoued ne the centeqmiece o 1he

tHAC RIS 3l [ha SUmenll  IF we cary achaeye eyt et Al ine Rghesd e yeks o wihd] siracrrarnreg & 1hen
fulure Wik To STeqming Oopr procasses can pocsed in 2 meanmgiul mannes Al Droson, wh Suspect thal
thar e are valous delindmns of whal streamining MEFPA risans 1o difeton] agancies, depending an ther
misRans and e an e NEFPA (rocess lor ranspofatwenhighway prects  (Piscwssiens Fedatesd b
davelopHny a muauallyagoeod pon definition ol sireaminng should sares 1o clarly These difenng vews and
facinala davelopmant of B defintondapprosch 1hal woukd masat the needs rd all participands in fhe process

Z_Integrata tha MEFA Process o the Transporatbon Planmng Process - Too nften unded e cumend
procesges ogects entar tha NEPA process With many f Iha imponan TrRCaons alrasdy mada: purposs
ard nawed statermat, ranpe of atomatives, and prelemed atematve. WEPA = he fedaml dacision making
and publke eschrsure process. Projects should entar The NEFA process wath a broad undarying need, bt
with e oihar deciswors shil b Do Made 10 orded to aconmpdah This, the NEPA process shouk] be moved
NG The sarty stadges of HARSPOAANOD A We Bra makeng progress 10 1R1S egand m Yashingon va
1ha kaint Project Impmovement Team and tha thiea straqambning piots WHROT hae lesad this efodl Cur
graaleal wrmet nead 15 stating. W gk W Lave The peopke 10 engane in all tha ampomand projecLs n

L ALl

3 Ihsutisent anganoering and environmenal detail g1 tha earty patiting stanaes - An impsdimant 10 starting
Tho NEPA process sated may be he ek ol detaled soynueidng and Bek of ormaton on anyironmental
resources  Transpodation aqancas and FESMIImR AR B MAy need 10 compridmisa in ordes 10 make sy
MEFA ducrspans T ranspodation anenciea may have (o prowds more snglhssling Ingn thay normaly witl
al thia marky gtape 10 tha process ardd resolrcd aQencies may hava 1o make commd mena wih oss

P rruatee et B ey ronmally woedld  Adageive managaement 10 cofrec probkamns created Dy [Rose aoty
docixans prabably has imded value i hgbway propects g 13 e gxand that it is appropriate, d coukd
lessan the nak This would requwre comrplmetts By e 908 1o ation anlilas

4. Propets mady "sit o 1he ghell' aHer NEPA 15 completad - [Fpropacts aron § cobstrocted lor & number of
yaars after MERA, resource agencies may 1eat that circumsiances have chanped saffcrently 10 require 3
naw of supplemental anvaonrrerdal didlys s Transporation @nlfies mdy ressl s s our understandirg
thart g Fodanal Highway Adrminstrabon reviews progects mary than Hirae years od, bt it often seems o
b i pro-lodma feyiewe onnducted by th luad feceral ranspotitson agarcy wiff e DLl OF Fetduree
anency input  Fasource agences woukd probably prefar & mare lormal review with Input fram them and the
pulbc for hess ckiar propes] s,

5 Looal and S1ale requirements varsos federul decisson making - Slone Cieowdl Management Acls dnd kocal
omdinancas or praterencas may farce stata and bocal fransportatinn agencies 0 a cedam ditecion Tha
purpass ard reeed staternerd, range o abeteahves, ana prederred allernabive may all be predcated ona
state of [l roquirameant The tederal dercssin making process s ol ercombered by 1hose requiramonts
T it rQUIPEMENES CAN REd RNty be imponant factors w the tederal decismon Ty My Decomie 1he mosk
mpawant laciors At they aren b 1he anly faciors Tho NEFPA pencass shauld siell innk al the alher
reaxGndtHe afernalives ared iy eyviloalc g imfkacts af BIHRE reasorable alemalnes
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Intaragancy Forums

Winshrhgten O ot Process mprovemsanl T

Eximting Agresmants

MEPA did Morgar Aogrgednants - Mes acties in Washnglon It has not baen otdyedy eHeclive in 1he recond
pasl bacadse agancies idve Missod concurante dates and projects have beon i tha marger prosecs
k| et cotureenacR badorn thay have adequala ifarmaton At escen! maetmyg, paricwonls dise ussed
thres relorms.

1. Nresource agencies can v concll Dy this due dala because of missing ntorimalon 1hey we
nan-codwub frthar Than allow informal sxtonsions of 1ha camzumsbee dale

& The SAL |signatory agancy comimillieg] will wfsyre {hal projacts have proveed al thn necessany
Irterinatcn belore the concurrence pendd exsts. 11 1hay haven | provided 1he nfommation They wll
bre aEked (o 30 20 &M yxdingdy s cotwwmence on The ranga of altemallvey wihoul providng
infermaticn as lo why other akematves are hot reascnable

3 WOKOT wall sponesat all proercls 1o ihe SAC nstead of allowsng kaal apencies to erdar the process
culbesr ovrn Thes will akaw WOOT to snsira that Thie bcal ngencies bova 1he rsoasc |Woermal vn
ared are realty ready lo entey the prcess

LS. Army Corps of Engineers - Portiand Digtrict
(1115999 g-madl from Lawrence G Evans. Chisf. Aaqulatony Brarch, S05-A08-4370
Lawranca © Evana® nwpdt usaca ammhy.mil)

Aaency [ssues

Speaking 1or regulateny program issues . the Corps has a responsblity 1o evaluale projects that would
impac! walors of tha Urdted Slales he Corpa perdorms 8 sequential anslyss for 1) Avoidance |1 e can tha
project be kecaled scmewhers oiher Than sioes which hava watersal U 5 ). & Reduction of impacts at the
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TEA-21 OPPORTUNITIES

The TEA-21 provides a broad range of innovative policies and investments that can jointly
support increasing effectiveness of our nation's transportation systems and protection of the
environment. The intersection of TEA-21 with the requirements of the Clean Air Act (CAA), the
Clean Water Act, and other Federal environmental statutes provides the opportunity to address
multiple transportation and environmental goals. The Administration and Congress see an
increased partnership between the transportation and environmental sectors as critical to TEA-
21's successful implementation. Some vital areas of focus will be:

Principles for Broad-based Participation

Integration of Environmental and Transportation Goals: Transportation and
environmental officials at the federal, state, tribai, and metropolitan planning
organization (MPOQ) levels are working together to ensure that both transportation and
environmental goals and impacts are considered throughout all phases of the
transportation planning process and project development. It is important that social,
economic, and environmental issues are considered along with engineering, safety, and
mobility issues in reaching planning and project decisions.

Cooperation among Transportation and Environmental Agencies: TEA-21 provides

- opportunities for transportation, air, and water quality agencies to realize joint goals of

mobility and environmental protection that can yield long-term environmental benefits.
Similarly, projects that are coordinated with local decisions about growth and
development will have greater positive impacts on mobility and the environment. It is
important that state and local transportation agencies be involved in air quality State
implementation Plan (SIP) development and watershed planning activities within their
respective areas.

Environmental Justice: Cooperation of transportation and environmental partners is
essential in achieving transportation equity and enviror.mental justice. TEA-21 continues
the strong role of the metropolitan planning organization in selecting transportation
project investments, in cooperation with the state and with transit agencies. It also
continues citizen participation in the planning processes. Early and continuous
involvement in planning transportation projects allows communities to identify and avoid
adverse impacts and to address transportation equity concerns. The transportation
planning processes must continue to be in compliance with Title VI of the Civil Rights
Act.

Access for Persons with Disabilities: It is national policy to improve access for all
persons, especially elderly persons and persons with disabilities. TEA-2 1 and the
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) recognize the significant transportation challenges
faced by mobility impaired people. TEA-2 1 provides incentive grants to make intercity
buses accessible and allows Surface Transportation Program funds to be used to make
sidewalks accessible. It also continues the 90 percent federal share for transit-vehicle
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related equipment to meet ADA requirements and allows transit systems to use up to 10
percent of their annual apportionment of Federal transit formula funds to pay operating
costs for paratransit services required by ADA.

Transportation Safety: The Strategic Plan for the USDOT establishes the goal of
reducing transportation-retated deaths and injuries as one of the highest priorities of
USDOT. Every program administered by USDOT is directed toward improving
transportation safety while providing for the mobility needs of communities and
recognizing the importance of environmental protection. As such, it is essential that
safety goals be considered throughout the transportation planning and project
development process.

Environmental Streamlining: TEA-2 1 creates opportunities to improve agency
coordination. USDOT and USEPA are committed to an expedited and streamlined
review process through earier identification and resolution of issues, integrated reviews,
better alteratives, and uitimately better environmental and transportation outcomes.
TEA-21 also allows USDOT to approve a state's request to provide funds to an
environmental reviewing agency for additional resources necessary to meet the time
limits of a streamlined environmental review process.

Opportunities for Action

Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) Improvement Program: CMAQ
provides a flexible funding source of $8.1 billion for the 6 years of TEA-21 to state and
local governments for transportation projects and programs to help meet the
requirements of the CAA in nonattainment and maintenance areas. CMAQ gives
transportation and environmental partners the opportunity to work together to ensure
that projects match the identified transportation needs of individual regions,
communities, and neighborhoods and contribute to reducing transportation-related air
emissions to the maximum degree possible.

Expanding Opportunity: TEA-2 1 created the Job Access and Reverse Commute
Program, with authorizations of up to $150 million per year ($75 million appropriated in
FY 1999), to help lower-income workers and those making the transition from welfare
rolls to payrolls get to jobs. It allows states to reserve highway training. positions
specifically for welfare recipients.

Water Quality Impacts of Transportation Projects: Under the Surface Transportation
Program (STP), up to 20 percent of the cost of a transportation facility reconstruction,
rehabilitation, resurfacing or restoration project may be used for environmental
mitigation, storm water pollution abatement or construction of storm water treatment
systems. This provides an important source of funds to allow state and local officials to
efficiently address water quality problems associated with transportation facilities, by
taking advantage of ongoing reconstruction and retrofit projects. Projects eligible under
this provision could include retrofit or construction of storm water treatment systems,
nonpoint source best management practices and riparian or wetland restoration
projects.
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Transportation Enhancements: Under TEA-21, Transportation Enhancement funding
may be used to maximize benefits to cultural and natural environments and to contribute
to more livable and sustainable communities. Transpontation Enhancement funds can
continue to be spent on mitigation of water poliution due to highway runoff projects such
as constructed wetlands and nonpoint source runoff management practices in situations
where highways have already been built and new construction or reconstruction is not
ptanned. TEA-2 1 now allows use of these funds for projects to reduce wildiife mortality
while maintaining habitat connectivity. This type of project may be most effective in
areas where existing highways create crossing hazards for wildlife species. In addition,
the development of trails, museums, parks, and pedestrian friendly improvements are all
allowed through these funds. Transportation Enhancement funds are a 10 percent set
aside from each state's Surface Transportation Program funds. The national total will
average about $550 million annually.

Recreational Trails: A total of $270 million in contract authority is authorized for fiscal
years 1998-2003 to provide and maintain recreational trails. Funds can be used for
projects that provide for the redesign, reconstruction, or relocation of trails to benefit the
natural environment or to mitigate and minimize impacts to the natural environment.
Transportation and environmental agencies should refer to FHW\'s 1999 guidance to
field offices on the Recreational Trails Program for information on consideration of
transportation and recreation needs of bicyclists and pedestrians.

Bicycle and Pedestrian Projects and Programs: These projects and programs are
broadly eligible for most of the TEA-21 funding programs, including the National
Highway System (NHS), STP (including the Transportation Enhancements Program and
the Safety Set Aside), CMAQ, Federal Lands, Scenic Byways, Recreational Trails
Programs and the major transit programs. All such projects and programs must consider
the safety of bicyclists and pedestrians, as well as that of other transportation system
users. Federally funded bicycle projects must serve a transportation purpose, and
motorized use is restricted to snowmobiles, maintenance vehicles, and electric bicycles
as allowed by state and local laws. FHWA's February 1999 guidance to field offices on
the Bicycle and Pedestrian Program provides additional details on consideration of
bicycle and pedestrian projects for highway funding.

Advanced Transit Vehicle Technologies: TEA-21 provides opportunities to promote
the use of clean fuel vehicles. This includes the combined development and use of
alternatives to standard diesei fuel, and advanced engine and emissions control
technologies certified to reduce emissions. Up to one hundred million dollars annually
may be available to support these efforts through the Clean Fuels Formula Grant
Program and the Advanced Transit Vehicle Research Program.

Transit Enhancements: TEA-21 establishes a set-aside for transit enhancements
projects that enhance mass transportation service or use and are physically or
functionally related to transit facilities. Eligible projects include: preservation of historic
mass transportation buildings and facilities; pedestrian access and walkways; bicycle
access including bicycle storage facilities and installing equipment for transporting
bicycles on mass transportation vehicles; transit connections to parks within the transit
service area; enhanced access for persons with disabilities to mass transpaortation and
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landscaping, "streetscaping,” and public art. Urbanized areas with a population of more
than 200,000 are required to spend one percent of Urbanized Area Formuia Grant funds
on transit enhancements. The national total is approximatety $30 million annually.

Wetlands Restoration and Mitigation: In an effort to help meet the Administration's
wetlands restoration goal, funds available under Transportation Enhancements, the
NHS, and the STP can be used to restore wetlands to address impacts of past
transportation projects. As part of addressing the Clean Water Action Plan's overall goal
of a net increase of 100,000 acres of wetlands per year by 2005, the FHWA is
committed to increasing net wetland acreage. The commitment is to increase "nel
wetland acreage resulting from Federal-aid highway projects by 50 percent in 10 years"
and to financing "wetland mitigation projects for remediation of adverse effects from past
Federal-aid highway improvements when such projects are determined to be
appropriate and reasonabie by the project sponsors.” In addition to efforts to address
past wetlands impacts, meeting these commitments will require that transportation and
environmental officials work collaboratively to avoid adverse impacts to wetlands from
future projects, while also using mitigation banks, where appropnate, to compensate for
unavoidable losses of wetlands.

Habitat Conservation: The TEA-21 provides the state DOTs with an important
opportunity to use funds on Federal-aid highway projects for the mitigation of impacts to
wetlands and other natural habitats. The mitigation can include compensatory
measures, such as upland and wetland banking. Also eligible for these funds are
contributions to statewide and regional habitat conservation, restoration and
enhancement, and the development of wetland and natural habitat conservation and
mitigation plans.

Transportation and Community and System Preservation (TCSP) Pilot Program:
This'new discretionary grant and research program provides funding for planning grants,
imptementation grants, and research to investigate and address the relationship
between transportation and community and system preservation. States, local
governments, and MPQOs are eligibie for these discretionary grants. Transportation and
environmental agencies are working together to plan and implement strategies that
improve the efficiency of the transportation system. These efforts are to reduce
environmental impacts of transportation, reduce the need for costly future public
infrastructure investments, ensure efficient access 1o jobs, services and centers of
trade, and examine development patterns and identify strategies to encourage private
sector development pattems that achieve these goals. The TCSP is also an opportunity
for transportation and environmental agencies to promote public and private
participation, including nontraditional partners on the project team. TEA-21 authorized
$20 million in FY 1999 and $25 million per year for fiscal years 2000 through 2003.

Restoring Contaminated Property: TEA-21 can help revitalize communities by
supporting transportation-related projects linked to the reuse of abandoned,
contaminated properties. Transportation projects under TEA-21 can include the
reuse of brownfields properties for transportation facilities or provide transportation
access and enhancements for brownfields redevelopment projects. The USDOT's
participation in the Brownfields National Partnership and recent USDOT policy
changes supporting brownfields reuse, combined with the resources of TEA-21,
offer a means for better connecting transportation to economic development and
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environmental quality.

Transportation Conformity: TEA-2 1 recognizes the relationship between
transportation and air quality and emphasizes the rale of transportation conformity
in the planning provisions of the statute. The USDOT’s Metropolitan Planning
Regulations reference USEPA's Conformity Regulations as an integral part of the
planning process. The USEPA and USDOT will continue to implement the
conformity rule in accordance with the CAA and encourage State and local
transportation and air quality agencies to coordinate their planning activities to
achieve both transportation and air quality goals.

Watershed Planning and Nonpoint Source Pollution: USDOT and USEPA
support coordination of transportation ptanning with effective watershed planning,
to reduce erosion and nonpoint source pollution, and to avoid or minimize impacts
to wetlands and other bodies of water from transportation construction,
maintenance, and operations. TEA-21 also continues to provide opportunities to
assure consistency with other environmental programs and guidelines for erosion
and sediment control, such as state and tribal nonpoint source management
programs under section 319 of the Federal Water Pollution Control Act and
Coastal State Nonpoint Pollution Control Programs under section 6217 of the
Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1990.



Appendix C-2:

Environmental Streamlining National Memorandum of Understanding
http://www.thwa.dot.gov/environment/nmou4.htm

Environmental Streamlining Action Plan
http://www.thwa.dot.gov/environment/apsr2_00.htm

Transportation Equity Act for the 21°" Century
http://www.thwa.dot.gov/tea21/h240subc.htm#1309

Appendix C-4:

Environmental Streamlining National Memorandum of Understanding
http://www.thwa.dot.gov/environment/nmou4.htm

Appendix E4:

National Cooperative Highway Research Program, Project 25-23, FY 2000
Environmental Management Information System for Transportation Projects
http://www4.nas.edu/trb/crp.nsf/NCHRP+Projects

then look under Area 25 for Project 25-23

Appendix F, Resources:

Interagency Guidance: Transportation Funding for Federal Agency Coordination
http://www.thwa.dot.gov/environment/title23.htm

Appendix G, Agreements & Forms:

Please contact the individual state transportation agency representative for information
regarding their Agreements & Forums.



A Congressional View of
"Environmental Streamlining”

....Intended to address the concerns raised by many
project applicants about delays in project approvals,
duplicate efforts, and unnecessary costs.

....not intended to be a process to circumvent
environmental reviews, limit meaningful analysis of
alternatives, or expedite approvals for tranportations
projects with unacceptable enviornmental impacts.

- Senator John Chafee, Chair, Senate Commitiee on the Environment
and Public Works, June 9, 1999
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The Environmental Streamlining Action Plan

Background

The U.S. Department of Transportation, U.S. Department of Interior, the U.S. Department of the
Agriculture, the U.S. Department of Commerce, the U.S. Department of the Ammy (Corps of
Engineers), the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, and the Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation entered into a National Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) in July of 1899,
The MOU establishes the joint commitments among the six Federal Cabinet Departments and
the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to work, collaboratively and in a concerted fashion
to improve the process by which highway and transit projects around the country are reviewed
and approved. All those agencies and USDOT are responsible for reviewing environmental
documents prepared under the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) for a
highway construction or transit project, and/ or are required to issue a permit, license, and
opinion relating to the project. :

Section 1309 of the Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century (TEA-2 1), which President
Clinton signed into law on June 9, 1998, requires the Secretary of Transportation to develop
and implement a coordinated environmental review process for highway and transit projects.

Since July, the Federal agencies have continued to work to convert the National MOU into a
biueprint for action. The draft action plan will continue to be revised and refined with input from
stakeholders groups.

Purpose of the Action Plan:
v To guide the implementation of the National MOU.

Ve To define the roles and functions of the national Federal agencies needed in facilitating
timely actions, collaboration and coordination of the basic MOU commitments of
reducing project delays, while enhancing environmental protection.

v To delineate a series of performance indicators and individual agency commitments
based on each Federal agency's input.

v To build a menu of options, opportunities, and priorities that advance streamlining by
identifying a range of activities that can be pursued and customized to meet the states'
and locals' needs and circumstances.

We recognize that successful environmental streamilining is the implementation of a new way of
doing business. Refined, efficient project development and environmental review processes will
build on trust, respect and solid relationships. Although meeting the goals of reducing delays,
while protecting the environment, call for the interrelation of many actions, we present themin a
two pronged fashion to underscore that relationship.
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Environmental Streamlining
National Areas of Focus

Priorities:

LA ol

National Leadership

Coordinated Strategies and Effective Communication
Training/Technical Support

Alternative Dispute Resolution

Performance Measures

Implementation of KEY FOCUS areas:

1. National
Leadership

- Bi-annual executive sessions with senior mangers, officials
and stakeholders to assess streamlining opportunities and
challenges

-Coordinated regulatory reviews, solicitation of interagency
discussion on streamlining related policies, procedures and
guidance.

- Through designated "interagency response team”, the rapid
resolution of escalated field issues.

-Bi-monthly progress reports to Congress.

-Video conferences and national workshops.
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2. Coordinated
Strategies and
Effective
Communication

-Update, upgrade and make interactive ( e.g.,chat room) the
internet home page for Environmental Streamiining for easier
citizen participation and input.

-Revise and update the Action Plan and faciiitate the
‘customized" implementation in the field.

- Develop and coordinate by the interagency team, the nationai
polices and procedures, guidelines, and standards regarding the
NEPA process and issues. .

- Add streamlining to various Federal agency conferences,
workshops, and training.

3. Training and
Technical
Support

- Identity cross training needs and opportunities.
- Assist the field offices in advancing local action plans.

- Develop, with national input, prototype agreements for area
wide strategies and programmatic agreements.

-Facilitate, as appropriate, baseline data inventory coordination
and resource sharing strategies will be facilitated, as
appropriate.

4. Alternative
Dispute
Resolution

-Develop interagency guidance.

-Establish a network of "qualifie'd neutrals” to facilitate conflict
avoidance

-Define conflict avoidance, problem resolution and escalation
process.

5. Performance
Measures

- Complete a series of quantitative and qualitative studies to be
included in a baseline survey and evaluation of time and cost
delays, case studies of lessons learned, perception surveys,
and environmental outcome assessments.

-Implement bench marking through best practices and peer
reviews.
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DHRAFT
ENVIRONMENTAL STREAMLINING ACTION PLAN

L. Goal: Reduce Froject Deolays

Federal interagency Approach: The Federal agencies will work with States and
stakeholders to promote efficient, effective project development processes.

Q

Areas of Emphasis:

Active and rigorous coordination
by the lead agency with Federal,
State and local partners using the
latest techniques to manage the
NEPA process and garner early
interagency and citizen
participation.

Sustained involvement of
Federal and State resource
agencies early as part of the
process in the planning, scoping,
data inventory, and definition of
purpose and need activities,
resulting in quality documents and
timely reviews.

Effective relationships built on
trusting and informed partnerships
that respect state and local
transportation priorities while
recognizing divergent agency
missions.

Sufficient resources to support
staffing, training, and
communications requirements.

Successful conflict resolution
and contlict avoidance strategies.

Continuous improvement and
progress measured through best
practices and evaluation measures.

Anticipated Results:

v Earlier identification and quicker
resolution of issues.

v/ Fewer pre-identified or predetermined
transportation solutions.

v Fewer delays, fewer surprise issues.

v Agreement on the purpose and need of
projects.

v Non-biased consideration of all
transportation options.

7 High quality environmentai documents,

v Resource Agency input and partici-
pation in the planning process.

v Reduced perception that environ-
mental review processes are causing
delays at the end of the process.

v NEPA process is an efféctive decision-
making tool.

v Binding commitments t0 schedules and
agreed upon time frames or mitigation
strategies.

C5.4




Performance Indicators:

These reflect a range of priority activities that have been identified with the input of the Federal
Agencies’ field offices. Some indicators will be customized at the local level with Federal field
offices, State DOTs, and resource agencies. Others will be coordinated at the national levels.
All activities wili be open to stakeholder and public involvement, as applicable.

WHO TIME FRAME
Existing MOUs with State DOTs to be updated to be | Federal 3 years
consistent with Environmental Streamlining MOU. Agencies,
| State DOTs
State and Federal agency invoivement in revision of USFS, as needed
national forest plans. FHWA
State DOTs.
and State
Resource
Agencies
CD or web-based streamlining training package for All Federal 1year
decision makers which explains sequence, timing, resources
involvement, coordination between the parties and the | agencies,
laws, regulations, policies, process, and various roles. | USDOT,
EPA, CEQ,
AASHTO
Funding source mechanisms to be established to USFS, State
provide for adequate staffing through up-front Forest DOTs
Highway Program (HTAE funds) or State MOUSs ( cost
reimbursements). _
Adequacy of currents staffing levels with regard to Resource 6-9
providing usefut and timely input into highway agengcies, months
construction projects to be evaluated. Explore State DOTS
“exchange of services" concept in lieu of or in addition
Evaluation of effectiveness of funds spent through field | Resource ongoing
reviews and guantitative measures to be tracked and agencies,
evaluated. ' State DOTS
Review and assess national standards for NEPA Fed 2years
documents, enforcement and best management Agencies,
practices for: Project Standards(Design/Construction) | State DOTS,
and Process Standards AASHTO,
(NEPA compliance and monitoring, associated Section | Resource
106 and Section 7 requirements). Agenciss,
CEQ
. . . Fed. :
Establish key streamlining contacts in each of the 6 months
. . , . resource
resource agency field offices and National offices. agencies
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Design national dispute resolution system, national Federal res. | 1year
conflict resolution policy. agencies

Procedures, criteria, and guidelines to evaluate project | FHWA lead | 8-12 months
pumose, need, design, and engineering features to CCE initial
ensure that they are commensurate with environmental | £pa assessment
protection and enhancement needs. AASHTO period updaies
Identify agency and non-federal environmental general | Federal and | 1-2years
standards and courses that could qualify Federal and | State

non-federal NEPA practitioners. Agencies

Shont template for biclogical assessments developed FWS, COE {year

for future projects and used to create consultation

package for Section 7 consultation when appropriate.

FWS to review the consultation package to ensure that | FWS 30 days per
the proposed project is consistent with the project
programmatic biological opinion and, if consistent,

FWS will issue a one-page concurrence letter for the

proposed project, completing Section 7 consultation.

ACHP participation in early scoping on those projects ACHP ongoing
having substantial impact on historic propetrties.

Training and dissemination of guidance from NPS and | ACHP, NPS | ongoing
ACHP. '

Early coordination used to identify and implement ACHP, state | ongoing
opportunities for programmatic approaches under agencies

ACHP alternate procedures.

Identify and implement interagency cross training Federal/Stat | 18 months
needs, rotational assignments and work details e agencies

Increased used of mitigation MOUSs (e.g. USACOE,

USACOE/EPA MOU re: Section 404(b)(1} and EPA, States

mitigation requirements) .

Updated relevant courses in noise, air quality, FHWA lead | 2-3years

wetlands, flood plains, legal sufficiency, cumulative
effects for FHWA field staff.

*Additional agency specific commitments will be added
as the plan is revised.
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Fl. Goal:  finhance and Protect the
faviransivid

Federal interagency Approach:

The Federal agencies will work with States and stakeholders to ensure that enhanced
environmental protection is an outcome and a benefit derived from environmental
streamlining.

Areas of Emphasis: Anticipated Results

Q  Strategies that promote v
avoidance of environmental
impacts or compensation and
greater use of region wide or area
wide mitigation. v Earlier environmental assessment

and screening of biological

. _ resources will add value to the
0 Opportunities to apply eco- baseline inventory data.
systems approach to the project

Flexible and responsive mitigation
options.

N ( "1 ' - » Faw
development process in a b}s?em wide sensitw‘e'.area? and
comprehensive way.: fermr.onmental priorities will be

identified .

v Significant and resources will
be protected and fragile
environmental areas will be
avoided without disruption to

_ the project development
Q  Institutional expectations that move process.
away from too narrowly or tco
prescriptively defined actions for

Communication of environmental
concerns early in the planning or
project development process.

v Improved documentation and

specific permit approvals on individual timely reviews.
projects. v Environmental decisions based
- on improved baseline data.
O  Properly defined roles and v Balanced assessment of clear
responsibilities for early and protection priorities.

sustained agency involvement of
resource agencies that are consistent
with their agency mandates and yet
respect state and local decision
making in the selection of
transportation projects and priorities.
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Performance Indicators:

These reflect a range of priority activities- primarily aimed at improved conservation and

mitigation strategies supporting environmental protection goals through early coordination with
timely and effective reviews, These activities have been identified with the input of the Federal
Agencies’ field offices. Some indicators will be customized at the local level with Federal field
offices, State DOTs, and resource agencies. Others will be coordinated at the national levels.

All activities will be open to stakeholder and public involvement, as applicable.

environmental and ecological effects of local and
basin-wide hydrological changes caused by
highway construction, as well as local and broad
scale effects of habitat fragmentation.

lead; with
support from
COE, EPA,
NMFS, FWS

WHO TIME

FRAME
Project measures stemming from Section 404, Federal and ongoing
Section 106, NEPA, and/ or ESA, including Section | State Agencies
7 programmatic consultations or agreements that
will reduce adverse impacts.
Early identification of specific locations for species | Federal and begin during
and ecosystems likely to be impacted. State Agencies | scoping
Development of categories of conservation Fedaral and annually
strategies for addressing standards, guidelines, State Agencies |-
and future impacts of direct, indirect, and
cumulative effects of future projects.
National guidance on how to accomplish FWS lead 6*8morﬁths
programmatic Section 7 consultations.
Addressing the cumulative impact analysis in all Federal and begin during
EAs and EISs relative to the proposed action or state aaencies scoping
preferred alternative. 9
Interagency meetings by managers to focus on Federal quarterty/
procedural issues or chronic problems thgt can be agencies lead- | as needed
resolved through the development of guidelines or | . v with S
standards (e.g, use of culverts, compensatory jointly with State
mitigation requirements) . agencies
Environmental documents that address State agencies | during NEPA
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Forest fragmentation minimized.

USFS lead

ongoing

Early and comprehensive respenses by ACHP to
requests for coordination and concurrence; fatal
flaws and avoidance options identified early.

ACHP, state
SHPOs

during planning
or project

development

Opportunities for enhancements to be identified by
cultural resource professionals.

ACHP

ongoing

Mapping of known cultural and historic resources.

ACHP

1-2years

Three main corporate Forest Service Data Sets to
be available and to be used for environmental
analysis, as they are installed at field units and
populated with migrated legacy data sets or new
inventories.

INFRA -Infrastructure: includes all constructed
features;

ALP -Automated Land Systems : right of way, land
ownership, easements and other encumbrances ;

NRIS -Natural Resource Information Systems:
terrestrial vegetation, fauna, and human
dimensions.

USFS lead

within 1 year

Early identification of migratory bird species and
other resources affected by projects.

FWS lead

during scoping

Identification of state wide wetland sites or natural
habitat mitigation banks for use in future
transportation projects.

FWS, NMFS,
COE, EPA

annually updated

*Additional agency specific commitments wili be
added as the plan is revised.

ACRONYMS:
DOT- Department of Transportation
MQU- Memorandum of Understanding
CD- compact disc
NEPA- National Environmental Protection Act
FWS- Fish and Wildiife Service

ACHP- Advisory Council on Historic Properties

NPS- National Park Service

USACOE- US Army Corps of Engineers
EPA- Environmental Protection Agency
FHWA- Federal Highway Administration
ESA- Endangered Species Act

EA- Envircnmental Assessment

EIS- Environmental Impact Statement
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USFS- US Forest Service

CEQ- Council on Environmental Quality

AASHTO- American Association of State Highway Transportation Officiats
SHPO- State Historic Preservation Official
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Endangered Species Act - Working Towards Recovery

The following is a list of issues and suggesled changes that we can implement in an effort to work towards salmon
recover in Washingion.

1) Flood Hazard Reduction Issues:

a) Federal Emergency Funding Requirements - the State’s funding through FCAAP, and the State’s
gbility 10 obtain funds are tied to the federal requirements. These requirements are driving permit
aclions that we may not agree with in order 1o obtain federal funding, resulting in the following:

¢ Forcing poor project designs that results in repeat impacts to resources based on requirements to
replace "in-kind" and "within same footprint”™;

* Forcing work to occur during or immediately after the flood, when the damage to the resources is
often the greatest (can not get 100% funding after 180 days, even if the timing conflicts with
sensitive fish closure windows);

e Funding is not available for imminent repair work in most cases, which is forcing larger projects
to be built to repair structural damage after an emergency. Often these project repairs could have
been avoided if repair work was completed prior to the emergent event. These repair prejects are
often larger than what would have been necessary as an imminent repair, therefore more
expensive, and often cccur during fish closure windows which then have a greater impact on the
sensitive resources.;

* Environmental mitigation is currently not funded through emergency relief funds.

b) Recommend revising requirements of federal emergency relief funding:

» Continue work with federal agencies on federal permitting and funding for projects that enhance,
restore, or protect habital, or avoid impacts and projects during emergency events. A
recorynendation should be made to federal funding sources to pilot a revised emergency funding
process that includes:

1. Funding to do avoidance work, flood hazard reduction redesigns, and imminent threat work
that will occur pricr to the emergency when impacts are less and project costs are lower
(therefore saving money in the long run).

2. Funding to complete the In-stream Protection Guidelines that will be used to assess the
stream reach to identify and address the cause of the problem, take the least impacting steps
to correct the problem, and to work during normal work windows, to lessen impact on fish.

3. Funding to mitigate for impacts occurring during emergency work,

2) Set and implement policies and permit reguirements to avoid, conserve and protect habitat listed as regquired
for recovery of species;

. Implement State and Local revisions in the 401 permitting and Shoreline Management Act
(8MA), to allow permit streamlining for reduced review time and permit fees for projects identified as
an imminent threat to expected flooding. Develop general permits for project using In-stream
Protection Guidelines, appropriate BMPs, and providing mitigation;

Watershed\Esabrief.doc, prepared by Sandra
Manning D.1
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Implement 401 and SMA policy to require mitigation for streambank stabilization projects through
habitat features on the project, or through the purchase of off-site mitigation banks that can provide for
intertidal {marine) and riparian (river) habitat needed for erosion control and species recovery,;

Revise SMA and establish 401 policy to restrict development in al! flocdways and in floodplain areas
that have demonstrated a high frequency of flood events;

Revise State Flood Laws to require a “0-rise” restriction in floodplain elevation, restrict developrment in

all floodways and in fioodplain areas that have demonstrated a high frequency of flood events, and
require federal flood insurance for all fioodplain development;

Gain a commitment by resource agencies to attend post emergency field reviews to identify necessary
environmental mitigation.

3) Watershed review rather than project by project:

Implement 401 and 404 policy to require mitigation for all wetland fill projects currently covered by the
Nationwide Permit Program. Place a mitigation fee for the smaller wetland fills (less than /3 acre) that
currently do not require mitigation. Use the fees to purchase habitat, or complete restoration projects
identified as necessary for species recovery.

Develop a federal 404 policy that allows states to require mitigation for projects that can not meet the
water quality standards for stormwater discharges. Off-site watershed mitigation should be used to
compensate for these impacts, rather than allowing 5-year compliance schedules. Mitigation should
result in improvemenis to water quality or quantity problems within the same reach that the impact site
will discharge to, or a site within the same watershed that is used by a listed species and is in need of
water quality or quantity improvements.

Implement a pilot study to purchase through 401/404 permit mitigation fees and FEMA and FCAAP
floodplain restoration grants, preservation sites listed as priority habitat necessary for endangered or
threatened species recovery, and areas that are frequently flooded.

Watershed habitat area protection prioritization - revise federal, state and local perrnit requirements (o
allow implementation of banking and preservation of mitigation requirements to use to purchase areas
identified as priority by NMFS, USFWS, State Fish and Wildlife Departments, or local watershed
groups on a watershed basis, rather than focusing on on-site, in-kind replacement as the first priority.

Funding needed for implementation of fish passage barrier removal and salmon habitat restoration.
Revise Corps of Engineers Federal levee vegetation requirements to remove all vegetation from levees

which results in temperature impacts, removal of habitat for fish and invertebrates, and decreased
stability for erosion protection.

4) Compliance:

Empower DOT environmental staff to direct construction and maintenance staff and hired contractors 1o
implement requirements in the field as needed for water quality compliance,

Watershed\Esabrief.doc, prepared by Sandra

Manning
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Environmental Information

!%‘ Program "“I )
=11 At WSDOT's Environmental Affairs Office iy
(EAO)

EAO Operations Branch Programs

Air / Acoustics

Biology & Mitigation

Cultural Resources

Monitoring

Water Quality &

Hazardous Materials

EAO Planning & Development Branch Programs

Watershed Management

Requlatory Compliance

Environmental
Information

Legislative Initiatives

As of January 2000
EAQO's GIS & IT Projects - Overview (short version)

Project E;gg] Partner(s) Funding |Status
Transportation
Environmental Screening ) « (Planning Office, TBD method development
Lanzer
MIS
Sou.r Le Water foaerhed A. Perez (Wa Dept of Health |DOH on schedule
Delineation
FloodMan Application I8, MIS, Maintenance, ESA /S5 In Application
Lanzer |Rgns Development
Environmental Reporting |E. MIS, Maintenance, In Application
ESA /S5 .
System Lanzer |Rgns Design
Fish Barriers / Fish Passage |E. WDEW, Prgm Existing systems
(w/ WDFW) Lanzer Mgmt, e need re-design
Maintenance, TDO
Environmental GIS E. Prgm Mgmit, mixed operational, planning
Workbench Lanzer* |GeoServices, MIS phase?2
Environmental Cost E. . oo
Aeeouniing Sysism Lanzer* MIS, Finance S5 Feasibility Study
Caplta} Bnget . Steering Committee
Coordination - Uniform E. budget .

. OFM, IAC, others |. = doing process
Reporting System Lanzer line item develobment
(SHB1204) p

Tribes, Pacific
Integrated Natural Resource E Northwest National budeet [Prototvpe
Data System (INRDS = "in- | Lab, other state, g ype
; Lanzer ) notes conceptualization
roads") local & private
agencies
Spatial Data Framework: |E. GeoServices, budget |Developing Charter
Transportation Lanzer |WAGIC, DIS notes & Needs/Scope
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Special Roadside E. M. Carey, ESA plan re-visions &

Management Practices Lanzer |Maintenance refinements
WA i) research & testin

Flood model A. Perez [ECY, FEMA, ESA e &

existing models

others

Stormwater/Watershed WaterShed Prgm, research & testing

model fao LESiTe7 ECY, others LEhie, existing models

GIS & IT Projects with EAO Participation / Support

Prgm

Contact Stattls

Project Project Lead

Spatial Data DNR. ECY
Framework: i i

Hydrography

A. Perez Clearinghouse development and
WAGIC, DIS ’ database conversion/production?

Cultural Resources

Model CTED / OAHP |A. Perez building resources

Salmon Recovery

Visiesi Dl IAC, NWIFC, [E. Lanzer/

refining application for deployment

(ISIS) SRO L. Oman
Re-Invent NEPA J. Klinck, Rgns 19, LLearzen researching & demonstrations
L. Oman
PATS GIS Prgm Mgmt, E. Lanzer |re-designing
MIS
DL }Ijlfeg(ff vt Lb, Ol ilot data compilation
Information Network ’ E.Lanzer [P P

WAGIC, others

GIS & IT Support Services

]Service |Prgm Contact
Environmental GIS production (maps & analysis) ‘E Lz

T. Johnson
‘GPS Equipment and datafile processing |T. Johnson
‘Environmental GIS Workbench User Support |E Lanzer*
‘EAO website management |E Lanzer*
‘WSDOT Environmental GIS Database Administration |E Lanzer*
Environmental GIS coordination ‘i Ilgzrrl:; /

* Temporary responsibility due to vacancy(s)

5/10/2000 2:55 PM



EAO Envi Info Prgm Projects And Services http://www.wsdot.wa.gov/EESC/Environmental/Envilnfo/EAOGISProjectsNServices.html

30f3

Navigation & Contacts
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Environmental Affairs Office GIS & IT Projects - Overview (long version)

Environmental Screening

Goal of project is to analyze environmental GIS layers to "red flag" state transportation
projects that may have significant environmental effects. Review projects from statewide
perspective GIS and Environmental Subject (eg wildlife, wetland, hazardous materials)
Specialists collaborate on developing standards to classify projects as having high, medium or
low probable environmental effects using available environmental GIS layers. This project
was tested in 1997 and is now being revisited to improve the environmental assessment
model method.

Environmental Screening application will include additional environmental data than was
available in 1997. The accumulated weighted overlay methodology will be improved to
accommodate this new data. It amy be possible to do some type of cumulative impact
assessment across all environmental subject areas. Model calibration, validation and
sensitivity testing techniques will be investigated. While there is much work to be done on the
model method, even this is extremely dependent on the data used. The development of GIS
compatible up to date and relatively large scale (1:100,000 to 1:24,000) raw data on land use,
land cover, soils, elevation, and the built environment would greatly enhance the utility of this
effort.

Source Water Watershed Delineation

Washington's highways are used to transport most of the goods and services in the state. Unfortunately,
a percentage of these goods are classified as hazardous. Since highways cross through watersheds that
contribute to surface drinking water supplies, it is in the interest of both the Washington State
Department of Transportation (WSDOT) and the Washington State Department of Health (WADOH) to
minimize the potential for contamination of these water supplies. Watersheds were delineated for all
Group A drinking water systems in Washington state which are supplied by surface water. Individual
watersheds were converted to shapefiles, then joined into one large shapefile of discrete shapes
representing each watershed. A customized interface was developed in ArcView which allows users to
view individual watershed boundaries, or to list watersheds affected by a hazardous waste spill at any
point in the state. A notification system will be developed in the coming year that will enable WADOH
to warn purveyors of threatened water systems immediately upon notice of a hazardous waste spill.

FloodMan Application

The Washington State Department of Transportation (WSDOT) owned and managed infrastructure often
intersects flood plains. As a result, flooding impacts WSDOT facilities, disrupting services, interrupting
the movement of people and goods, and impacting the economy. As well, WSDOT facilities have the
potential to impact the capacity of flood plain and watershed function, thus having a negative impact on
natural resources.

The goal of the WSDOT Flood Management Strategy is to minimize mobility, environmental and

economic losses that can occur during an emergency and reduce the likelihood of future flood hazard. A
key component of this strategy will be the Flood Management data system. The Flood Management data
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EAO GIS/ IT Project Descriptions http://www.wsdot.wa.gov/EESC/Environmen...vilnfo/EAOGISITProjectDescriptions.html

system (FloodMan) will help WSDOT achieve the following objectives under the Flood Management
Strategy:

- capture data on WSDOT flood related activities in a coordinated fashion

- provide planning and analysis tools for improving flood hazard reduction efforts

Environmental Reporting System

Fish Barriers / Fish Passage

Environmental GIS Workbench

During 1998-1999 staff from WSDOT Regional Environmental and Planning Offices;
Environmental Affairs Office, Management Information Systems, Geographic Services (where
agency GIS is centered), and Program Management (responsible for project scoping
oversight) developed the concept and design for a GIS interface that could improve access to
existing environmental information. The final product is an ArcView loadable extension which
initiates a basemap view and a form menu that is recalled as needed from the standard
ArcView interface by clicking on a single blue diamond button. The Form menu has three
sections: Set Up for some basic system administration if needed, Tools for user interaction
and user driven analysis, and Add Environmental Data for accessing over seventy pre-defined
information themes using titles and groupings familiar to the target users. A critical user tool is
the ability to view metadata on each theme.

Environmental Cost Accounting

Capital Budget Coordination - Uniform Reporting System

Integrated Natural Resource Data System (INRDS "in-roads")

INRDS is a cooperative proposal from WSDOT, the Tribes and the Pacific Northwest National
Lab (Battelle) to create a public access web site that demonstrates how data integration and
decision support technologies can enable watershed management in a pilot area of the state.
The vision for the system is that available data on environmental conditions, natural and
cultural resources, and human development could be pulled as needed from their native
databases, integrated by the application and interpreted into information for land use planning,
restoration projects, transportation system improvements or other activities affecting
watershed health. This pilot effort is currently in early feasibility and planning phases.
Partnerships and many design and content decisions have yet to be made.

Spatial Data Framework: Transportation

Part of the National Spatial Data Infrastructure effort led in this state by the Washington
Geographic Information Council, this sub-project to develop statewide transportation network
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data is just completing it's charter. The draft vision for the Washington State Transportation
Framework is a seamless set of data that are consistent, connected, and continuous between
segments of the transportation framework and with other framework layers. The
transportation framework represents the best data available and includes mechanisms to
improve over time. Framework data is accessible to the general public at the least cost with
the least restrictions.

Data components of the transportation framework may include line work, feature codes,
attributes, and a linear referencing system (LRS). In addition to data, the framework will
include development of the institutional relationships need to develop and maintain the
framework over time. This would include such things as identifying roles for contributing and
maintaining the framework, or funding and other incentives for partners to contribute to the
framework.

Special Roadside Management Practices

Working with WSDOT's Maintenance Office, Environmental Affairs Office is developing
guidelines for roadside maintenance practices that better protect salmon habitats. GIS and
GPS will be used to develop designated special management area zones, inventory the
environmental conditions and build maintenance practice guidelines for use along state
highways. Once the zones are designated, GIS tools will be used to help WSDOT
maintenance crews implement these guidelines.

Flood model

Stormwater / Watershed model

GIS & IT Projects with Environmental Affairs Office Participation / Support

Pacific Salmon Information Network

In fall of 1999, the US Dept of Interior sponsored some initial meetings to identify ways to
coordinate collection and distribution of data relating to salmon recovery. Participants include
federal, state, regional, local public agencies, non-profit organizations, academia and
commercial industry. An inventory of relevant data was developed and a list of possible next
steps to help build and promote sharing salmon recovery information. Dept. of Interior is
coordinating this forum with another they sponsored to focus on salmon recovery policy (Puget
Sound Salmon Leadership Forum). The next steps for this group are still being determined
while resources to continue are being scouted.

Spatial Data Framework: Hydrography

Part of the National Spatial Data Infrastructure effort led in this state by the Washington
Geographic Information Council, this is a sub-project to develop statewide hyrdographic
network data (streams, lakes & coastlines). The Department of Natural Resources and the
Department of Ecology are the lead state agencies on the Washington Hydrography
Framework project.

3of4 5/10/2000 2:55 PM



EAO GIS/ IT Project Descriptions http://www.wsdot.wa.gov/EESC/Environmen...vilnfo/EAOGISITProjectDescriptions.html

Salmon Recovery Project Database
Cultural Resources Model
Re-Invent NEPA

PATS GIS

Back to Short Version of Current Projects List
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Catalog of Geospatial Data
for GIS users at WSDOT

(See also: http://www.wsdot.wa.gov/gis/GeoDataCatalog)

5/12/2000

Data Set Title file location Originator Ssocu;; €/ steward
all data sets are found under
GENERAL REFERENCE DATA w:\Data\GIS\GISOSC\GEODATA
Transportation
State Highways - State Routes maps\500KDOT Cartoglsr WSDOT | 500K = Geo
(mainlines) LRS
State Highways - State Routes by .
WSDOT Region LRS maps\500k\DOT_Cartog\SRRegion WSDOT | 500K | Geo
\(\gA\SCounty Series, State Routes maps\24K\DOT_Cartog\county\<county>\<county>rds | WSDOT | 24K Geo
State Route Number Shields, 500K |maps\500K\DOT_Cartog\shields WSDOT | 500K | Geo
WA County Series, State Route
Number Shields maps\24K\DOT_Cartog\county\<county>\<county>shd | WSDOT | 24K Geo
WA County Series, Local Roads maps\24K\DOT_Cartog\county\<county>\<county>icl WSDOT | 24K Geo
WA County Series, Local Road Text |maps\24K\DOT_Cartog\county\<county>\<county>ltx WSDOT | 24K Geo
WA County Series, Scaleable Local maps\24K\DOT_Cartog\county\<county>\<county>ltxsc | WSDOT | 24K Geo
Road Text
WA County Series, Bridges maps\24K\DOT_Cartog\county\<county>\<county>brg | WSDOT | 24K Geo
Ferry Routes maps\24K\DOT_Cartog\ferry WSDOT | 24K Geo
Railroads, at 500K maps\500K\DOT_Cartog\railroad WSDOT | 500k Geo
Railroads, at 24K maps\24K\DOT_Cartog\rail WSDOT | 24K Geo
WA County Series, Railroads maps\24K\DOT_Cartog\county\<county>\<county>rrs WSDOT | 24K Geo
Railroads-abandoned, at 500K maps\500K\DOT_Cartog\rraband WSDOT | 500K | Geo
Railroads-abandoned, at 24K maps\24K\DOT_Cartog\rraband WSDOT | 24K Geo
Public Park and Ride Lots maps\noscale\DOT_publictrans\parkandride WSDOT | none _lp_lrj:rl]"s:
Rest Areas maps\noscale\DOT_Cartogl\restarea WSDOT | none | Geo
Roadside Landscape Classifications |maps\500K\DOT_Design\roadside WSDOT | 500K gg:gﬁ
Priority Array Tracking System maps\500K\DOT_ProgMan\PATSdefi\PATSdefi<4 digit WSDOT | 500K Prog
year> Man
Political and Admin. Boundaries
County Boundaries, statewide maps\500K\DOT _Cartog\county WSDOT | 500K | Geo
WA County Series, Co Boundaries |maps\24K\DOT_Cartog\county\<county>\<county>bdy | WSDOT | 24K Geo
g:li Limits of Washington State, at maps\24K\DOT_Cartog\city WSDOT | 24K Geo
Major Cities (points) maps\500K\DOT _Cartog\Citiesp WSDOT | 500K | Geo
DOT Regions maps\500K\DOT_Cartog\DotReg WSDOT | 500K | Geo
DOT Regions, at 24K maps\24K\DOT_Cartog\dotregion WSDOT | 24K Geo
DOT Maintenance Areas maps\500K\DOT_Cartog\M_Area WSDOT | 500K | Geo
;‘a%':]"(‘a’gg’ Urban Areas (FHWA maps\24K\DOT_Cartog\UrbanArea WSDOT | 24K | Geo
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(See also: http://www.wsdot.wa.gov/gis/GeoDataCatalog)

Catalog of Geospatial Data
for GIS users at WSDOT

5/12/2000

Data Set Title file location Originator Ssocu;; €| Steward

Regional Transportation Planning

Organizations/Metropolitan Planning |maps\500K\DOT_Cartog\RTPO WSDOT | 500K | Geo

Organizations

Urban Growth Boundaries of the

Puget Sound Regional Council maps\100K\PSRC\uga96 PSRC | 100K | Geo

United States Congressional maps\500K\DOT Cartog\CongDist WSDOT | 500K | Geo

Districts

Legislative Districts of WA State maps\500K\DOT_Cartog\LegDist WSDOT | 500K | Geo

National Forest Lands maps\500K\DOT_Cartog\Federal\Forest WSDOT | 500K | Geo

National Forest Lands at 24K maps\24K\DOT_Cartog\Federal\NatFor WSDOT | 24K Geo

National Parks maps\24K\DOT_Cartog\Fereral\NatPark WSDOT | 24K Geo

National Recreation Areas maps\24K\DOT_Cartog\Federal\NatRec WSDOT | 24K Geo

Military Reservations »

(see also Major Public Lands) maps\500K\DOT_Cartog\Federal\Military WSDOT | 500K | Geo

Military Reservations at 24 K maps\24K\DOT_Cartog\Federal\Military WSDOT | 24K Geo

Indian Reservations .

(see also Major Public Lands) maps\24K\DOT_Cartog\Federal\indianRes WSDOT | 24K Geo

Colur_nb|a River Gorge National maps\24K\DOT_Cartog\Federal\scenic WSDOT | 24K Geo

Scenic Area

Major Public Lands by WA Dept. | 1oopNRIMPLT WADNR | 100K | EAO

of Natural Resources:
City Parks maps\100k\DNR\MPL7 \citypark WADNR | 100K | EAO
County Parks maps\100k\DNR\MPL7\counpark WADNR | 100K | EAO
DNR Managed Lands maps\100k\DNR\MPL7\DNRIands WADNR | 100K | EAO
Experimental Forests maps\100k\DNR\MPL7\expforst WADNR | 100K | EAO
Federal/State Fish Hatcheries maps\100k\DNR\MPL7\fishatch WADNR | 100K | EAO
Federal/State Medical Facilities maps\100k\DNR\WMPL7\medfac WADNR | 100K | EAO
Military/Tribal Reservations maps\100k\DNR\MPL7\miltribe WADNR | 100K | EAO
Monuments maps\100k\DNR\MPL7\monumnt WADNR | 100K | EAO
Municipal Watersheds maps\100k\ DNR\WMPL7\munwtshd WADNR | 100K | EAO
National Forests maps\100k\DNR\MPL7\usfs WADNR | 100K | EAO
National Historic Parks maps\100k\DNR\MPL7\histpark WADNR | 100K | EAO
National Parks maps\100k\DNR\MPL7\natpark WADNR | 100K | EAO
Public School Lands maps\100k\DNR\MPL7\pubschl WADNR | 100K | EAO
Recreation maps\100k\DNR\MPL7\recreat WADNR | 100K | EAO
State Parks maps\100k\DNR\MPL7\statpark WADNR | 100K | EAO
Wilderness Areas maps\100K\DNR\MPL7\wilderns WADNR | 100K | EAO
Wildlife Refuges maps\100k\ DNR\MPL7\wldrefug WADNR | 100K | EAO

Zip Codes (postal zones) maps\100K\ESD\zip\zipcode ESD 100K | Geo
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Catalog of Geospatial Data
for GIS users at WSDOT

5/12/2000

Data Set Title file location Originator Ssocu;l(; €/ steward
Geographic Reference
Graticule - Latitude/Longitude Lines | . \5606p0T Cartoglonat WSDOT | 500K | Geo
(1/2 degree)
La_1t|tude/Long|tude Lines (7-1/2 maps\24K\DOT_Cartog\graticul WSDOT | 24K Geo
minutes)
Public Land Survey - Township, 14k iDNRIPoca WADNR | 24K | EAO
Range, Section Lines
Townships maps\500K\DNR\township WADNR | 500K | Geo
;'SDESR -U.S. Census Bureaubase |\ 100K\USCBITIGER USCB | 100K | EAO
USGS Quad Index maps\24K\DFW\index WDFW | 24K EAO
Shaded Relief of Washington State |imagery\1kfoot\DOT_Cartog\wa-shade WADNR 1%00 Geo
ENVIRONMENTAL DATA
Air Quality
Efgggn Monoxide Non-Attainment maps\noscale\DOE\AinCarbmon WADOE | none | EAO
Ozone Non-Attainment Areas maps\noscale\DOE\Ai\Ozone WADOE | none | EAO
Particulates Non-Attainment Areas |mapsinoscale\DOE\Air\Partic WADOE | none | EAO
Fish and Wildlife
82:{‘3"0“ Evolutionarily Significant | »50kINMFSichingg NMFS | 250K | EAO
Chum Evolutionarily Significant Units |maps\250K\NMFS\chum99 NMFS | 250K | EAO
Coastal Cutthroat Trout maps\250KINMFS\cutt99 NMES | 250K | EAO
Evolutionarily Significant Units
Coho Evolutionarily Significant Units |maps\250K\INMFS\coho98 NMFES | 250K | EAO
Endangered Species Act Watershed
Resource Inventory Area Listing maps\noscale\DF W\ESA WDFW | none | EAO
Status for Salmon and Trout
WDFW (Fish & W|Id||fe) Game maps\noscale\DFW\gamemgt WDFW | none | EAO
Management Units
Fish (Salmonid) Passage Barriers  |maps\24K\DF W\fishbarriers WDFW | 24K EAO
Habitat Conservation Projects maps\24K\IAC\Habitat Conservation IACOR | 24K EAO
Outdoor Recreation Projects maps\24K\IAC\Outdoor Rec IACOR | 24K EAO
Wildlife and Recreation Projects maps\24KVAC\wwrp98 IACOR | 24K EAO
Lower Columbia Steelhead Initiative |maps\24K\DOE\LCSI_bdy WADOE | 24K EAO
Marbled Murrelet Detection Sections |maps\24K\DFW\mamusect WDFW | 24K EAO
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Catalog of Geospatial Data
for GIS users at WSDOT

5/12/2000

Data Set Title file location Originator Ssocu;; €/ steward
Marbled Murrelet Detection Sections, maps\24K\DFWimamubuf3 WDEW | 24K EAO
Buffered
Marblg d Murrelet Detection maps\12K\DFW\mmurrpts WDFW | 12K EAO
Locations
Marbled Murrelet Critical Habitat maps\100K\USFW\mmurelet USFW | 100K | EAO
Seabird Colonies maps\noscale\DFW\seabirds WDFW | none | EAO
Sealife, from the 1992 Puget Sound | 150k 1DFWAsealife WDFW | 100K | EAO
Environmental Atlas
Snohomish River Basin Fish . , .
Workshop Data 1995 maps\24K\county\Snohomish\SnoFish SnoFish | 24K EAO
32?1';63’6 Evolutionarily Significant | 1> s0KINMFS1sock99 NMFS | 250K | EAO
Spotted Owl Critical Habitat maps\100K\USFW\spotowls USFW | 100K | EAO
if:;tsed Owl Special Emphasis maps\noscale\DNR\sosea WADNR | none | EAO
ﬁtneite;head Evolutionarily Significant | > soKINMFSIsteel99 NMFS | 250K | EAO
Streamnet by Hydrologic Unit Code |maps\100K\DFW\streamnef\ByHuc\hucdata WDFW | 100K | EAO
Streamnet-Statewide maps\100K\DF W\streamnet\statewide WDFW | 100K | EAO
Sensitive Environmental Data contact Joanne Markert at 360-705-7444 WDFW EAO
Priority Habitat and Species maps\24K\DF W\sensitive WDFW | 24K EAO
Spotted Owl Nests maps\24K\DFW\sensitive WDFW | 24K EAO
Wildlife Heritage Data maps\24K\DF W\sensitive WDFW | 24K EAO
Geology and Soils
\Soils (STATSGO Database) maps\250K\USDA\wasoils USDA | 250K | EAO
Groundwater and Wells

” . WSDOT/

gzzg?, Aquifer Recharge Areas, Clallar maps\24K\DOT_EAO\groundwater\cara\Clallam Clallam | 24K EAO
y Co.

Critical Aquifer Recharge Areas, Clark maps\24K\DOT_EAO\groundwater\cara\Clark WSDOT/ 24K EAO
County Clark Co.

” . . WSDOT/
ggiﬁl Aquifer Recharge Areas, Frankiin maps\250K\DOT_EAO\groundwater\cara\Franklin Franklin | 250K | EAO

y Co.

Critical Aquifer Recharge Areas, Island maps\noscale\DOT_EAO\groundwater\cara\lsland WSDOT/ none | EAO
County Island Co.
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5/12/2000

Data Set Title file location Originator Ssocu;; €/ steward
Critical Aquifer Recharge Areas, King maps\100K\DOT_EAO\groundwater\cara\King W.SDOT/ 100K | EAO
County King Co.
. . ) WSDOT/
Critical Aquifer Recharge Areas, Kitsap maps\24K\DOT_EAO\grounwater\cara\Kitsap Kitsap 24K EAO
County Co
. . , WSDOT/
gZZZZI/Aquer Recharge Areas, Lincoln maps\500K\DOT_EAO\groundwater\cara\Lincoln Lincoln | 500K | EAO
Co.
WSDOT/
Critical Aquifer Recharge Areas, Pend maps\24K\DOT_EAO\grounwater\cara\PendOreille Pend | Sk | EAO
Oreille County Oreille
Co.
. . . WSDOT/
g‘r)/ZZZI/Aqwfer Recharge Areas, Plerce maps\noscale\DOT_EAOQ\groundwater\cara\Pierce Pierce | none | EAO
Co.
o . WSDOT
gzzz";'; Aquifer Recharge Areas, Spokane | -\ 100K\DOT EAO\groundwaterlcaralSpokane | /Spokane| 100K | EAO
Co.
" . WSDOT/
gZzZ?}l/Aqwfer Recharge Areas, Thurston maps\24K\DOT_EAO\grounwater\cara\Thurston Thurston | 24K EAO
Co.
. . WSDOT
ggfﬁ?l Aquifer Recharge Areas, Whatcom maps\500K\DOT_EAO\groundwater\cara\Whatcom /Whatco | 500K | EAO
y m Co.
Sole Source Aquifers maps\100K\USEPA\SSA EPA 100K | EAO
Wellhead Protection Zones-- maps\24K\DOT_EAO\groundwater\wellzones\statewpz | WSDOT | 24K | EAO
statewide
Wellhead Protection Zones-- maps\24K\DOT_EAO\groundwater\wellzones\Thurston Thurston 24K EAO
Thurston Co.
Wells, Group A, WA State maps\24K\DOT_EAO\groundwater\grpawell WSDOT | 24K EAO
Wells, Group B, WA State maps\24K\DOT_EAO\groundwater\grpbwell WSDOT | 24K EAO
Hazardous Materials
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(See also: http://www.wsdot.wa.gov/gis/GeoDataCatalog)
Data Set Title file location Originator Ssocu;; €/ steward
CERCLIS--Comprehensive
Environment Response
Compensation and Liability maps\noscale\DOE\Cerc-r10 WADOE | none | EAO
Information System (Superfund
sites)
RCRA Facilities--generators,
transporters, treaters, storers, and  |maps\noscale\DOE\Rcra-r10 EPA none | EAO
disposers of hazardous waste
Toxic Cleanup Program sites--
confirmed and suspected hazardous |maps\noscale\DOE\Tcpsites WADOE | none | EAO
materials sites
Hydrography
Coastlines, Puget Sound and
Columbia River (Major Shorelines) maps\500k\DOT_Cartog\coast WSDOT | 500K | Geo
Dams maps\noscale\DOE\dams WADOE | none | EAO
Double Banked Streams maps\100K\DOE\hydro\dbank WADOE | 100K | EAO
Estuaries maps\100K\DOE\hydro\estuary WADOE | 100K | EAO
Floodzones (100 and 500 yr. floods)-- maps\24K\county\Thurston\thurfidz Thurston 24K EAO
Thurston County Co.
FEMA Floodzones (by county)-- | o skirEmA FEMA | 24K | EAO
statewide
Framework Hydro of WA (Statewide
and by HUC) maps\100k\DOE\WaFwHydro WADOE | 100K | Geo
Hydro features-Statewide maps\24K\DOE\hydro WADOE | 24K Geo
Thurston
Hydro features-Thurston County maps\24K\county\Thurston\thurhydr Co 24K EAO
Lakes maps\100K\DOE\hydro\lake WADOE | 100K | EAO
Major Lakes of Washington maps\500k\DOT_Cartog\lake WSDOT | 500K | Geo
Major Rivers of Washington maps\100K\DOE\M-rivers WADOE | 100K | EAO
National Wetlands Inventory (by | o 1srwnwg USEW | 24K | EAO
guadrangle and by county)
Streams maps\100K\DOE\hydro\stream WADOE | 100K | EAO
WA County Series, Hydrography maps\24K\DOT_Cartog\county\<county>\<county>hyd | WSDOT | 24K Geo
Sub-basins of Watershed Resource | 15610 0E1subWRIA WADOE | 250K | EAO
Inventory Areas (Watersheds)
Watershed Resource Inventory maps\100KIDOEWWRIA WADOE | 100K = EAO
Areas (Watersheds)
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Catalog of Geospatial Data
for GIS users at WSDOT

5/12/2000

Data Set Title file location Originator Ssocu;; €/ steward
Plants

Plant Heritage - Rare and Native .

Plants -Puget Sound maps\24K\DNR\psheritg WADNR | 24K EAO

Plant Heritage - Rare and Native .

Plants - WA state maps\24K\DNR\waheritg WADNR | 24K EAO

Water Quality

1994 303d listed water bodies-- maps\100K\DOE\303D\d303estuary,

Impaired Waters under 303d of the |maps\100K\DOE\303D\d303stream, WADOE | 100K | EAO

Federal Clean Water Act maps\100K\DOE\303D\d303/ake

National Pollutant Discharge

Elimination System Sites: sites maps\noscale\DOENPDES WADOE | none | EAO

holding permit to discharge

wastewater to surface water

National Pollutant Discharge

Elimination System Permit Areas:
Cedar/Green maps\500K\DOT_EAO\WPDES\npdes-cg WSDOT | 500K | EAO
Clark County maps\500K\DOT_EAO\NPDES\npdes-c! WSDOT | 500K | EAO
Island/Snohomish Co. maps\500K\DOT_EAO\NPDES\npdes-is WSDOT | 500K | EAO
South Puget Sound maps\500K\DOT_EAO\NPDES\npdes-ps WSDOT | 500K | EAO
Spokane County maps\500K\DOT_EAOWPDES\npdes-sp WSDOT | 500K | EAO

gt:l:g‘;"ater Outfall along State maps\24K\DOT_EAO\outfallloutfall lationg WSDOT | 24K | EAO
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DEFINITIONS—

Data Set Title:

File Location:

Originator:
Source scale:

Steward:

ABBREVIATIONS—

24K
100K
250K
500K
Cartog
DCTED
EAO
ESD
FEMA
Geo
LRS
NMFS
noscale
PSRC
USEPA
USFW
USGS
USCB
IACOR
WADNR
WADOH
WADOE
WDFW
WSDOT

Catalog of Geospatial Data 5/12/2000

for GIS users at WSDOT

Title or commonly used name of the data set.
The path by which the data set is located on
WSDOT's GIS servers.

The creator or source of the data set.

The scale denominator of the data set's source
material. For example, 24K indicates data derived
from sources at 1:24,000 scale.

The organization responsible for providing the data
set to WSDOT.

1:24,000 scale—1 map inch represents 2,000 feet
1:100,000 scale—1 map inch represents 1.58 miles
1:250,000 scale—1 map inch represents 3.95 miles
1:500,000 scale—1 map inch represents 7.89 miles
WSDOT Cartography Section

Washington Department of Community, Trade and Economic Development
WSDOT Environmental Affairs Office

Washington Employment Security Department
Federal Emergency Management Agency

WSDOT Geographic Services

Linear Reference System

National Marine Fisheries Service

data is of mixed scales or scale not applicable
Puget Sound Regional Council

United States Environmental Protection Agency
United States Fish and Wildlife Service

United States Geological Survey

United States Census Bureau

Interagency Committee on Outdoor Recreation
Washington Department of Natural Resources
Washington State Department of Health
Washington Department of Ecology

Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife
Washington State Department of Transportation
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Appendix C-2:

Environmental Streamlining National Memorandum of Understanding
http://www.thwa.dot.gov/environment/nmou4.htm

Environmental Streamlining Action Plan
http://www.thwa.dot.gov/environment/apsr2_00.htm

Transportation Equity Act for the 21°" Century
http://www.thwa.dot.gov/tea21/h240subc.htm#1309

Appendix C-4:

Environmental Streamlining National Memorandum of Understanding
http://www.thwa.dot.gov/environment/nmou4.htm

Appendix E4:

National Cooperative Highway Research Program, Project 25-23, FY 2000
Environmental Management Information System for Transportation Projects
http://www4.nas.edu/trb/crp.nsf/NCHRP+Projects

then look under Area 25 for Project 25-23

Appendix F, Resources:

Interagency Guidance: Transportation Funding for Federal Agency Coordination
http://www.thwa.dot.gov/environment/title23.htm

Appendix G, Agreements & Forms:

Please contact the individual state transportation agency representative for information
regarding their Agreements & Forums.
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