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FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 
Wahkiakum Ferry Federal Navigation Channel Realignment, Widening, and Operations 

and Maintenance 
Wahkiakum County, Washington 

I find the selected course of action to realign, widen, and continue to provide operations and 
maintenance (O&M) of the Wahkiakum Ferry (WF) Federal Navigation Channel (FNC) will not 
significantly affect the quality of the human environment and that an Environmental Impact 
Statement is not required. The selected course of action is described as the Proposed Action in 
the Final Environmental Assessment, Wahkiakum Ferry Federal Navigation Channel 
Realignment, Widening, and Operation and Maintenance (hereafter referred to as the WF FNC 
EA) completed 24 July 2014. 

Introduction 

The WF FNC is at approximately river mile (RM) 43.5 of Columbia River, completely within 
Wahkiakum County of Washington State. The Wahkiakum ferry crosses the Columbia River 
(and through the Columbia River FNC) between two ferry terminals; the Puget Island ferry 
terminal on Puget Island, Washington and the Westport ferry terminal at Westport, Oregon. The 
WF FNC provides access to the Puget Island ferry terminal. The WF FNC is authorized and 
maintained to a depth of 9 feet (ft) (river depths are based on Columbia River Datum [CRD]) and 
to a width of200 ft. Advanced maintenance dredging (AMD) may be practiced up to two ft 
below the authorized channel depth (9ft CRD). Material dredged from the WF FNC is placed in 
the Columbia River (CR) FNC flowlane. 

Wahkiakum County recently rebuilt the Puget Island ferry terminal and purchased a new ferry, 
the Oscar B MIV ferry. W ahkiakum County states that the existing configuration of the WF FN C 
does not meet the needs of the rebuilt ferry terminal and that the current alignment of the WF 
FNC will not adequately serve MIV Oscar B. Wahkiakum County requested the Corps to provide 
a realigned and widened channel to accommodate the MIV Oscar B ferry. The MIV Oscar B ferry 
is wider and longer than the currently operating ferry, Wahkiakum. Since MIV Oscar B is longer 
and wider, a wider turning radius to and from the WF FNC to the Puget Island ferry berth is 
needed for the safe docking to and from the Puget Island ferry terminal. The WF FNC would 
continue to require operations and maintenance (O&M) of the realigned and widened channel. 

The Proposed Action 

The Proposed Action includes the realigning, widening and continuing O&M of the WF FNC 
(herein referred to as the WF FNC project). The Corps will widen the channel to 300ft from the 
existing 200ft width and will shift the WF FNC upstream 170ft so that it overlaps with 130ft of 
the existing channel width. The realigned channel will extend parallel to the existing channel 
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length from the Puget Island ferry berth toward the Columbia River FNC for approximately 650 
ft. At that point, the revised channel will merge with the existing WF FNC alignment over the 
course of 500ft and then continue in deep water to the Columbia River FNC. For consistency 
with other side channels, the WF FNC stationing begins at the centerline of the CR FNC. The 
authorized depth of the channel would remain unchanged at 9ft CRD. It is anticipated that 
20,000 cubic yards ( cy) of material will be dredged and placed during the initial widening, 
realignment, and maintenance of the realigned and widened channel. Dredged material will be 
placed in the CR FNC flowlane. It is expected the realigned and widened channel will remain 
within the same O&M dredging cycle of approximately 15,000 to 25,000 cy every three to five 
years. Each dredging cycle takes approximately one week to conduct. The revised WF FNC is 
expected to continue to operate as a navigational corridor for at least the next 20 years. 

Public Input 

A public notice was issued on 20 June 2014 indicating that the draft EA for the Proposed Action 
was available for public review through 19 July 2014. During this public review period, the 
Corps received a total of one (1) comment letter. All public input and requests for information 
were considered, and where applicable, were incorporated and identified in the final Proposed 
Action and EA. 

Final Determination 

The Corps is required to fulfill all statutory authorized project purposes and directions provided 
by the US Congress in the project authorization documents. The WF FNC was authorized under 
Section 107 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1960. The Corps recognizes that in fulfilling the 
authorizations, the Corps needs to assess whether the impact of a project rises to the level of 
"significantly affecting the human environment." The term "significantly" is defined in the 
National Environmental Policy Act's (NEPA) implementing regulations. Significantly as used in 
NEPA requires consideration of both context and intensity. Consideration of context includes 
social, affected region and interests and the locality, as well as short and long-term effects. 
Intensity refers to the severity of impact. 40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1508.27 lists 
ten tests of significance identified below and addressed in the context of the Corps selection of 
the Proposed Action alternative. The following is the checklist from (1) to (1 0): 

1) Impacts that may be both beneficial and adverse. A significant effect may exist even if the 
Federal agency believes that on balance the effect will be beneficial. 

As demonstrated in the WF FNC EA, the range of impacts from the Proposed Action poses 
no significant effects, either adverse or beneficial, to the human environment and natural 
resources. The Proposed Action effectively will address Wahkiakum County's needs. 

2) The degree to which the action affects public health or safety. 

The WF FNC project will have no adverse impact to public health and safety. All activities 
will be conducted using applicable health and safety best management practices. 
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3) Unique characteristics of the geographic area such as proximity to historic or cultural 
resources, park lands, prime farmlands, wetlands, wild and scenic rivers, or ecologically 
critical areas. 

The WF FNC project is located within the Columbia River. Adjacent land uses are state
owned lands, privately-owned lands, and publicly-owned lands. There are no unique natural 
features in the project area that stand out compared to the surrounding environment. The 
Proposed Action will have no impact to unique natural features within the project area. 

4) The degree to which the effects on the quality of the human environment are likely to be 
highly controversial. 

Based on the comments received during the public review of the draft WF FNC EA, the 
Corps determined that the effects of the Proposed Action on the quality of the human 
environment were not highly controversial. 

5) The degree to which the possible effects on the human environment are highly uncertain 
or involve unique or unknown risks. 

There are no uncertain or unique risks associated with this project. None of the features are 
expected to provide unique or uncertain risks beyond those addressed in the project design 
documents and environmental documentation for this project. 

6) The degree to which the action may establish a precedent for future actions with 
significant effects or represents a decision in principle about a future consideration. 

The Corps is required to provide safe, efficient, and effective navigable waterways as 
congressionally authorized through the Rivers and Harbors Acts of 1878, 1892, 1902, 1912, 
1930, 1962, as well as Public Law 106-53. The ongoing O&M program for the realigned and 
widened WF FNC remains necessary. This project sets no future precedent in action or 
completion of this project. 

7) Whether the action is related to other actions with individually insignificant but 
cumulatively significant impacts. Significance exists if it is reasonable to anticipate a 
cumulatively significant impact on the environment. Significance cannot be avoided by 
terming an action temporary or by breaking it down into small component parts. 

The Proposed Action will not facilitate additional negative environmental impacts in the area 
or the region as a result of the project. The realigned and widened WF FNC does not 
inherently increase the volume of material being dredged or placed within the Columbia 
River. 

8) The degree to which the action may adversely affect districts, sites, highways, structures, 
or objects listed in or eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places or 
may cause loss or destruction of significant scientific, cultural, or historical resources. 
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Per the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), the Corps' professional archaeologist 
made a determination of No Historic Properties Affected for the Proposed Action. This 
determination required consultation per Section 1 06 of the NHP A with the Washington state 
Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation (DAHP) and affected tribes. 
Concurrence was received 1 April2014 from the DAHP. No comments were received from 
the tribes. 

9) The degree to which the action may adversely affect an endangered or threatened species 
or its habitat that has been determined to be critical under the Endangered Species Act 
(ESA) of 1973. 

Both the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) and US Fish and Wildlife Service 
(USFWS) were informed of the Proposed Action. The Corps made the determination, and 
NMFS concurred, that the Proposed Action may affect, likely to adversely affect, NMFS 
ESA-listed species and habitat as a result of short-term activities. The Corps received a 
Biological Opinion1 (2012 BiOp) from NMFS for the Columbia River O&M program; the 
WF FNC project was included in this opinion. The 2012 BiOp concluded that the CR FNC 
O&M program is not likely to jeopardize the continued existence of listed species or result in 
the destruction or adverse modification of their designated critical habitats. The 2012 BiOp 
issued Terms and Conditions to carry out reasonable and prudent measures to avoid and 
minimize the extent of take and included two conservation recommendations to offset 
potential adverse effects on essential fish habitat. The Corps provided the Proposed Action 
for the WF FNC to NMFS on 2 April2014. NMFS determined that there are no new effects 
and no alteration in the estimation of take for this action above and beyond that already 
addressed in the 2012 BiOp (J. Fisher, email correspondence, 18 April2014). Therefore, 
reinitiation of section 7 consultation is not required for the Proposed Action. 

The Corps determined, and USFWS concurred, that the Proposed Action may affect, is not 
likely to adversely affect USFWS ESA-listed species except for streaked hom lark. The 
Corps received a Letter of Concurrence from the USFWS on 29 September 2010 for non-lark 
species for the Columbia River O&M program; the WF FNC project was included in this 
Letter of Concurrence. The Corps re-initiated ESA consultation with the USFWS for effects 
to streaked homed larks in March 2014; the consultation included the Proposed Action. The 
Proposed Action was determined to be within the range of effects previously consulted upon 
in the USFWS 2010 Letter of Concurrence for non-lark species. The USFWS issued a 
Biological Opinion2 for streaked homed larks with an incidental take statement, dated 6 June 
2014. The Biological Opinion concluded that the Proposed Action for the WF FNC project (a 

1 NMFS. 2012. Reinitiation of Endangered Species Act Section 7 Formal Consultation and Magnuson-Stevens 
Fishery Conservation and Management Act Essential Fish Habitat Consultation for the Columbia River Navigation 
Channel and operations and maintenance, Mouth of the Columbia River to Bonneville Dam, Oregon and 
Washington (HUCs 1708000605, 1708000307, 1708000108). NMFS No. 2011 /02095. Northwest Region. Seattle, 
Washington, 11 July 2012. 

2 USFWS. 2014. Biological Opinion for Continued Operations and Maintenance Dredging Program for the 
Columbia River Federal Navigation Channel in Oregon and Washington (2014- 2018). Reference number 
OIEOFW00-2014-F-0112. Oregon Fish and Wildlife Office. Portland Oregon. 6 June 2014. 
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component within the Columbia River O&M program) will have no effect on the streaked 
homed lark nor will it adversely modify or destroy designated critical habitat for the species. 

Through ESA consultation, the Corps has determined that adverse effects to listed threatened 
and endangered species and critical habitat do not rise to the level of significance. 

I 0) Whether the action threatens a violation of federal, state, or local law or requirements 
imposed for the protection of the environment. 

In addition to compliance with ESA and NHP A, the Corps determined that the Proposed 
Action complies with Washington's Coastal Zone Management (CZM) program per the 
requirements of the Coastal Zone Management Act. Washington's Department of Ecology 
(DOE) concurred on 23 June 2014 with the Corps' determination the Proposed Action 
remains consistent with the Washington's CZM plan. The Corps is in compliance with the 
Clean Water Act. The Corps Proposed Action is covered under DOE Water Quality 
Certificate Order #9765, as amended 29 April2014. The Proposed Action does not threaten a 
violation of any law or requirements imposed for the protection of the Environment. 

Based upon the evaluation of the ten tests of significance prepared as described above, I find that 
the Proposed Action alternative will not significantly affect the quality of the human 
environment and that an Environmental Impact Statement is not required. 

Date: ~ /Yv 4 1'-.f 
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