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SEPA ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST 
 
 

A.  Background   
 
 

1.  Name of proposed project, if applicable:  
 
Water System Consolidation and Well No. 2 Relocation 

 

2.  Name of applicant:  
 

City of College Place  
 

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

 

Mr. Robert Gordon, PE 

City of College Place 

625 South College Avenue 

College Place, WA  99324 

(509) 394-8525 

 

4.  Date checklist prepared:  
 

June 14, 2018 
 

5.  Agency requesting checklist:  
 

City of College Place (City) Planning Department and Washington State Department of Health 

(DOH). 
 

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

Proposed improvements are slated to be completed by the end of 2019. Phase 1 of the proposed 

water system consolidation, which includes the relocation of Well No. 1 and installation of a 

looped water main, is anticipated to be constructed spring to fall 2019. In advance of water 

system improvement construction, Phase 1 also involves water rights transfer and consolidation, 

occurring from late 2017 to fall 2018. Phase 2, decommissioning of the existing Well No. 1, is 

planned for fall 2019. Phase 3, relocation of Well No. 2, is projected for spring to fall 2019. 

Water rights work, well site analysis and source approval, environmental permit compliance, 

engineering design, public involvement, right-of-way acquisition, and other project tasks will be 

conducted as part of Phases 1 through 3 efforts and have the potential to alter the anticipated 

project schedule.  

 

7.  Do you have any plans for future additions, expansion, or further activity related to or 
connected with this proposal?  If yes, explain.  
 

The City is trying to solve two public health and safety issues with the proposed improvements. 

First and most immediately, the City needs to address source reliability issues with Well No. 1 
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and similar anticipated issues with Well No. 2. Additionally, the City is in the process of 

consolidating the Christ Community Fellowship (CCF) water system into the City’s system. 

The CCF system is a Group A water system experiencing nitrate contamination issues. 

Secondly, and more so intended to address future water service, the City needs to construct 

additional wells. Additional wells will allow the City to regain lost pumping capacity and 

distribute its pumping over a larger portion of the aquifer, hopefully reducing the risk of 

settlement damage to its wells. As part of the water rights transfer and consolidation work, the 

City has identified several proposed well locations and associated points of withdrawal to: 

a) address the Well No. 1 and Well No. 2 relocation; and b) provide for future well locations to 

address anticipated water service needs.   

 

8.  List any environmental information you know about that has been prepared, or will be 

prepared, directly related to this proposal.  

 

The following project-specific and environmental information has been prepared to date. 

• Water system improvements were identified in the City of College Place Comprehensive 

Water Systems Plan (RH2 Engineering, Inc., (RH2), March 2014)), which was amended 

in August 2016. 

• Project Review Forms (EZ1) for Historic and Cultural Resources Review through the 

Washington Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation (DAHP) were 

completed for the Water System Consolidation and Well No. 2 Relocation elements of 

the project. This information was prepared to initiate Governor’s Executive Order (GEO) 

05-05 and/or Section 106 [of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA)] 

compliance, and facilitate project funding through the Drinking Water State Revolving 

Funds (DWSRF), administered through DOH.  

• Cultural Resources Survey to facilitate compliance with GEO 05-05 and/or Section 106. 

• Water right change applications for the City’s existing Ground Water Certificates. 

• Well No. 2 Site Analysis and Relocation Recommendations Memorandum. 

• Well Siting and Hydrogeologic Assessment Memorandum. 

The following project-specific and environmental information will be prepared. 

• Geotechnical Investigation Memorandum/Report. 

• DOH Source Approval Project Report. 

 

9.  Do you know whether applications are pending for governmental approvals of other 
proposals directly affecting the property covered by your proposal?  If yes, explain.  
 

The City is presently working with DOH and the Washington State Department of Ecology 

(Ecology) to change and transfer water rights. 

 

10.  List any government approvals or permits that will be needed for your proposal, if known.  
 

In addition to SEPA, the project is anticipated to require the following permits and approvals: 

• Water right change applications (Ecology and DOH); 

• GEO 05-05 and/or Section 106 (DAHP and affected Indian Tribes); 

• State Environmental Review Process (SERP) compliance (DOH); 
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• Local construction permits (e.g., land use, building, right-of-way, etc.) (City and Walla 

Walla County); and 

• Source Approval Project Report (DOH). 

Depending on the well siting analysis for the City’s relocated wells, additional permits and 

approvals may be needed to construct the project improvements. 

 

11.  Give brief, complete description of your proposal, including the proposed uses and the size 
of the project and site.  There are several questions later in this checklist that ask you to 
describe certain aspects of your proposal.  You do not need to repeat those answers on this 
page.  (Lead agencies may modify this form to include additional specific information on project 
description.)  
 

To address continuing problems with drinking water source reliability, the City is proposing to 

relocate two drinking water wells, Well No. 1 and Well No. 2, and install approximately 

4,000 linear feet (LF) of looped 12-inch water main. The project also proposes to alleviate 

water quality issues currently experienced by the CCF water system by consolidating the CCF 

system into the City’s water system. For the purpose of funding and construction, the project is 

being completed in phases. 

Phase 1 involves consolidation of the CCF water system into the City’s system, replacement of 

Well No. 1, relocation of the proposed well to CCF property, and completion of a portion of 

the looped water main. The CCF water system is a one connection Group A water system 

supplied by a single on-site 137-foot-deep gravel alluvium well. The CCF well has experienced 

increased nitrate concentration levels in recent years, exceeding the 10 milligrams per liter 

(mg/L) maximum contaminant level. Drinking fountains have been removed from the building 

and notices are posted to warn consumers not to drink the water. The City’s existing Well No. 

1 is out of service currently from subterranean movements that have bent the casing of the 

well, preventing installation of a suitably sized well pump. The consolidation project will 

relocate Well No. 1 to the CCF property and construct a new deep basalt well into the 

Columbia River Basalt aquifer to an estimated depth of 700 to 800 feet. To connect the CCF 

system and the relocated Well No. 1 to the City’s water system, Phase 1 will also construct 

approximately 2,300 LF of 12-inch main. 

To facilitate proposed water system improvements, Phase 1 also includes water rights change 

applications for review and processing by Ecology. As part of the water rights change 

applications, an assessment of the City’s existing water rights, well locations, and groundwater 

aquifers will be performed; as well as, identification of potential well locations and points of 

withdrawal (POW) for the relocated Well No. 1 and Well No. 2, and future potential well 

locations to serve the City’s long-term water needs. Review and processing of the water rights 

change application is necessary ahead of the proposed water system improvements. 

Phase 2 involves construction of the remaining looped water main, an estimated 1,700 LF of 

12-inch main, requiring construction across Washington State Route 125 (WA-125). Although 

this work is considered part of Phase 2, it is anticipated that the water main construction will 

occur in conjunction with Phase 1 water main and Well No. 1 construction. Phase 2 also 

includes decommissioning of the City’s existing Well No. 2, which is anticipated to occur 

following Phase 3. 

Phase 3 involves relocating the City’s existing Well No. 2. Current water levels at Well No. 2 

are nearing 200 feet below ground surface, and the City is mining groundwater at a rate of 
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approximately 4 feet per year within the College Place (Block 4) aquifer boundary. The 

progressive loss of reliability caused by vertical displacement of the well head during current 

operations has led to the determination that Well No. 2 needs to be relocated. As part of the 

water rights change application completed in Phase 1, six potential well sites were identified 

for Well No. 2 (and future wells). The City’s existing Eastside Booster Pump Station (BPS) 

site off Maple Street is the selected site for the Well No. 2 relocation. Well No. 2 is anticipated 

to be constructed to an estimated depth of 700 to 800 feet in the Columbia River Basalt aquifer 

like Well No. 1. 

 
12.  Location of the proposal.  Give sufficient information for a person to understand the precise 
location of your proposed project, including a street address, if any, and section, township, and 
range, if known.  If a proposal would occur over a range of area, provide the range or 
boundaries of the site(s).  Provide a legal description, site plan, vicinity map, and topographic 
map, if reasonably available.  While you should submit any plans required by the agency, you 
are not required to duplicate maps or detailed plans submitted with any permit applications 
related to this checklist.  
 

The proposed water system improvements generally will affect drinking water in the City and 

outlying areas contained within Walla Walla County (County), Washington, in Sections 25, 26, 

34, 35, and 36 of Township 7N, Range 35E, and Sections 1, 2, and 3 of Township 6N, 

Range 35E.  

The City’s existing Well No. 1 is located at 421 SE 6th Street (Section 36, Township 7N, 

Range 35E).  

The existing CCF well and location of the proposed relocated Well No. 1 is 3170 Peppers 

Bridge Road (Section 1, Township 6N, Range 35E). 

The existing Well No. 2 is located near 416 SE 4th Street (Section 36, Township 7N, 

Range 35E).  

The proposed relocated Well No. 2 at the preferred Eastside BPS site is located at or near 

55 SE Maple Avenue (Section 25 or 36 of Township 7N, Range 35E).  

Sites for future City wells, or the relocated Well No. 2, if needed, that were identified in the 

water rights change application, are as follows. 

• City Wastewater Treatment Plant off Owens Road (Section 34, Township 7N, 

Range 35E) 

• Soaring Hawk Drive (Section 1, Township 6N, Range 35E) 

• McKiernan and Christensen off Christensen Road (Section 2, Township 6N, 

Range 35E) 

• Rose Street (Section 25, Township 7N, Range 35E) 

• Hayden Homes (Section 35, Township 7N, Range 35E) 

The City’s existing Well No. 3 site is located at 1595 SE Larch Avenue (Section 36, Township 

7N, Range 35E). 

The proposed looped water main would extend from the intersection of Taumarson Road and 

Peppers Bridge Road southwest along Peppers Bridge Road, connecting to the relocated Well 

No. 1 on the CCF property (Phase 1 section). From the CCF property, the water main would 
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continue southwest along Peppers Bridge Road, turning west along Mc Minn Road, crossing 

WA-125 onto South College Avenue, then heading north on College Avenue to connect to the 

City’s water system at John Sager Middle School and College Place High School (Phase 2 

section). Water main is proposed in Section 1 of Township 6N, Range 35E. 
 
 

B.  ENVIRONMENTAL ELEMENTS   
 
1.  Earth   
 
a.  General description of the site:  
 
(circle one):  Flat, rolling, hilly, steep slopes, mountainous, other _____________  
 
 
 
b.  What is the steepest slope on the site (approximate percent slope)?  
 

Much of the City and outlying County areas upon which the project is planned are flat with 

less than 10 percent slopes. The steepest slopes in the City, observed in association with 

creek valleys primarily, are 30 percent.  

 

c.  What general types of soils are found on the site (for example, clay, sand, gravel, peat,  
muck)?  If you know the classification of agricultural soils, specify them and note any 
agricultural land of long-term commercial significance and whether the proposal results in 
removing any of these soils.  

 

According to the Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) Soil Survey, most of the 

City is underlain by silt loam soils with varying degrees of finer and coarser sediments. 

Within the City limits, five soil units are considered farmland of statewide importance: 

Pedigo silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes; Pedigo silt loam, overwashed, 0 to 3 percent slopes; 

Umapine silt loam, leached surface, 0 to 3 percent slopes; Walla Walla silt loam, lacustrine 

substratum, 8 to 30 percent slopes; and Walla Walla silt loam, lacustrine substratum, 8 to 

30 percent slopes, eroded. Four soil units are considered prime farmland: Hermiston silt 

loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes; Touchet gravelly silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes; Walla Walla 

silt loam, hardpan variant, 0 to 8 percent slopes; and Walla Walla silt loam, lacustrine 

substratum, 0 to 8 percent slopes. Two soil units are prime farmland if irrigated: Catherine 

silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes; and Touchet silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes. 

The existing and proposed Well No. 1 and Well No. 2 (preferred location) sites, and the 

looped water main alignment are situated within areas that are designated as prime 

farmland or prime farmland if irrigated. However, these project areas have been converted 

from farmland to residential areas; the project is not anticipated to adversely affect prime 

farmlands.  

Some of the potential Well No. 2/future well sites could be sited within areas of prime 

farmland; however, much like the immediate water system improvements, project areas 

have already been converted to residential uses and well development is not anticipated to 

adversely affect prime farmlands.  

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

describe.  
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No. 

 

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

 

The project will involve two main earthwork components. First, open-cut trench excavation 

for installation of the looped water main, and second, site grading for the two well 

facilities. There will be approximately 4,000 LF of trench excavation corresponding to 

approximately 2,500 cubic yards (CY) of cut and fill (the native material is expected to be 

suitable for trench backfill). Approximately 450 CY will be replaced by select backfill. 

Any imported material will be manufactured crushed rock imported from a commercial 

quarry selected by the contractor. Approximately 120 CY of excess material will be 

displaced by the pipe. Earthwork for the well facilities will be approximately 250 CY per 

facility or 500 CY total. Cut and fill will be balanced to the maximum extent possible. 

 

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

As much of the City and proposed project locations are within flat areas, the risk of erosion 

from land development is slight. Wind erosion is possible with cleared sites during 

construction. Despite the low risk of erosion, construction will be required to employ best 

management practices (BMPs) to prevent and manage temporary erosion, water quality 

impacts, and sedimentation.  

 

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

 

For Well No. 1, of the 1-acre lot given to the City, approximately 15 percent will be 

impervious surfaces after construction. For Well No. 2, at the selected Eastside BPS site, 

the parcel is currently developed, with existing impervious surfaces of 66 percent. With the 

addition of the Well No. 2 site, the parcel will be approximately 70-percent impervious. 

 

h.  Proposed measures to reduce or control erosion, or other impacts to the earth, if any:  

 

BMPs anticipated to be utilized during construction include, but are not limited to, proper 

equipment and materials storage, constrained clearing and construction limits, securing 

temporary stockpiles and slopes, daily site cleanup, inlet protection, etc. Construction 

stormwater BMPs will be implemented per the Stormwater Management Manual for Eastern 

Washington (Ecology, September 2004 or as revised). 

 

2. Air   
 
a.  What types of emissions to the air would result from the proposal during construction, 

operation, and maintenance when the project is completed? If any, generally describe and 
give approximate quantities if known.  
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Temporary exhaust and dust emissions from construction equipment and vehicles is 

anticipated during construction. The finished project will not cause air emissions. 

 

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

No. 

 

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

Construction equipment and vehicles shall conform with Washington State standards for air 

quality, including using properly functioning equipment and vehicles that have passed 

emissions testing, using clean-burning fuels when possible, limiting diesel exhaust, limiting 

vehicle idling, etc. BMPs to reduce and control air emissions shall be included in project 

design and specifications, as applicable. 
  

  

3.  Water   
 
a.  Surface Water:  
 

1) Is there any surface water body on or in the immediate vicinity of the site (including 
year-round and seasonal streams, saltwater, lakes, ponds, wetlands)?  If yes, describe 
type and provide names.  If appropriate, state what stream or river it flows into.  
 

Stone, Garrison, Yellowhawk, and Thompson Creeks all flow within 1 mile of the sites. 

Garrison and Stone Creeks, and presumably Thompson Creek, flow from northeast to 

southwest through the City, toward the Walla Walla River. Yellowhawk Creek flows in a 

similar direction southeast of the City limits, also confluencing with the Walla Walla 

River.  

Garrison, Stone, and Yellowhawk Creeks are all perennial streams, anticipated to be 

Type F designation. Thompson Creek is a seasonal stream, anticipated to be Type N 

designation. Yellowhawk, Garrison, and Stone Creeks are all documented as providing 

salmonid habitat (Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife (WDFW), Salmonscape). 

The proposed CCF Well No. 1 site is situated within 750 feet of Yellowhawk Creek. 

Thompson Creek is located north of the Maple Street site for Well No. 2. The City’s 

existing Well No. 3 site is situated in proximity to Stone Creek, as is the potential 

McKiernan and Christensen well site. The City’s wastewater treatment plant (WWTP) 

well site is north of Garrison Creek. The potential Soaring Hawk well site is located 

northwest of Yellowhawk Creek.   

 

2) Will the project require any work over, in, or adjacent to (within 200 feet) the described 
waters?  If yes, please describe and attach available plans.  

 

No. The proposed Well No. 1 and Well No. 2 relocations, Well No. 2 decommissioning, 

and looped water main are not anticipated to require work over, in, or adjacent to State 

waters or wetlands.  
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If needed, the precise location of potential future well sites (identified in the water rights 

change applications is currently unknown, thus their potential proximity to State waters is 

also unknown. Individual future well development in the City is anticipated to require 

separate project-level SEPA review or an amendment to this SEPA, depending on the 

timing of proposed future improvements. 

 

3) Estimate the amount of fill and dredge material that would be placed in or removed 
from surface water or wetlands and indicate the area of the site that would be affected.  
Indicate the source of fill material.  

 

None anticipated. 

 

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

 

No. 

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

 

No. Floodplain is associated with Garrison and Yellowhawk Creeks, but is outside of 

City limits. 

 

6) Does the proposal involve any discharges of waste materials to surface waters?  If so,  
describe the type of waste and anticipated volume of discharge.  

 

No. 

 

b.  Ground Water:  
 

1) Will groundwater be withdrawn from a well for drinking water or other purposes? If so, 
give a general description of the well, proposed uses and approximate quantities 
withdrawn from the well. Will water be discharged to groundwater? Give general 
description, purpose, and approximate quantities if known.  

 

Yes. The project will replace/relocate two of the City’s existing drinking water wells to 

remedy source reliability issues. The City’s existing water rights for Well Nos. 1 through 

3 allow for an instantaneous withdrawal rate of 5,350 gallons per minute (gpm). The 

relocated Well Nos. 1 and 2 are anticipated to be able to pump from 1,000 to 2,500 gpm 

each. Additional information on water rights for the City’s drinking water wells is 

contained in the Water System Consolidation and Well No. 2 Relocation Hydrogeologic 

Assessment Technical Memorandum (RH2, March 2018). 

 

2) Describe waste material that will be discharged into the ground from septic tanks or  
other sources, if any (for example:  Domestic sewage; industrial, containing the 
following chemicals. . . ; agricultural; etc.).  Describe the general size of the system, the 
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number of such systems, the number of houses to be served (if applicable), or the 
number of animals or humans the system(s) are expected to serve.  

 

Not applicable. 

  

c.  Water runoff (including stormwater): 
 

1)  Describe the source of runoff (including storm water) and method of collection 
and disposal, if any (include quantities, if known).  Where will this water flow?   
Will this water flow into other waters?  If so, describe.  

 

Site development for the relocated Well Nos. 1 and 2 is anticipated to require 

construction of site access roadway and pad, and small well buildings. The additional 

impervious surface resulting from these improvements will generate stormwater runoff, 

which will be captured and detained within on-site stormwater ponds or swales, planted 

with native species or landscaping rock. All stormwater will be retained and infiltrated on 

site in accordance with City and County standards. 

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

Not anticipated.  

 
3) Does the proposal alter or otherwise affect drainage patterns in the vicinity of the site? If 

so, describe.  

 

Well site locations are generally undeveloped, vacant, and/or graded, cleared lands in the 

City. The addition of impervious surfaces resulting from the proposed well site 

improvements will alter the microtopography and site drainage; however, eventual 

drainage pathways off these sites will be unchanged from existing conditions. 

 

d. Proposed measures to reduce or control surface, ground, and runoff water, and drainage 

pattern impacts, if any:  

 

Implementation of construction BMPs will avoid and minimize impacts to nearby surface waters 

as the Well Nos. 1 and 2 and looped water main construction is occurring. Design of project 

improvements will be completed to adhere to applicable local, state, and federal regulations, 

which provide standards to reduce and control impacts to surface, ground, stormwater, and 

drainage patterns.  

 

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

 

_X_  deciduous tree:  alder, maple, aspen, other 

____evergreen tree:  fir, cedar, pine, other 
_X_  shrubs 

_X_  grass 
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____pasture 

____crop or grain 

____Orchards, vineyards or other permanent crops. 
____wet soil plants:  cattail, buttercup, bullrush, skunk cabbage, other 

____water plants:  water lily, eelgrass, milfoil, other 

____other types of vegetation 

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

Construction of the Well Nos. 1 and 2 sites is anticipated to involve improvements in areas of the 

CCF and Eastside BPS sites that are currently maintained grass with a handful of deciduous 

trees. These sites are planned to disturb an average of approximately 6,500 square feet (SF) or 

less at the Well No. 1 site. The Well No. 2 site improvements will disturb approximately 5,000 

SF or less of land, possibly also involving the removal of a couple of deciduous trees. 

Construction of the looped water main is expected to be completed in existing developed rights-

of-way, thereby avoiding removal of vegetation. 

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

 

According to a review of the Natural Heritage Data Features (Washington State Department of 

Natural Resources (DNR), February 2017), the sections in which the project will occur do not 

contain rare plants, ecosystems, or recorded Natural Heritage features. Within known project 

areas, no rare plants, or listed endangered or threatened species were observed during RH2 

environmental site investigations. The project is not expected to adversely impact listed plant 

species. 

 
d.  Proposed landscaping, use of native plants, or other measures to preserve or enhance 

 vegetation on the site, if any:  

 

Site development of the proposed relocated well sites is anticipated to involve restoration of 

disturbed areas using a low-growing seed mix, and trees or shrubs. During subsequent project 

design, specific seed mix, and tree/shrub species will be selected, utilizing native species to the 

maximum extent practicable and in keeping with the City’s preferences. 

 

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

 

Reed canarygrass was observed along the looped water main alignment. 

 
5.  Animals   
 
a.  List any birds and other animals which have been observed on or near the site or are known 

to be on or near the site.                                                                                         
 

Examples include:   
 
 birds:  hawk, heron, eagle, songbirds, other:: roosting birds (e.g., crows), Stellar’s 

Jay, etc.      
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 mammals:  deer, bear, elk, beaver, other: small mammals (e.g., rodents, 

opossum, bats, etc.)       
 fish:  bass, salmon, trout, herring, shellfish, other ________ 
 

According to the WDFW Priority Habitats and Species (PHS) data, areas within the City provide 

habitat for northwest white-tailed deer (Odocoileus virginianus ochrourus), Ferruginous hawk 

(Buteo regalis), ring-necked pheasant (Phasianus colchicus), and yellow-billed cuckoo 

(Coccyzus americanus). Additionally, the PHS data shows the presence of Chinook salmon 

(Onchorhynchus tshawytscha) and steelhead trout (Onchorhynchus mykiss) in nearby creeks, 

including Garrison and Yellowhawk Creeks, and presumably in Stone Creek. 

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

Based on a review of National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) Endangered Species Act (ESA) 

data and maps, U.S. Fish and Wildlife (USFWS) ESA maps and data, DNR Natural Heritage 

Data, and WDFW PHS and Salmonscape data, the sites involved in this project and immediate 

surrounding areas do not support threatened or endangered bird, mammal, or fish species.  

The yellow-billed cuckoo (Coccyzus americanus) has been documented in proximity to Garrison 

Creek and is listed as federally threatened and endangered in Washington state. Because the 

project will occur on previously developed land that provides minimal wildlife habitat, no 

impacts to this species are anticipated. 

Yellowhawk Creek is within approximately 750 feet of the relocated Well No. 1 site and looped 

water main alignment. Yellowhawk Creek provides spawning habitat for the Middle Columbia 

River Steelhead Evolutionarily Significant Unit (ESU), and migratory habitat for the Middle 

Columbia River Spring Chinook ESU. Due to project distance from the creek, and the flat 

topography and vegetation cover of the surrounding area, the possible impacts to these species 

from project construction are expected to be negligible.  

 

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

 

The sites where the project will occur lie within the Pacific Flyway migration route, therefore, 

they may provide habitat for migratory bird species. According to USFWS data, 15 migratory 

bird species of conservation concern may be found on the project site. 

 

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

Project activities are planned for areas of the City that have already been altered through 

residential and other development. The habitat value of these areas is low as a result, and 

primarily limited to use by common urban area species like songbirds, crows, rodents, etc. 

Minimizing vegetation removal and replanting with native tree and shrub species will help offset 

the loss of vegetation on proposed well sites. Similarly, reseeding disturbed areas with a native 

seed mix will help to lessen potential impacts to insects, small mammals, and birds that may be 

using these areas, albeit minimally. Proper BMPs during construction also will help limit water 

runoff and sedimentation into area creeks, thereby preventing project impacts to fish species 

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

 

None known. 

 

6.  Energy and Natural Resources   
 
a.  What kinds of energy (electric, natural gas, oil, wood stove, solar) will be used to meet 

the completed project's energy needs?  Describe whether it will be used for heating,  
manufacturing, etc.  

 

Gasoline, oil, and electricity will be used to fuel construction equipment for the completion of 

the project. A diesel-powered emergency generator will be stored onsite in case of power failure; 

otherwise the completed facility will be connected to the local electrical power grid. 

 

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

 

No. 

 

c.  What kinds of energy conservation features are included in the plans of this proposal? 
 List other proposed measures to reduce or control energy impacts, if any:  

 

None. 

 

7.  Environmental Health   
 
a.  Are there any environmental health hazards, including exposure to toxic chemicals, risk 

of fire and explosion, spill, or hazardous waste, that could occur as a result of this proposal?  
If so, describe.  

 
No. 

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

 

None known. 

 

2) Describe existing hazardous chemicals/conditions that might affect project development 
and design. This includes underground hazardous liquid and gas transmission pipelines 
located within the project area and in the vicinity.  
 

None known. 

 
3) Describe any toxic or hazardous chemicals that might be stored, used, or produced 

during the project's development or construction, or at any time during the operating 
life of the project.  
 

Construction of the project elements will utilize oil and gas-fueled equipment and may 
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require temporary fuel storage on site. These uses do carry some risk of spill; however, 

the risk should be minimized with the implementation of spill control methodologies as 

outlined in the project design and technical specifications, and in accordance with 

Washington State pollution control standards. 

 
4) Describe special emergency services that might be required.  

 

No special emergency services are anticipated. 

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

 

None proposed. 

 
b.  Noise    
 

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

 

Traffic noise is prevalent at the project site, but is not expected to affect the project. 

 

2)  What types and levels of noise would be created by or associated with the project on a  
short-term or a long-term basis (for example:  traffic, construction, operation, other)? 
Indicate what hours noise would come from the site.  
 

Temporary construction noise would occur with the project. The contractor will need to 

follow the City’s Noise Ordinance (College Place Municipal Code (CPMC) Chapter 

8.20), including controlling the level and timing of noise generated during construction. 

With the completed well sites, the well pump can produce noise, and so can the 

emergency backup generator. Noise generated during normal operation from the 

completed improvements will follow the City’s Noise Ordinance. 

 

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

Construction activities and proposed site improvements shall comply with the City’s 

Noise Ordinance. The well pump will be enclosed in a concrete masonry unit (CMU) 

block building to attenuate the noise generated from motor operation. The emergency 

backup generator will only be used in emergency situations for brief periods of time. 

 

8.  Land and Shoreline Use   
 
a. What is the current use of the site and adjacent properties? Will the proposal affect current 

land uses on nearby or adjacent properties? If so, describe.  
 

The looped water main alignment is within existing right-of-way (ROW) of Peppers Bridge 

Road, Mc Minn Road, WA-125, and South College Place. Adjacent properties are primarily 

residential, agricultural fields, and institutional (e.g., John Sagar Middle School and the College 

Place High School). 
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The CCF property and site of the relocated Well No. 1 is used by the CCF as a church and 

houses the Liberty Christian School. The well site improvements are planned within the grass 

lawn area south of the CCF buildings. Adjacent properties are primarily residential and hay or 

other agricultural fields. 

The selected Well No. 2 site contains the City’s Eastside BPS and two drinking water reservoirs 

(750,000 gallons each). Adjacent properties are residential. The well site improvements are 

planned within grassed areas of this site, west of the existing reservoirs. 

Precise locations of the potential future well sites identified in the water rights change 

applications are largely unknown. Current and adjacent uses are a mix of residential, agricultural, 

institutional (e.g., City WWTP), and undeveloped land. 

Project improvements are not anticipated to affect current land uses on nearby or adjacent 

properties.  

 

b. Has the project site been used as working farmlands or working forest lands? If so, describe. 
How much agricultural or forest land of long-term commercial significance will be converted to 
other uses as a result of the proposal, if any? If resource lands have not been designated, 
how many acres in farmland or forest land tax status will be converted to nonfarm or 
nonforest use?   

  

No agricultural or forest lands will be converted to other uses for this project. 

 
1) Will the proposal affect or be affected by surrounding working farm or forest land normal 

business operations, such as oversize equipment access, the application of pesticides, 
tilling, and harvesting? If so, how:  

 

No. 

 

c.  Describe any structures on the site.  
 

The CCF property contains the church and school buildings. The City’s Eastside BPS site 

contains the Eastside BPS building and the two reservoirs.  

 

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

No. 

 

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

The relocated Well No. 1 site on the CCF property and the looped water main east of WA-125 is 

situated in Walla Walla County, and zoned Rural Residential 5. The portion of the looped water 

main along College Avenue is situated within City limits and zoned R-75 (Single Family 

Residential). The existing Well No. 1 site is zoned R-75 as well.  

The existing and selected Eastside BPS Well No. 2 sites are within the Public Reserve District 

(PR) zone in the City limits.  
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The City’s Well No. 3 site is within the Manufactured Home Park District (MHP) in the City 

limits.  

The additional potential well sites identified in the water rights change application are situated in 

County zoning districts Rural Residential 5, R-60 (Single Family Residential), Multiple Family 

Residential, and General Commercial; and City zoning districts R-60 (Single Family 

Residential), R-75, RM (Multifamily Residential), PR, PUD (Planned Unit Development), and 

CG (General Commercial).  

 

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

The relocated Well No. 1 site on the CCF property and the looped water main east of WA-125 is 

situated in the County, and the land use designation is Rural Residential 5. The portion of the 

looped water main along College Avenue is situated within City limits and the land use 

designation is Commercial. The existing Well No. 1 site is within the Urban Residential 

4-7 [Dwelling Units per Acre] DU/Acre land use designation.  

The existing and selected Eastside BPS Well No. 2 sites are within the Public Reserve land use 

in City limits.  

The City’s Well No. 3 site is within the Multiple Family Residential land use designation in City 

limits.  

The additional potential well sites identified in the water rights change application are situated in 

County land use designations Rural Residential 5, Medium Density Residential, Multiple Family 

Residential, and General Commercial; and City land use designations Urban Residential 

4-7 DU/Acre, Multiple Family Residential, Commercial, Commercial/Light Industry Mix, and 

Public Reserve.   

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

The sites on which the project will be constructed are not designated as shoreline areas. The 

lower portion of Yellowhawk Creek, outside the City limits, is within shoreline jurisdiction. 

 

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

According to the Regional Shoreline Master Program Update for Walla Walla and the Walla 

Walla County Critical Areas Map, the sites on which the project will be constructed are not 

classified as a critical area. 

 

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

 

No persons would reside or regularly work at the completed well sites. City staff will visit the 

sites periodically for maintenance and operations purposes. 

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

 

None. 
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k.  Proposed measures to avoid or reduce displacement impacts, if any:   
 

None. 

  

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

 
Water system improvements were identified in the City of College Place Comprehensive Water 

Systems Plan (RH2, March 2014), which was amended in August 2016. The water system plan 

was completed in accordance with the Washington Administrative Code and coordinated in 

detail with the City and County’s long-term land use plans.  

 
m. Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts to agricultural and forest lands of long-term 

commercial significance, if any:  

 

None. 

 

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

low-income housing.  

 

None. 

 

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

 

None. 

 

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

 

None. 

 

10.  Aesthetics   
 
a.  What is the tallest height of any proposed structure(s), not including antennas; what is 

the principal exterior building material(s) proposed?  

 

The well buildings will be constructed with CMU block walls and metal standing seam roofs. 

The eaves of the proposed well buildings will be approximately 15 feet high. 

 

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

 

Proposed well site improvements will not obstruct views. The construction of these new 

buildings is offset by the fact that siting is occurring in already developed areas of the City. 
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b. Proposed measures to reduce or control aesthetic impacts, if any:  
 

Existing deciduous trees will be maintained to the maximum extent possible.  

 

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

occur?  

 

Exterior security lighting will be located at the wellhouse entrances and will be kept on during all 

hours of darkness. The buildings will be set back from the roadway and existing mature trees 

along the roadway will block glare produced by the lighting. Lighting design will minimize glare 

on nearby residences and businesses.  

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

 

No. 

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

 

None. 

 

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

None. 

 

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

 

The roadway shoulders along the looped water main alignment provide informal walking and 

biking paths for area residents. 

 

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

No. 

 

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

 

The contractor will employ traffic and pedestrian control during construction. 

 

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

 

No. There are no historic structures or sites within the project area. Although historic resources 

have been recorded within 1 mile of the project site, none are eligible for historic registers 

(Cultural Resource Consultants (CRC), 2018). 

 

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

 

The background research conducted by CRC did not identify previously recorded cultural 

resources within the project site. However, approximately 50 historic resources have been 

previously recorded within 1 mile of the project (CRC, 2018). DAHP’s predictive model ranks 

the site as having a high to very high risk of containing an archaeological site.  

Additional archaeological field surveys are scheduled for summer 2018 to further determine the 

project’s potential to affect cultural/historic resources. Additional detail is available in the 

Technical Memorandum, Cultural Resources Overview, Well No. 1 Relocation and Water Line – 

South College Avenue, McMinn Road, and Taumarson Road, Walla Walla County, Washington 

(CRC, March 2018). The CRC Memorandum will be revised to include field survey results. 

 

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

 

CRC conducted a background research study to identify any previously recorded archaeological 

or historic sites in the project location and evaluate the potential for the project to affect cultural 

resources. Additional field survey will be completed later in summer 2018, with results 

communicated in the corresponding updated Technical Memorandums. 

 

d. Proposed measures to avoid, minimize, or compensate for loss, changes to, and disturbance 
to resources. Please include plans for the above and any permits that may be required.  

 

Additional field survey will be completed by CRC, and those results will be included in the 

corresponding updated Technical Memorandum. The Memorandums will provide a 

recommendation of project effect, and potential avoidance, minimization, and compensation 

measures, as needed. The Memorandums will be used to consult with DAHP and area Tribes on 

the project’s potential cultural impacts.  

 

14.  Transportation   
 
a.  Identify public streets and highways serving the site or affected geographic area and 

describe proposed access to the existing street system.  Show on site plans, if any.  

 

The looped water main alignment is within the ROWs of Peppers Bridge Road, Mc Minn Road, 

WA-125, and South College Avenue, all accessible from WA-125. 
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The CCF and Well No. 1 relocation site is accessible from Peppers Bridge Road.  

The Eastside BPS is accessible from East Whitman Drive and SE Maple Street. 

The City’s existing Well No. 1 and Well No. 2 sites are accessible from SE 4th Street and SE 6th 

Street, respectively, both of which are accessed directly or from SE Date Avenue. 

The future well sites identified in the water rights change application are accessible from existing 

roadways; however, depending on the precise locations of these well sites, additional 

transportation or access improvements may be necessary. 

 

b.  Is the site or affected geographic area currently served by public transit?  If so, generally 
describe.  If not, what is the approximate distance to the nearest transit stop?  

 

Valley Transit provides public transportation service throughout the City with routes that 

specifically provide direct or walking distance access to the City’s existing Well No. 1, Well 

No. 2, and Eastside BPS sites. Access to the CCF and relocated Well No.1 project site, the 

looped water main alignment, and potential future well sites is not available via Valley Transit 

currently. The nearest bus stops to these sites ranges from less than ¼ mile to nearly 2 miles. 

 

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

 

Well site development at the relocated Well Nos. 1 and 2 sites is anticipated to add one to two 

informal parking spaces per site for City maintenance and operations at these facilities. Similarly, 

parking spaces may be added for future well sites. The project is not expected to displace 

parking. 

 

d.  Will the proposal require any new or improvements to existing roads, streets, pedestrian, 
bicycle or state transportation facilities, not including driveways? If so, generally describe 
(indicate whether public or private).  

 

No. 

  

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

 

No. The Walla Walla Regional Airport is present northeast of the City, but the project is not 

expected to use air transportation. 

 

f.  How many vehicular trips per day would be generated by the completed project or proposal? 
If known, indicate when peak volumes would occur and what percentage of the volume would 
be trucks (such as commercial and nonpassenger vehicles). What data or transportation 
models were used to make these estimates?  

 

None. The completed project will not generate daily vehicular trips. City staff will access the 

well sites an average of one time per week. Regular access of the looped water main is not 

anticipated. 




