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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 The Environmental Assessment 

This Draft Environmental Assessment (EA) documents the results of the evaluation of the potential 

environmental impacts of actions proposed by the Health Resources and Services Administration 

(HRSA) of the Department of Health and Human Services (HHS).  The Yakutat Tlingit Tribe (YTT) 

has been selected to participate in the Joint Venture Construction Program (JVCP) operated by the 

Indian Health Service (IHS), another division of HHS, to construct a new Yakutat Community Health 

Center (YCHC).  The YTT provides primary and preventive health care services to the Yakutat 

community; however, there is a need for increased capacity and availability of those services. 

EAs assess the environmental effects of multiple actions and their impact in a given geographic area in 

order to determine the additive, synergistic, and cumulative effects of discrete activities in a 

development context.  This EA will serve as a reference document for public review from interested 

parties. 

This EA has been specifically designed to evaluate the proposed action and alternative actions for use 

of the awarded grant funds, encompassing a range of potential issues related to infrastructure 

development, land use planning, and construction including site improvements to support the proposed 

action or alternative actions.  Completion of this EA ensures that the proposed action will be in 

compliance with the environmental review process required by the National Environmental Policy Act 

(NEPA) and its associated environmental laws allowing grant funds to be released for development 

expenses.  This project-level environmental review will ensure that no extraordinary circumstances 

exist beyond the issues identified and evaluated within this document. 

If the possibility or likelihood of major environmental impacts is identified with respect to the 

proposed action, further analysis will be required, potentially including the preparation of an 

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).  As a result of an EIS, the proposed action may require 

modification, mitigation, or cancellation. 

This EA has been prepared pursuant to: 

 The NEPA of 1969 (42 United States Code (USC) 4321 et seq.), which requires an 

environmental analysis for major federal Actions having the potential to impact the quality of 

the human environment; 
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 Council of Environmental Quality (CEQ) in 40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 1500 – 

1508, which implement the requirements of NEPA; and 

 HHS General Administration Manual Part 30, Environmental Protection 

1.2 Background 

One of the largest ‘counties’ in the country, the City and Borough of Yakutat (CBY) encompasses 

approximately 9,463 square miles.  The population of Yakutat was approximately 662 in 2010.  The 

YTT adopted the YCHC from Yak-Tat Kwaan, Inc. in 1997.  The YTT utilizes a sliding scale to offer 

affordable health care to the community of Yakutat.  The YCHC is a nonprofit public organization 

serving a medically-underserved population.  The YCHC currently occupies approximately 4,100 

square feet of building space, leased from within an 8,200-square foot building (Figure 1).   

1.3 Purpose and Need for Action 

The YCHC relies heavily on interim providers who travel to Yakutat as needed from the South East 

Alaska Regional Health Corporation (SEARHC).  The remote location of Yakutat and the weather 

conditions limit the reliability of depending on travelling providers.  Alternatively, for patients who 

travel to Sitka for medical services, the trip requires multiple flights and overnight accommodations, 

which can be cost-prohibitive. 

The proposed action, described below, will provide a larger facility to deliver a broad range of services 

to the Yakutat community; including primary care, dental, behavioral health, preventive care, 

emergency medical services, administrative and support functions, and a wellness center.  The building 

will also contain spaces for integrated behavioral health, community aid health services, patient 

holding, a morgue, and itinerant staff quarters. 

The new facility will be approximately 18,500 square feet in size, which meets the IHS criteria for a 

Small Ambulatory Care Facility (SACF) for a Large Health Station (LHS); and will have a projected 

capacity of 2,465 patient visits annually.  Upon completion of the proposed action, IHS will fund 

employment of 20.5 full-time employees to help reduce issues associated with itinerant providers.  

However, the new building will include space for short-term lodging to be used as needed for itinerant 

providers.   
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2.0 PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES 

The proposed construction of the new YCHC seeks to better serve the underserved community of 

Yakutat.  To better serve this community requires additional space and staff.  When such action is 

funded through federal dollars, an EA must be completed unless it fits into one of the categorical 

exclusions.  The IHS and United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) have completed an 

Environmental Determination and have concluded that the proposed action qualifies as a categorical 

exclusion.  However, in this case, the HRSA has specifically required that a NEPA EA and a Phase I 

Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) be completed.  The September 2017 Phase I ESA prepared by 

BGES, Inc. is included in Appendix A. 

In this EA, the proposed action is compared to other viable alternatives to ensure that the goals stated 

for the project are not better served by an alternative approach.  Alternatives must be developed in 

order to examine the potential benefits compared to the proposed action.  The alternative actions must 

also be compared to the proposed action in terms of impacts to a wide variety of areas.  The impacts 

must be examined to determine whether they are temporary or permanent, and minor or major in 

nature.  Where impacts are determined to potentially exist or will definitely exist, it is important that 

the EA examine if mitigation measures are necessary to minimize or possibly eliminate impacts to a 

given area. 

According to the June 2017 Site Selection and Evaluation Report prepared by the YTT (Appendix B), 

five sites were considered for this project.  Of the five sites, the proposed project site was selected as 

the optimal location for this project based on site access; site ownership; physical characteristics; 

access to utilities; storm-water management; solid waste; power, communication, and data systems; 

proximity to the Emergency Response System facility; an environmental determination; available 

services; sustainability; energy considerations; and security.  Because the proposed project site was 

already selected as the optimal location for this project, no alternative locations will be further 

evaluated in this NEPA EA.  Explanation of the proposed action and one identified alternative (no 

action) are presented in this section. 

The alternatives must be examined for outcomes that may trigger other events.  Sufficient examination 

must be completed to identify anticipated or reasonably foreseeable outcomes for all of the selected 

alternatives.  No action may be taken that depends on a larger action taken previously or 

simultaneously to the proposed action.  The proposed action and alternative action must be examined 

for similarity and cumulative effects of alternatives. 
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Alternatives considered for this draft EA include the proposed action consisting of construction of a 

new YCHC on the subject property, and a no-action alternative.  It is presumed that the proposed 

action of construction of a new facility at the selected new site is the preferred option (Figure 2).  The 

proposed action and alternative action are described briefly below.  A chart comparing all identified or 

reasonably foreseeable potential impacts for the proposed action and the alternative action is included 

as Table 1.  The proposed action and alternative action are evaluated for anticipated outcomes for 

related actions, future use, infrastructure, and site improvements. 

Proposed Action (construction of new facility on new site) 

The proposed action includes acquisition of a new parcel and construction of a new health center.  The 

proposed parcel is approximately 2.5 acres in size and is currently covered with thick vegetation 

(Figure 2).  No evidence of previous development has been identified at this site.  The property is 

located approximately 220 feet south of the intersection of Ocean Cape Road and Airport Road; and 

approximately 550 feet southeast of the current YCHC.  The proposed area of ground disturbance is 

81,361 square feet, which will include the new building, parking areas, driveway, and landscaped 

areas.  Located near the AC grocery store and the school, the new facility will be easily-accessible to 

the community. 

Alternative (no action) 

The alternative includes no action.  Thus, the current YCHC would continue providing limited medical 

services from the space currently leased.  No new property would be acquired and no new buildings 

would be constructed. 

2.1 Comparison of Alternatives 

Table 1 illustrates a summary of the potential impacts resulting from the proposed action and the 

alternative action.  This table was constructed using field investigation, review of available documents, 

and interviews with stakeholders and community leaders.  Site-specific details determine the extent 

and severity of the localized impacts in each resource area and are identified in Section 3.0 below.  In 

the table, minor impacts are italicized and major impacts are bolded. 

3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS 

The proposed action and alternative action are required to be examined in the context of the affected 

environment and the impacts that each action will have across 12 areas of concern.  The areas of 
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concern are listed in this section.  Each area will be examined for the proposed action and alternative 

action to determine whether the action will have no impact, minor impact, or significant impact.  Site-

specific environmental information will be evaluated for the proposed project, allowing for evaluation 

of unique environmental conditions or impacts.  Any place of significant impact will be discussed in 

more detail.  Sufficient examination must occur to determine if the proposed action or alternative 

action will have a significant impact. 

The impact analyses have been conducted by gathering general data of the affected resource areas in 

relation to implementation.  Using these data, the potential impacts and the significance levels have 

been assessed.  Impacts that are minor in nature particularly because they are anticipated to be 

temporary are addressed as such and recorded in the context of their anticipated effect.  Potential 

mitigation measures have also been identified to minimize impact levels.  The text of this EA presents 

the results of this process with each resource area listed here: 

 Geology and Soils 
 Air Quality 
 Water Quality 
 Floodplains 
 Wetlands 
 Biological Resources 
 Cultural Resources 
 Socioeconomics 
 Traffic 
 Hazardous Materials and Wastes 
 Noise 
 Land Use 

Portions of this discussion are broad and regional in nature.  It does not include a complete inventory 

of each resource, but does provide information to characterize those resources.  This section also 

describes the potential impacts that the alternative action could have on the identified resources.  When 

mitigation is appropriate to avoid or reduce adverse impacts, these measures are also described. 

3.1 GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

Soil resources provide a foundation for both plant and animal communities by establishing a substrate 

for plant growth and vegetative cover, for forestation, impervious ground cover, and for animal habitat 

and feeding.  These resources are equally important in both terrestrial and aquatic environments.  

While there are few applicable regulations regarding soils, proper conservation principles can reduce 

erosion, decrease turbidity, and generally improve water quality. 
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One of the main tools for evaluating impacts to soils is the Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA) 

which requires Federal agencies to evaluate the effects (direct and indirect) of their activities before 

taking any action that could result in converting designated prime or unique farmland soils, or 

farmland soils of statewide and local importance for non-agricultural purposes.  If an action would 

adversely affect farmland preservation, alternative actions that could avoid or lessen adverse effects 

must be considered.  Determination of the level of impact on prime and unique farmland soils or 

farmland soils of statewide and local importance is done by the lead Federal agency (proponent), 

which inventories farmlands affected by the proposed action and scores the land as part of a Farmland 

Conversion Impact Rating (AD 1006 Form), for each alternative.  In consultation with the proponent, 

Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) completes the AD 1006 Form and determines the 

level of consideration for protection of farmlands that needs to occur under the FPPA (NRCS 2008). 

3.1.1 Existing Conditions 

According to the December 2016 Geotechnical Engineering Report prepared by Northern 

Geotechnical Engineering, Inc. d.b.a. Terra Firma Testing (NGE-TFT), the subject property is 

underlain by “poorly-graded to well-graded sand and gravel” to at least 15 feet below ground surface.  

Several inches of organic material rest on the ground surface, and mature Sitka Spruce and Hemlock 

trees occupy the subject property. 

A copy of the December 2016 Geotechnical Engineering Report prepared by NGE-TFT is included in 

Tab C of the Site Selection and Evaluation Report prepared by the YTT, in Appendix B. 

3.1.2 Environmental Effects 

The following sections present potential environmental effects of the proposed action and alternative 

action on geology and soils. 

Proposed Action 

The construction of a new facility as described in the proposed action has the potential to affect 

geology and soils.  Soils may be impacted during the construction or upgrade of infrastructure and 

utilities necessary to complete a building within all applicable building codes and zoning requirements 

due to trenching, grading, grubbing, and other ground disturbing activities. 

Most specifically, area soils would likely be disturbed during construction activities within the 

immediate vicinity of areas of new construction and machinery/equipment staging.  Vegetation loss 
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and soil loss would occur directly from disturbance or indirectly via wind or water.  However, to 

minimize soil and vegetation loss, construction management should implement best management 

practices (BMPs), such as developing and implementing an erosion and sedimentation control plan, 

using silt fences or hay bales, re-vegetating disturbed soils, and maintaining site soil stockpiles; to 

prevent soils from eroding and dispersing off-site. 

Should a specific action have the potential to impact prime or unique farmland, HRSA and the 

applicant would determine if the proposed site is within the limits of an incorporated city or if the site 

contains State-listed prime, unique, or important soils.  If the site is within incorporated city limits or 

does not contain prime, unique, or important soils; the action complies with the FPPA and no further 

documentation is required.  According to the September 2016 Environmental Review and 

Determination prepared by IHS (Appendix C), there are no prime or unique farmlands in the State of 

Alaska; and there are no Farmlands of Statewide Importance.  Therefore, the proposed action will have 

no impact on important farmlands. 

As required for new construction and to determine foundation requirements and any soil stabilization 

that may be necessary to allow for safe construction, NGE-TFT conducted a geotechnical study on the 

proposed site.  NGE-TFT determined that the soil onsite is suitable for construction.  Therefore, the 

native soil will be used to grade the site prior to construction of the building.  It is not anticipated that 

any soil will be transported on or off site during the project.  Because the proposed action will not alter 

the soil type in the vicinity of the project, and because the remainder of the subject property and the 

surrounding properties will remain undisturbed and densely-vegetated; the proposed action will have a 

minor, temporary impact on geology and soils. 

Alternative – No Action 

This alternative does not include any action.  Therefore, the applicant would not be required to comply 

with the FPPA or measures to control soil erosion.  This alternative does not have the potential to 

affect geology or soils within the program area. 

3.2 AIR QUALITY 

The Clean Air Act (CAA) requires that the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) establish 

primary and secondary National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) for air pollutants that are 

considered harmful to the public and environment.  Primary NAAQS are established at levels 

necessary, with an adequate margin of safety, to protect the public health, including the health of 
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sensitive populations such as asthmatics, children, and the elderly.  Similarly, secondary NAAQS 

specify the levels of air quality determined appropriate to protect the public welfare from any known or 

anticipated adverse effects associated with air contaminants.  The pollutants for which the USEPA has 

established ambient concentration standards are called criteria pollutants, and include ozone (O3), 

particulates that have aerodynamic diameters of 10 micrometers or less (PM10), fine particles with 

aerodynamic diameters less than 2.5 micrometers (PM2.5), carbon monoxide (CO), nitrogen dioxide 

(NO2), sulfur dioxide (SO2), and lead (Pb).  The Borough of Yakutat was not identified as a 

maintenance area or non-attainment area for any of the listed pollutants, indicating that these air 

pollutants have not been documented to exceed the NAAQS. 

3.2.1 Existing Conditions 

Air quality may be affected by construction activities.  Construction would be expected to raise PM 

counts along with slight increases in nitrogen oxides and carbon monoxides from construction 

equipment exhausts, both portable and stationary, for the duration of construction.  A slight increase in 

air pollutants measured by the NAAQS should be anticipated due to increased traffic from clients 

visiting the new YCHC.  None of the increases are anticipated to significantly raise the NAAQS for the 

community surrounding the construction site or post construction above de-minimis levels. 

3.2.2 Environmental Effects 

The following sections present potential environmental effects of the proposed action and alternative 

action on air quality. 

Proposed Action 

The construction of a new building as described in the proposed action has the potential to affect air 

quality.  However, the impacts would be localized and generally short-term since they are primarily 

related to construction activities and not long-term generation of pollutants. 

Increased vehicle exhaust emissions and dust is anticipated during construction.  Air pollutants are not 

anticipated to reach or exceed de-minimis levels, and Federal and state air attainment levels would not 

be expected to be exceeded.  BMPs would be developed and implemented to cover and/or wet area 

soils during construction to minimize dust.  BMPs can also be used to remove soils and dust particles 

from vehicles prior to exiting the construction site.  Operation of construction equipment should be 

limited to daytime hours of operation to minimize the impact on residents.  Normal operations and the 
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traffic increases associated with a few additional patients each day will also produce some effects on 

the local environment, but these effects are likely to be minimal. 

The construction activities will include development of infrastructure and utilities, and could also 

include mechanical systems and equipment, such as emergency generators, boiler plants, cooling 

towers, and incinerators.  All permitting requirements must be followed in the design, construction, 

and operations of these systems.  If heating fuel is used in the new facility, off-gassing may adversely 

impact air quality, but this potential impact is anticipated to be minor. 

Alternative – No Action 

This alternative does not include any action.  Therefore, the applicant would not be required to comply 

with the CAA, or State air quality standards.  This alternative does not have the potential to create an 

effect or change in air quality. 

3.3 WATER QUALITY 

Water is a central component of any community for both the natural and human inhabitants.  The 

availability of water, including surface water and groundwater, and the quality of those waters, play a 

critical role in determining the natural community structure and in supporting human activity. 

The Clean Water Act (CWA) establishes the basic structure for regulating pollutant discharges to 

navigable waters of the U.S.  It sets forth procedures for effluent limitations, water quality standards 

and implementation plans, national performance standards, and point source (e.g., municipal 

wastewater discharges) and nonpoint source programs (e.g., stormwater).  The CWA also establishes 

the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) under Section 402 and permits for 

dredged or fill material under Section 404 (USEPA 2008b). 

The Wild and Scenic Rivers Act (WSRA) preserves selected rivers in a free-flowing condition and 

protects their local environments.  These rivers possess outstanding scenic, recreational, geologic, fish 

and wildlife, historic, or cultural values. 

3.3.1 Existing Conditions 

Yakutat is located within the Tongass National Forest, and on average, receives approximately 155 

inches of rain per year.  Monti Bay is located approximately 0.25 mile northwest of the proposed 

project site, and Ophir Creek is approximately 380 feet southeast of the site.  Ophir Creek flows 
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southwesterly through the Tongass National Forest, toward, and into Summit Lake. 

3.3.2 Environmental Effects 

The following sections present potential environmental effects of the proposed action and alternative 

action on water quality. 

Proposed Action 

Based on the local topography for the proposed project site, excessive storm water run-off would flow 

southeasterly from the site and eventually drain into Ophir Creek.  Minimal groundwater impacts are 

anticipated under the proposed action.  Infiltration of precipitation to the aquifer will be slightly 

reduced by the building and any paved areas, which will also promote additional storm water runoff.  

Water quality should be verified prior to any decision to use groundwater for consumptive purposes.  

Temporary potential impacts to surface water are possible due to construction activities.  The proposed 

project should consist of design features that minimize impermeable surfaces and implement a 

significant amount of vegetative buffer zone to facilitate infiltration.  During construction, Low Impact 

Development (LID) technologies should be incorporated as part of building design and construction to 

reduce the impervious surfaces and associated runoff that may occur with the construction of a new 

facility.  Storm water should be controlled on site and not discharged with pollutants, including 

sediment, that may impact Ophir Creek and eventually Summit Lake.  BMPs implemented and 

maintained as discussed in Section 3.1.2 will minimize the potential impacts from storm water run-off. 

Alternative – No Action 

This alternative does not include any action.  Therefore, the applicant would not be required to comply 

with the CWA or WSRA.  This alternative does not have the potential to affect water quality. 

3.4 FLOODPLAINS 

Executive Order (EO) 11988 (Floodplain Management) requires Federal agencies to avoid direct or 

indirect support of development within the 100-year floodplain whenever there is a practicable 

alternative.  A floodplain is defined as the lowland and relatively flat areas adjoining inland and coastal 

waters, including flood-prone areas of offshore islands, and including, at a minimum, that area subject 

to a 1 percent or greater chance of flooding in any given year.  The critical action floodplain is defined 

as the 500-year floodplain (0.2 percent chance floodplain) (USEPA 1979).  The 500-year floodplain as 

defined by 40 CFR 9 is an area, including the base floodplain, which is subject to inundation from a 
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flood having a 0.2 percent chance of being equaled or exceeded in any given year. 

Flood zones are land areas identified by FEMA that describe the land area in terms of its risk of 

flooding.  A flood insurance rate map (FIRM) is a map created by the National Flood Insurance 

Program (NFIP) for floodplain management and insurance purposes.  Digital versions of these maps 

are called DFIRMs.  A FIRM would generally show a community’s base flood elevation (BFE), flood 

zones, and floodplain boundaries.  However, maps are constantly being updated due to changes in 

geography, construction and mitigation activities, and meteorological events. 

EO 11988 requires that Federal agencies proposing activities in a 100-year floodplain must consider 

alternatives to avoid adverse effects and incompatible development in the floodplain.  In accordance 

with 44 CFR Part 9, critical actions, such as the development of hazardous waste facilities, hospitals, 

or utility plants, must be undertaken outside of a 500-year floodplain.  If no practicable alternatives 

exist to locating an action in the floodplain, the action must be designed to minimize potential harm to, 

or within the floodplain.  Furthermore, a notice must be publicly circulated explaining the action and 

the reasons for locating in the floodplain.  When evaluating actions in the floodplain, FEMA applies 

the decision process described in 44 CFR Part 9, referred to as the Eight-Step Planning Process, to 

ensure that its actions are consistent with EO 11988.  By its nature, the NEPA compliance process 

involves the same basic decision-making process as the Eight-Step Planning Process. 

3.4.1 Existing Conditions 

FEMA has developed flood maps based on a flood frequency analysis completed by FEMA that update 

the flood risk data with information on storms that have occurred in the past 25+ years.  FEMA 

currently uses FIRMs to determine elevation requirements for planning and redevelopment projects.  

FEMA requires that communities adhere to the elevation requirements established by BFE.  There are 

more than 19,000 communities nationwide that participate in the NFIP.  However, according to the 

FEMA online Flood Map Service Center, flood hazards have not been evaluated in the vicinity of the 

proposed project site. 

Additionally, according to the September 2016 Environmental Review and Determination prepared by 

IHS, there are no known floodplains in the vicinity of the subject property or in Yakutat. 
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3.4.2 Environmental Effects 

The following sections present potential environmental effects of the proposed action and alternative 

action on floodplains. 

Proposed Action 

The proposed action is not located within a known floodplain.  Additionally, no known floodplains 

have been identified in the vicinity of the proposed project site.  Therefore, the proposed action does 

not have the potential to affect known floodplains. 

Alternative – No Action 

This alternative does not include any action.  Therefore, the applicant would not be required to comply 

with EO 11988 or local floodplain ordinances.  This alternative does not have the potential to affect 

floodplains. 

3.5 WETLANDS 

Wetlands are an important component of ecosystem function and historically have been threatened by 

development.  The US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) is charged with protecting wetlands 

through the CWA and is empowered to issue permits under the CWA for activities that may affect 

wetlands. 

While development of wetlands is certainly possible, grantees should avoid sites where filling or 

draining of wetlands or other activities would be required.  The permitting process to fill a wetland 

could be lengthy and is best to be avoided, assuming equivalent sites are readily available. 

EO 11990 (Protection of Wetlands) requires Federal agencies to follow avoidance, mitigation, and 

preservation procedures with public input before proposing new construction in wetlands.  As with EO 

11988, the same Eight-Step Planning Process is used to evaluate the potential effects of an action on 

wetlands.  Formal legal protection of jurisdictional wetlands is promulgated through Section 404 of the 

CWA.  A permit from the USACE may be required if an action has the potential to affect wetlands. 

There are three different types of impacts associated with wetlands: 

Direct impacts result from disturbances that occur within the wetland.  Common direct impacts 

to wetlands include filling, grading, removal of vegetation, building construction and changes 
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in water levels and drainage patterns.  Most disturbances that result in direct impacts to 

wetlands are controlled by State and Federal wetland regulatory programs. 

Indirect impacts result from disturbances that occur in areas outside of the wetland, such as 

uplands, other wetlands or waterways.  Common indirect impacts include influx of surface 

water and sediments, fragmentation of a wetland from a contiguous wetland complex, loss of 

recharge area, or changes in local drainage patterns.  Given that most indirect impacts are 

beyond the authority of State and Federal wetland regulatory programs, wetland protection can 

be provided by a watershed management plan under local implementation. 

Cumulative impacts are those impacts resulting from combined direct and indirect impacts to 

the wetlands over time. 

3.5.1 Existing Conditions 

The proposed project site, located at 115 Airport Road in Yakutat, Alaska, is approximately 65 to 75 

feet above sea level.  According to the September 2016 Environmental Review and Determination 

prepared by IHS, “no estuarine, marine and freshwater wetlands exist at the proposed project location.” 

3.5.2 Environmental Effects 

The following sections present potential environmental effects of the proposed action and alternative 

action on wetlands. 

Proposed Action 

Wetlands will not be directly impacted by the proposed action.  Construction of the new YCHC will 

not fill or otherwise alter wetlands in Yakutat. 

The construction of the new YCHC and parking areas will convert a substantial area from permeable to 

impermeable ground cover.  This will result in a significant increase in surface water runoff during 

precipitation events.  The runoff will flow generally southeast toward Ophir Creek, then southwest 

toward Summit Lake.  The runoff is not anticipated to create new wetlands.  The additional runoff 

from the planned construction of the new YCHC is anticipated to be minimal, and is not considered a 

significant impact. 

Significant individual or cumulative impacts to wetlands are not anticipated as a result of the proposed 

action. 
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Alternative – No Action 

This alternative does not include any action.  Therefore, the applicant would not be required to comply 

with EO 11990 or the CWA.  This alternative does not have the potential to affect wetlands. 

3.6 VEGETATION AND WILDLIFE 

Biological resources comprise naturally occurring and cultivated vegetative species and domestic and 

wild animal species and their habitats.  Sensitive biological resources include plant and animal species 

listed as threatened or endangered by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) under the 

Endangered Species Act (ESA) or by a state agency pursuant to state law or regulation.  Sensitive 

species also include species identified by the USFWS as candidates for possible listing as threatened or 

endangered pursuant to the ESA.  Biological resources also include wetlands, which are important 

because they provide essential breeding, spawning, nesting, and wintering habitats for a major portion 

of the nation’s fish and wildlife species. 

The ESA establishes a Federal mandate to conserve, protect, and restore threatened and endangered 

plants and animals and their habitats.  Section 7 of the ESA mandates that all Federal agencies must 

ensure that any action authorized, funded, or implemented is not likely to jeopardize the continued 

existence of a threatened or endangered species or result in the destruction of critical habitat for these 

species.  To accomplish this, Federal agencies must consult with the USFWS or the National Oceanic 

and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) National Marine Fisheries Service (NOAA Fisheries) when 

taking action that has the potential to affect species listed as endangered or threatened or proposed for 

threatened or endangered listing. 

The Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) makes it unlawful to take, possess, buy, sell, purchase, or 

barter any migratory bird species listed in 50 CFR 10, including feathers or other parts, nests, eggs, or 

products, except as allowed by implementing regulations (50 CFR 21). Disturbance that causes nest 

abandonment and/or loss of reproductive effort (e.g., killing or abandoning eggs or young) may be 

considered a take, and is potentially punishable by fines and/or imprisonment. If an action is 

determined to cause a potential take of migratory birds, as described above, then a consultation process 

with the USFWS needs to be initiated to determine measures to minimize or avoid these impacts.  This 

consultation should start as an informal process. 

The Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act (as amended), also known as the 

Sustainable Fisheries Act, requires all Federal agencies that authorize, fund, or undertake activities or 
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proposed activities that may adversely affect Essential Fish Habitat (EFH), to consult with the NOAA 

Fisheries.  The EFH provisions of the Sustainable Fisheries Act are designed to protect fisheries habitat 

from being lost due to disturbance and degradation. 

3.6.1 Existing Conditions 

According to the September 2016 Environmental Review and Determination prepared by IHS, the 

subject property is not located within the ranges of any known endangered species or critical habitats.  

The MBTA, however, protects several bird species that may exist in the vicinity of the site.  These 

species include Arctic Tern, Bald Eagle, Black Oystercatcher, Fox Sparrow, Kittlitz’s Murrelet, Lesser 

Yellowlegs, Marbled Godwit, Marbled Murrelet, Olive-sided Flycatcher, Pink-footed Shearwater, 

Fufous Hummingbird, Short-billed Dowitcher, and Short-eared Owl.  In order to verify this 

information, BGES, Inc. (BGES) consulted the USFWS online Information for Planning and 

Consultation (IPaC) tool on August 30, 2017 and requested an Official Species List specific to the 

subject property.  The Official Species List indicates that zero threatened, endangered, or candidate 

species need to be considered for this project; and that no critical habitats are within the project area.  

A copy of the USFWS IPaC Official Species List is included in Appendix D. 

Additionally, BGES consulted with the Alaska Department of Fish and Game (ADFG) Wildlife 

Biologist of the Threatened, Endangered, and Diversity Program.  The ADFG representative indicated 

that “none of the species on the State of Alaska Endangered Species list will be impacted” by 

development on the subject property.  A copy of the correspondence between BGES and the ADFG 

representative is included in Appendix E. 

3.6.2 Environmental Effects 

The following sections present potential environmental effects of the proposed action and alternative 

action on vegetation and wildlife. 

Proposed Action 

The proposed action involves approximately 1 acre of deforestation.  Although the subject property is 

not considered to provide any critical habitat, the vegetation onsite likely provides habitat to many 

species, including the protected bird species listed above.  The remaining portions of the subject 

property (approximately 1.5 acres) will not be disturbed during the proposed action.  The undisturbed 

habitat on the subject property and surrounding properties will help mitigate the minimal loss of 
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habitat during development of the new YCHC.  Additionally, land clearing will be scheduled in 

accordance with the USFWS’ land clearing timing guidance for Alaska, in an effort to avoid potential 

adverse impacts to migratory bird species. 

The proposed action will result in the removal of trees and shrubs, and may displace small animals 

during the construction process.  Displaced animals will relocate to adjacent undeveloped land outside 

of the construction footprint. 

Significant individual or cumulative impacts to biological resources are not anticipated as a result of 

the proposed action. 

Alternative – No Action 

This alternative does not include any action.  Therefore, the applicant would not be required to consult 

with USFWS, NOAA Fisheries, or ADFG to comply with the ESA, MBTA, or the Sustainable 

Fisheries Act.  This action does not have the potential to affect sensitive biological resources. 

3.7 CULTURAL RESOURCES 

Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), as amended, and implemented by 36 

CFR Part 800, requires Federal agencies to consider the effects of their actions on historic properties, 

and provide the State Historic Preservation Officer(s) (SHPO) and the Advisory Council on Historic 

Preservation (ACHP) an opportunity to comment on Federal projects that would have an effect on 

historic properties prior to implementation.  Historic properties are defined as archaeological sites, 

standing structures, or other historic resources listed in or eligible for listing in the National Register of 

Historic Places (NRHP). 

Construction of medical centers on tribal lands, such as the proposed project site, requires consultation 

with tribal entities such as the Tribal Historic Preservation Officer (THPO), if one has been appointed.  

On tribal lands, additional concerns arise including protection of burial sites, and the protection of 

traditional cultural places. 

3.7.1 Existing Conditions 

A request for Section 106 consultation, including a description of the project activities, a map showing 

the project limits of disturbance, and a list of NRHP-listed or eligible resources within one mile of the 

subject property, was submitted by IHS to the SHPO on June 17, 2016.  IHS also submitted a request 
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for a Section 106 consultation to the THPO on the same date. 

Cultural resources include evidence of the past activities and accomplishments of people.  They 

include buildings, objects, locations, and structures that have scientific, historic, or cultural value.  

Cultural resources provide cultural, educational, aesthetic, inspirational, and/or economic value and 

give a sense of orientation to the nation.  Cultural resources are protected under a number of federal 

laws and regulations, as well as numerous specific state statutes. 

3.7.2 Environmental Effects 

The following sections present potential environmental effects of the proposed action and alternative 

action on cultural resources. 

Proposed Action 

A response from SHPO indicating No Adverse Effect to historic properties was received on August 9, 

2016, and a response from THPO indicating No Adverse Effect to historic or cultural sites was 

received on October 15, 2016.  Based on the No Adverse Effect responses from SHPO and THPO, the 

proposed action will have no impact on registered historic or culturally-significant properties.  These 

responses are included in Appendix F. 

Additionally, the proposed project site does not offer significant subsistence use, because of the thick 

vegetation. 

Alternative – No Action 

This alternative does not include any action.  Therefore, this alternative does not have the potential to 

affect historic places or cultural resources. 

3.8 SOCIOECONOMICS AND ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE 

One of the key federal mechanisms for evaluating socioeconomic impacts of actions is through EO 

12898 (Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minority and Low-Income Populations) 

that requires Federal lead agencies to ensure rights established under Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 

1964 when analyzing environmental effects. 

HRSA, and most Federal lead agencies, determine impacts on low-income and minority communities 

as part of the NEPA compliance process.  Agencies are required to identify and correct programs, 
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policies, and activities that have disproportionately high and adverse human health or environmental 

effects on minority or low-income populations.  EO 12898 also tasks Federal agencies with ensuring 

that public notifications regarding environmental issues are concise, understandable, and readily 

accessible. 

EO 13045 (Protection of Children from Environmental Health Risks and Safety Risks) requires 

Federal agencies to identify and assess health risks and safety risks that may disproportionately affect 

children. As with EO 12898, HRSA and most Federal lead agencies determine impacts on children as 

part of the NEPA compliance process. 

3.8.1 Existing Conditions 

By its very nature, the proposed action described and evaluated within this EA serves to provide 

additional medical services to individuals and families in need.  The awarded grant reflects an 

evaluation of the populations served through physical and program improvements provided by the 

YCHC.  The proposed location of the medical center is in an area predominantly made up of low-

income and minority populations to more effectively serve their needs. 

3.8.2 Environmental Effects 

The following sections present potential environmental effects of the proposed action and alternative 

action on socioeconomics and environmental justice. 

Proposed Action 

The proposed action of constructing a new, larger health center and associated parking areas, if 

implemented, would result in beneficial impacts to individuals requiring medical services and local 

contractors that perform site work and construction services for the grantee.  The new facility will 

allow health service providers to expand and improve their services. 

Short-term impacts that may occur would include disruption of some services during the period of 

relocating the current YCHC staff and equipment to the new location upon completion of construction 

activities.  The YCHC will examine and implement temporary services necessary to the continuation 

of services to the community to minimize this impact.  Increased scheduling in off-hours would 

potentially address the needs of the client base during relocation. 
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Alternative – No Action 

This alternative does not include any action.  Therefore, the applicant would not be required to comply 

with EOs 12898 or 13045.  The outcome of this alternative would likely result in maintaining 

disproportionate health and safety risks to low-income and minority persons and to children; as these 

groups would likely be most affected by the lack of improved medical services. 

3.9 TRAFFIC AND TRANSPORTATION 

The Alaska Department of Transportation (AKDOT) is responsible for the design, construction, and 

maintenance of the State of Alaska’s highway system.  Arterials, connectors, and local roads within 

Yakutat are constructed and maintained by the CBY. 

3.9.1 Existing Conditions 

The proposed project site is located at 115 Airport Road in Yakutat, Alaska.  The property is bordered 

by Airport Road to the north and east, and easements to the southwest and west.  A power plant and 

equipment yard are present further to the east; thick vegetation is present further to the southeast and 

south; and a mostly-vegetated parcel with a few abandoned structures is present further to the west. 

The existing YCHC is open Monday through Friday from 9:00 am to 12:00 pm and 1:00 pm to 5:00 

pm.  Traffic consists of patients arriving and departing from the facility, and visitors of the Tongass 

National Forest Ranger Station, located within the same building as the YCHC. 

3.9.2 Environmental Effects 

The following sections present potential environmental effects of the proposed action and alternative 

action on traffic and transportation. 

Proposed Action 

The proposed action consists of developing a new health center to better serve the needs of the 

surrounding community.  The new facility will have an increased capacity for patient visits, which will 

potentially result in increased traffic flow.  However, this increase in traffic flow is anticipated to be 

minimal. 

Short-term impacts are anticipated as a result of construction activities and related traffic.  However, 

the short-term impacts are expected to be minor.   
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Significant individual or cumulative impacts to traffic and/or transportation resources are not 

anticipated as a result of the proposed action. 

Alternative – No Action 

This alternative does not include any action.  Therefore, this alternative does not have the potential to 

affect local traffic or transportation. 

3.10 HAZARDOUS MATERIALS AND WASTE MANAGEMENT 

Hazardous materials and wastes are regulated in the U.S. under a variety of Federal and state laws.  

Federal laws and subsequent regulations governing the assessment, transportation, and disposal of 

hazardous wastes and materials include the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA); the 

RCRA Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments; the Comprehensive Environmental Response, 

Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA); the Solid Waste Act; the Toxic Substances Control Act 

(TSCA); and the CAA.  RCRA is the Federal law that regulates hazardous waste from “cradle to 

grave,” that is, from the time the waste is generated through its management, storage, transport, 

treatment, and final disposal.  USEPA is responsible for implementing this law. 

RCRA also sets forth a framework for the management of non-hazardous wastes.  The 1986 

amendments to RCRA enable the USEPA through relevant state agencies to address the environmental 

problems that can result from underground tanks storing petroleum and hazardous substances.  RCRA 

focuses only on active and proposed facilities, and does not address abandoned or historical sites. 

Previous uses of a medical center site may have included activities that generated hazardous materials.  

Some key examples may include the presence of underground fuel or chemical storage tanks, 

abandoned chemicals (from laboratory/photo processing/industrial cleaning), medical waste and sharps 

or residuals from hazmat incidents such as mercury spills in plumbing and under flooring and 

casework, lamp ballast, mercury lamp disposal and potential polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB)-

contaminated areas.  These types of environmental site issues would require a thorough review by an 

assessment professional and the completion of appropriate Environmental Site Assessments.  A Phase I 

Environmental Site Assessment that addresses these issues was completed by BGES in September of 

2017, and is included in Appendix A. 
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3.10.1 Existing Conditions 

Environmental issues may include contamination of soil, water, or air.  The affected environments 

require investigation of potential indicators of such contamination, review of federal and state 

regulatory databases, and review of historical records to identify any potential past or present uses of 

real property indicative of known or suspected sources of potential adverse impacts.  Such findings 

may result in identification of Recognized Environmental Conditions (RECs) which may have 

impacted the target property, or may represent the potential for adverse environmental impact to the 

target property. 

3.10.2 Environmental Effects 

The following sections present potential environmental effects of the proposed action and alternative 

action on hazardous materials and waste management. 

Proposed Action 

New site construction has the potential to generate solid waste through excessive building components.  

Reuse and recycling of solid waste will reduce the impact associated with disposal of wastes generated 

during construction. 

A Phase I Environmental Site Assessment of the proposed project site, dated September 2017, was 

prepared in accordance with American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM) 1527-13 by BGES 

to identify any potential sources of contamination that may exist onsite.  No reports of the proposed 

project site were found in the federal and state databases that were searched.  None of the adjacent 

properties were reported in these databases either, except for the Yakutat Power Plant, which was 

listed in the USEPA Enviromapper Database as a generator of fossil fuel power.  Listings in this 

database do not indicate the presence or absence of contamination within the surface or subsurface at 

these sites.  Several other sites within ½ mile of the proposed project site were identified in the 

searched databases as currently or historically being contaminated.  The identified reports were 

evaluated to determine the potential for adverse environmental impacts to the proposed project site.  

No recognized environmental conditions stemming from the proposed project site or surrounding sites 

were identified during the preparation of the Phase I Environmental Site Assessment.  A copy of the 

Phase I Environmental Site Assessment is included in Appendix A. 
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Alternative – No Action 

This alternative does not include any action.  Therefore, this alternative does not have the potential to 

generate or disturb hazardous wastes. 

3.11 NOISE 

Noise can be disruptive to normal activities for people and wildlife.  In extreme cases, it can have 

adverse health effects, such as hearing loss.  The location, duration, timing, and frequency of activity 

give rise to a pattern of noise.  The loudness is measured in units called decibels (dB).  The loudness of 

sound as heard by the human ear is measured on the A-weighted decibel (dBA) scale. 

Noise is defined as undesirable sound and is federally regulated by the Noise Control Act of 1972.  

Certain land uses, facilities, and the people associated with them are more sensitive to a given level of 

noise than other uses/facilities/groups of people.  Such "sensitive receptors" include schools, churches, 

hospitals, retirement homes, campgrounds, wilderness areas, hiking trails, and some species of 

threatened or endangered wildlife.  In general, outdoor sound levels that do not exceed 55 dBA are 

protective of public health and welfare for sensitive receptors. 

Noise exposures exceeding 70 dBA over a 24-hour period are not protective of hearing damage.  

Machinery and activities can generate noise during construction.  However, elevated noise levels 

would likely be of short duration.  Heavy equipment use tends to be the noisiest phase of construction, 

but typically lasts only a short time. 

3.11.1 Existing Conditions 

The YCHC is a medical center with no inherent significant noise-producing equipment.  During 

construction, noise levels will increase.  Machinery and equipment could raise daytime noise levels 

above the 55 dBA level normal for residential areas. 

3.11.2 Environmental Effects 

The following sections present potential environmental effects of the proposed action and alternative 

action on noise. 
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Proposed Action 

Impacts under the proposed action are likely to be short term and minor in duration and associated 

primarily with the use of heavy machinery during the construction of the new facility and associated 

parking area.  These impacts may negatively impact nearby sensitive receptors including the existing 

YCHC (located more than 600 feet northwest of the proposed project site) and the local school (located 

more than 500 feet northeast of the proposed project site), because of the nature of the construction and 

because it would occur in outdoor areas.  All work will need to strictly follow local noise ordinances to 

minimize potential impacts to local areas.  A slight increase in noise levels may be anticipated during 

peak hours of operation due to increased traffic but this increase is not likely to significantly impact the 

day-night average sound level (DNL). 

No long-term impacts to noise levels are anticipated from occupation and use of the new building. 

Alternative – No Action 

This alternative does not include any action.  Therefore, this alternative does not have the potential to 

affect noise levels. 

3.12 LAND USE 

Land use patterns within communities aid in forming the structure of our built environment.  The 

relationships of land uses to one another can result in community harmony or discord.  Land use is 

governed by the Planning and Zoning Commission within the CBY.  Local, state, and tribal land use 

plans exist in many areas of the country, guiding future land use patterns based upon the vision of the 

local community and leaders.  Federal plans govern uses of federal lands and do not have jurisdiction 

over local decisions. 

3.12.1 Existing Conditions 

The proposed project site is currently covered with dense vegetation, including spruce, cedar, and alder 

trees; devil’s club; ferns; and various other shrubbery.  No evidence of prior development has been 

identified on the site.  The site is generally flat, with a slight slope to the south.  The proposed project 

site is bordered by Airport Road to the north and east; dense vegetation to the southwest; and an 

abandoned Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) site to the west.  A power plant and equipment 

yard are located further to the northeast and east, respectively; beyond Airport Road.  Small, 

commercial-use buildings are located to the northwest of the site, beyond the FAA site. 
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3.12.2 Environmental Effects 

The following sections present potential environmental effects of the proposed action and alternative 

action on land use. 

Proposed Action 

Construction projects should be consistent with current land use plans and with other applicable 

planning and zoning requirements.  Any zoning changes that would be necessary for the 

implementation of a project must be reviewed for consistency with existing zoning and land-use 

regulations, and approved by the applicable agency(ies). 

The CBY is currently taking steps to convey the proposed project site to the YTT for the purpose of 

developing the new YCHC.  BGES consulted with the Planner of the Yakutat City Planning & Zoning 

department, regarding the zoning of the proposed project site.  According to the Planner, the site is 

currently zoned as “Holding”, but will be zoned as “Light Industrial” prior to completion of this 

project, which aligns with the intended use of the property.  A copy of the correspondence with the 

Planner is included in Appendix G. 

Alternative – No Action 

This alternative does not include any action.  Therefore, this alternative would not impact land use. 

3.13 OTHER RESOURCES 

According to the September 2016 Environmental Review and Determination prepared by IHS, the 

Alaska Coastal Management Program was disbanded on July 1, 2011.  Therefore, a review of the 

potential environmental impacts of the proposed action and alternative action was not completed in 

regards to coastal management. 

4.0 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

The CEQ Regulations (40 CFR 1500-1508) implementing the procedural provisions of the NEPA of 

1969, as amended (42 USC 4321), defines cumulative effects as: 

“the impact on the environment which results from the incremental impact of the action when added to 

other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions regardless of what agency (federal or 

non-federal) or person undertakes such other action (40 CFR 1508.7). 
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4.1 Existing Conditions 

Incorporating the principles of cumulative effect analysis into the environmental impact assessment of 

the YCHC, the effects on the Yakutat School must be considered.  Approximately 84 percent of the 

Yakutat School student body are minority students, and 93 percent of the student body are considered 

to be economically-disadvantaged.  The CBY is considered a medically-underserved population. 

Assessing cumulative impacts of the proposed action and alternative must: 

 Include past, present, and future actions; 

 Include all Federal, non-Federal, and private actions; 

 Focus on each affected resource, ecosystem, and human community; and 

 Focus on truly meaningful effects. 

4.2 Environmental Effects 

The following sections present potential cumulative environmental effects of the proposed action and 

alternative action. 

Proposed Action 

The proposed action would reduce the amount of organic land cover.  This modification of land use 

may adversely impact wildlife in the vicinity of the proposed project site.  The reduction in permeable 

land cover will also likely increase storm water runoff and decrease infiltration on site.  Mitigation 

offsets could include timing the construction work to occur when wildlife is least likely to occupy the 

site; removing minimal land cover for completion of the project; and reseeding/replanting disturbed 

areas upon completion of the project. 

Alternative – No Action 

This alternative does not include any action.  Therefore, there would be no cumulative effects as a 

result of this alternative. 

5.0 CONCLUSION 

This EA analyzes the environmental impacts of constructing a new facility versus taking no action.  

Based on the discussions of environmental impacts for the proposed action and alternative, the 

proposed action appears to be the best choice for the YCHC.  The proposed action has minimal 
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impacts across all potential concerns, with the exception of land use.  Although the proposed action 

will significantly alter the land use of the proposed project site, the overall land use in the CBY will 

not be significantly changed.  The proposed action will increase the type and quality of medical 

services available to the community of Yakutat, and will provide additional job opportunities for 

medical professionals.  The medical needs of the underserved Yakutat community will be best-served 

at the proposed project location. 

Impacts resulting from the proposed action are anticipated to be minimal, with the exception of land 

use as discussed above.  The action will generally involve minor, short-term impacts relating to site 

design, preparation, and construction.  Implementation of State and local requirements will mitigate 

many of these impacts.  The minimal impacts resulting from the proposed action appear to be less 

damaging to the community and resources than the deficiencies of the existing YCHC. 

Activities examined under the proposed action and alternative are virtually identical to activities 

resulting from public and private actions occurring on a regular basis throughout the country.  

Considering these impacts, the cumulative effects of the proposed action will be minimal. 

6.0 MITIGATION SUMMARY 

Table 2 outlines mitigation measures that may be required during the process of construction activities 

for the new YCHC. 
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TABLE 1

SUMMARY OF POTENTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

115 AIRPORT ROAD

YAKUTAT, ALASKA

BGES, INC.

Section of Report Resource Proposed Action (Construction of new facility on subject property) Alternative (No action)

3.1 Geology and Soils Minor impacts caused by construction. No impacts.

3.2 Air Quality Minor, temporary impacts caused by construction. No impacts.

3.3 Water Quality Minor impacts caused by erosion, increased runoff, and reduced 

infiltration.

No impacts.

3.4 Floodplains No impacts. No impacts.

3.5 Wetlands No impacts. No impacts.

3.6 Vegetation and 

Wildlife

Minor impacts caused by deforestation. No impacts.

3.7 Cultural Resources No impacts. No impacts.

3.8 Socioeconomics and 

Environmental Justice

Beneficial impacts. No impacts.

3.9 Traffic and 

Transportation

Minor, temporary impacts caused by construction and roadwork. Minor, 

longterm impacts caused by increased traffic.

No impacts.

3.10 Hazardous Materials 

and Waste 

Management

Minor, temporary impacts. No impacts.

3.11 Noise Minor, temporary impacts caused by heavy machinery use and other 

construction activities.

No impacts.

3.12 Land Use Major, long-term impacts caused by development. No impacts.

Italics = minor impacts

Bold = significant impact

Page 1 of 1 17-056-02



TABLE 2

MITIGATION MEASURES

115 AIRPORT ROAD

YAKUTAT, ALASKA

BGES, INC.

Potential Impact Mitigation Measures

Impacts to Soil

Comply with Federal, State, and Local rules regarding storm 

water runoff.  Utilize Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan 

(SWPPP) Best Management Practices (BMPs) to minimize soil 

erosion and runoff.

Impacts to Air Quality

Comply with Federal, State, and Local rules regarding 

construction and operations emissions.  Allow minimum 

quantity of volatile organic compounds (VOCs) materials on 

site necessary to accomplish the work.

Impacts to Water Quality

Comply with Federal, State, and Local regulations for storm 

water runoff, erosion, and construction management (BMPs).  

Employ low impact development design.  Focus on landscape 

solutions. Design alternative infiltration processes.

Impacts to Floodplains
No impact anticipated under the proposed action or 

alternative.

Impacts to Wetlands
No impact anticipated under the proposed action or 

alternative.

Impacts to Vegetation and Wildlife

Minimize footprint of ground disturbance. Replant/reseed 

disturbed areas upon completion of proposed action.

Impacts to Cultural Resources
No impact anticipated under the proposed action or 

alternative.

Impacts to Socioeconomics and Environmental 

Justice

Impacts are anticipated to be positive.

Impacts to Traffic and Transportation

Install markers and use flaggers when work is being 

conducted on or near streets.  Install signs to guide traffic 

flow upon completion of proposed action.

Impacts to Hazardous Materials and Waste 

Management

Limit material quantities to the minimum necessary for the 

proposed action.

Impacts to Noise

Perform construction work only during normal daylight 

hours.  Any work outside of normal hours may require a 

special variance or permit.

Impacts to Land Use
Comply with local land use planning and zoning 

requirements.  Obtain permits prior to construction.

Page 1 of 1 17-056-02
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

BGES was retained by Captain Kelly Leseman of Indian Health Services (IHS) to conduct a Phase I 

Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) of the property at 115 Airport Road; located in the southeastern 

portion of Yakutat, Alaska (hereafter referred to as the subject property).  The purpose of this 

assessment was to evaluate the potential for environmental impacts to the subject property from 

potential on-site or off-site sources, and to assess related environmental conditions at the property. 

This report presents the results of our findings.  Aerial photographs of the subject property are included 

as figures at the end of the report text.  Recent photographs of the property are included in Appendix 

A; the August 2016 Wetland Delineation Report prepared by Bosworth Botanical Consulting is 

included in Appendix B; information from Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation 

(ADEC) databases is included in Appendix C; an environmental questionnaire completed by a 

representative of the owner of the subject property is included in Appendix D; and a copy of our 

written proposal is included in Appendix E. 

This Phase I ESA was performed during August and September of 2017, in accordance with our 

written proposal dated August 8, 2017.  The Phase I ESA was conducted in general accordance with 

American Society for Testing Materials (ASTM) Standard E 1527-13 and the local standards of 

practice.  The assumptions made while performing this Phase I ESA and the limitations of our scope of 

work are detailed in Section 6.0 (Exclusions, Considerations, and Qualifications) of this report.  

Exceptions to the ASTM-prescribed procedures include the following: 

 The ASTM specifies that the Federal Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) generators 

list be researched.  For this assessment, we researched the U.S. EPA Enviromapper database. 

 The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency EPA Federal List of Institutional Controls (IC) sites 

database is currently undergoing reconfiguration, as such, site reports are not currently searchable 

by location; however it is our opinion that sites which have Federal ICs in place are likely to be 

listed in the ADEC Contaminated Sites database as well, and therefore, the inability to search the 

Federal IC sites database does not constitute a data gap that materially affects our interpretation of 

the environmental condition of the subject property. 

 The ASTM standard practice minimum search distance for the Federal Emergency Response 

Notification System (ERNS) list is just for the subject property.  For this assessment, we attempted 

to utilize the U.S. National Response Center database, which has replaced the ERNS list; however, 

at the time of preparation of this report, the NRC database was unavailable in a format that was 
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reasonably-ascertainable for review.  The Center for Effective Government, which maintains a 

third party database referred to as the Right to Know Network (RTKNet), compiles the NRC 

records in a more accessible format, which was reviewed for the subject property and adjacent 

properties. 

Research regarding whether or not wetlands have been identified on the subject property was 

performed, although the ASTM does not require this information.   

Our Phase I ESA included a combination of research, interviews, and site reconnaissance.  Based on 

the conditions observed during our site reconnaissance and our research, no recognized environmental 

conditions were identified with respect to the subject property. 

2.0 SITE DESCRIPTION 

The subject property consisted of an irregular-shaped parcel; located approximately 220 feet south of 

the intersection of Ocean Cape Road and Airport Road, in the southeastern portion of Yakutat, Alaska 

(Figure 1).  According to the Alaska State Land Survey (ASLS) Number 2017-20, the subject property 

totaled approximately 2.41 acres in size. 

2.1 Legal Description 

The legal description of the subject property was listed in the Alaska State Land Survey (ASLS) 

Number 2017-20 as a portion of Lot 5, U.S. Survey Number 5630.  The subject property is located in 

the Southwest Quarter of the Southwest Quarter, Section 30, Township 27 South, Range 34 East, 

Copper River Meridian, Alaska. 

2.2 Geologic and Surface Description 

According to the December 2016 Geotechnical Engineering Report prepared by Northern 

Geotechnical Engineering, Inc. d.b.a. Terra Firma Testing (NGE-TFT), the subject property is 

underlain by “poorly-graded to well-graded sand and gravel” to at least 15 feet below ground surface.  

Several inches of organic material rest on the ground surface, and mature Sitka Spruce and Hemlock 

trees occupy the subject property. 

A review of the United States Fish & Wildlife Service’s wetlands mapping application indicated that 

no wetlands are located on the subject property, which was confirmed by the August 2016 Wetland 

Delineation Report by Bosworth Botanical Consultants, included in Appendix B. 
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2.3 Vicinity Description 

The area surrounding the subject property was comprised of undeveloped, commercial, and industrial 

properties.  The subject property was bordered by Airport Road to the north and east, and easements to 

the southwest and west.  A power plant and equipment yard were present further to the east; thick 

vegetation was present further to the southeast and south; and a mostly-vegetated parcel with a few 

abandoned structures was present further to the west.  Additional information pertaining to the 

surrounding properties is included in Section 4.2, below. 

2.4 Past and Current Usage 

According to Jon Erickson, the City and Borough of Yakutat Manager, the subject property is currently 

owned by the City and Borough of Yakutat; however, the property is undergoing a transfer of 

ownership to the Yakutat Tlingit Tribe. 

According to the December 2016 Geotechnical Engineering Report prepared by NGE-TFT, the subject 

property was logged for timber in the early 1900s.  No other uses or developments of/on the subject 

property have been identified. 

2.5 Review of Aerial Photographs 

Aerial photographs of the vicinity of the subject property taken in 1959, 1970, 1971, 1988, 1998, 2004, 

2010, and 2016 were briefly reviewed; and the 2016 aerial photograph was chosen to print.  This is 

included as Figure 2. 

The August 26, 1959 aerial photograph showed the subject property as being undeveloped and covered 

with dense mature vegetation.  An easement was present to the west of the subject property, which 

extended across the southern portion of the subject property in a northwest-southeast orientation.  The 

property adjacent to, and west of the subject property, beyond the easement, was cleared of vegetation 

and appeared to contain a few communications antennas and residential structures.  Adjacent 

properties to the north, east, and south of the subject property contained mature vegetation.  What 

appeared to be a few residential structures were present to the northwest of the subject property, 

beyond the antenna farm and before Ocean Cape Road.  A few residential structures were present 

along Airport Road and were located north of the subject property.  A tank farm was located to the 

northwest of the subject property, beyond Ocean Cape Road and south of Arco Road.  Two ports were 

located in the Yakutat inlet; one was located on the southside and one was located on the northeast side 
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of the inlet.   

The July 27, 1970 aerial photograph showed the subject property as similar in appearance to what was 

observed in the previous aerial photograph.  A residential structure had been developed on the property 

adjacent to, and north of the subject property since the previous aerial photograph was taken.  A few 

more residential structures were located to the northwest of the Ocean Cape Road and Arco Road 

intersection.   

The July 9, 1971 aerial photograph showed the subject property as similar in appearance to what was 

observed in the previous aerial photograph.  A few commercial structures were developed in lots 

located adjacent to, and northwest of the subject property and along Airport Road.  Ocean Cape Road 

extended eastward beyond the Airport Road intersection.  A few residential structures were present to 

the southeast of the Airport Road and Ocean Cape Road intersection.   

The October 21, 1988 aerial photograph showed the subject property as similar in appearance to what 

was observed in the 1959 aerial photograph.  A few more commercial structures were developed on the 

lots located adjacent to, and northwest of the subject property.  An area of dense vegetation was 

cleared adjacent to, and east of the subject property, beyond Airport Road.  This area appeared to 

contain one residential structure.  A large institutional structure was present on the north side of Ocean 

Cape Road, northeast of the subject property.  The port which is located on the northeast portion of the 

Yakutat inlet contained numerous drums along Airport Road.   

The June 24, 1998 aerial photograph showed the subject property as similar in appearance to what was 

observed in the 1959 aerial photograph.  The property adjacent to, and east of the subject property, 

beyond Airport Road, contained what appeared to be a few commercial structures.  The tank farm, 

which was observed in aerial photographs from 1959 through 1988, was changed from horizontal to 

vertical storage tanks.  A building was constructed to the southwest of the port located on the south 

side of Yakutat inlet.  Numerous residential structures were present on the northside of Ocean Cape 

Road, beyond the Institutional structure. 

The September 13, 2004 aerial photograph showed the subject property as similar in appearance to 

what was observed in the 1959 aerial photograph.  A few more commercial structures were developed 

on the lots located adjacent to, and northwest of the subject property.  A few more structures, which 

appear to be associated with the institutional building, were constructed since the previous aerial 

photograph was taken.  Airport Road and Ocean Cape Road appeared to be paved.   
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The October 23, 2010 aerial photograph showed the subject and surrounding properties as similar in 

appearance to what was observed in the previous aerial photograph.  An industrial or commercial 

structure had been developed on the property located to the southeast of the Airport Road and Ocean 

Cape Road intersection since the previous aerial photograph was taken.  A small area was cleared to 

the east of the residential structures located to the northeast of the subject property, beyond Ocean 

Cape Road.   

The May 11, 2016 aerial photograph, included as Figure 2, showed the subject property as being 

undeveloped and covered with thick vegetation, similar to what was observed in the 1959 aerial 

photograph.  A path is evident trending northwest/southeast, extending from the southeast corner of the 

subject property.  Airport Road was present adjacent to, and east of the subject property.  What 

appeared to be industrial or commercial properties were located further to the northeast and east of the 

subject property, beyond Airport Road.  The area to the south of the subject property was thickly 

vegetated and undeveloped. 

3.0 RECORDS REVIEW 

BGES conducted a review of numerous records and databases to research the potential for known 

contamination on or near the subject property.  The following sections describe the results of these 

reviews. 

3.1 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) National Priority List (NPL) 

The EPA’s NPL, which is updated regularly, was reviewed on August 17, 2017.  No NPL sites were 

located within 1 mile of the subject property. 

3.2 U.S. EPA Delisted NPL Sites 

The EPA’s delisted NPL sites database, which is updated regularly, was reviewed on August 17, 2017.  

No delisted NPL sites were listed within 1 mile of the subject property. 

3.3 U.S. EPA Federal List of Institutional Controls (IC) Sites 

An attempt to review the EPA’s Federal List of IC Sites was made on August 17, 2017.  This database 

was not available, as the website was undergoing reconfiguration at the time of preparation of this 

Phase I ESA. 
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3.4 U.S. EPA Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability 

Information System (CERCLIS) List 

The U.S. EPA CERCLIS list, which is updated on a daily basis, was reviewed on August 17, 2017.  

None of the sites listed in this database were identified as being located within ½ mile from the subject 

property. 

3.5 U.S. EPA CERCLIS No Further Remedial Action Planned (NFRAP) List 

The U.S. EPA CERCLIS NFRAP list, which is updated on a daily basis, was reviewed on August 17, 

2017.  None of the sites listed within the database were located within ½ mile of the subject property. 

3.6 U.S. EPA Resource, Conservation, and Recovery Act (RCRA) Corrective Action Detail 

Report (CORRACTS) 

The U.S. EPA RCRA CORRACTS for Alaska, which is updated regularly, was reviewed on August 17, 

2017.  None of the sites listed in this database were identified as being located within 1 mile of the 

subject property. 

3.7 U.S. EPA RCRA Non-CORRACTS Treatment, Storage and Disposal (TSD) Facilities 

The U.S. EPA RCRA Non-CORRACTS TSD Facilities for Alaska, which is updated regularly, was 

reviewed on August 17, 2017.  No sites were listed within ½ mile from the subject property. 

3.8 Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation (ADEC) Registered Underground 

Storage Tank (UST) Database 

The ADEC Registered UST database, which is updated regularly, was reviewed on August 17, 2017.  

Eight Registered USTs were listed as being located in Yakutat; however, none of the Registered USTs 

were identified as being located on the subject property or adjacent properties. 

3.9 ADEC Contaminated Sites Database 

The ADEC Contaminated Sites Database, which is updated regularly, was reviewed on August 17, 

2017; and listed 3 contaminated sites as being located within ½ mile of the subject property.  One of 

these sites has been issued a “Cleanup Complete” status by the ADEC, indicating that this site has been 

remediated to the satisfaction of the ADEC, and therefore does not require any further assessment or 

remediation activities at this time.  As such, it is our opinion that there is a reduced potential for 
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adverse environmental impact to the subject property stemming from documented and remediated 

releases at this site; and it is our opinion that it does not constitute a recognized environmental 

condition with respect to the subject property. 

One of the ADEC Contaminated Sites was listed as having “Cleanup Complete – Institutional 

Controls” status, indicating that further characterization and remediation of contaminated media may 

be required at this site prior to the removal of the institutional controls.  The Delta Western - Yakutat 

site (Site 1 on Figure 3) was located approximately 0.2 mile northwest of the subject property.  

According to the ADEC Cleanup Chronology report pertaining to this site, soil contamination was 

initially identified in 1994 at depths of up to 15 feet below grade.  Groundwater monitoring was 

conducted at this site until 2011, when the ADEC determined that the remaining contamination did not 

pose an unacceptable risk to human health of the environment.  For this reason, and because of the 

likely downgradient position of this site with respect to the subject property, and because of the 

considerable distance between this site and the subject property (with respect to the potential for 

contaminant migration through soil, groundwater, or soil vapor); it is our opinion that there is a 

reduced potential for adverse environmental impact to the subject property stemming from 

contamination at this site, and it is not considered to be a recognized environmental condition with 

respect to the subject property. 

One site was designated as “Active” by the ADEC, indicating that further characterization and/or 

remediation of contaminated media are required at this site.  The Yakutat Air Force Base Army Dock 

and Piping site (Site 2 on Figure 3) was located approximately 0.4 mile northwest of the subject 

property.  According to the ADEC Cleanup Chronology report pertaining to this site, residual diesel 

contamination remains in the groundwater.  Because of the likely downgradient position of this site 

with respect to the subject property, and because of the considerable distance between this site and the 

subject property (with respect to the potential for contaminant migration through soil, groundwater, or 

soil vapor); it is our opinion that there is a reduced potential for adverse environmental impact to the 

subject property stemming from contamination at this site, and it is not considered to be a recognized 

environmental condition with respect to the subject property.   

Additional information pertaining to these sites is included in Table 1 and Appendix C, and the 

locations of these sites are represented on Figure 3. 
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3.10 State of Alaska Voluntary Cleanup and Brownfields Sites 

The State of Alaska does not maintain specific databases of voluntary cleanup sites or Brownfields 

sites that are not also included within the ADEC Contaminated Sites database.  This database was 

reviewed, and the results of that review are discussed in Section 3.9, above. 

3.11 ADEC Statewide Oil and Hazardous Substance Spills Database 

The ADEC Statewide Oil and Hazardous Substance Spills Database contains records concerning spills 

of oils and other hazardous substances that have occurred throughout Alaska.  Records of spills that 

have occurred since July of 1995 are included in this database.  The database is updated regularly and 

was reviewed on August 17, 2017.  Ten ADEC Spills events were documented as having occurred at 

four locations within ¼ mile of the subject property (Sites 1, 2, 4, and 5 on Figure 3).  The Spills 

events were listed as being “closed cases” by the ADEC; likely indicating that these events are no 

longer considered to represent a material threat to human health or the environment in the opinion of 

the ADEC.  For this reason, it is our opinion that there is a reduced potential for contamination 

associated with these Spills to adversely impact the subject property, and they are not considered to be 

recognized environmental conditions with respect to the subject property. 

Additional information concerning the Spills sites is included in Table 1 and Appendix C, and the 

locations are shown on Figure 3. 

3.12 National Response Center 

The Emergency Response Notification System (ERNS), which is operated through the National 

Response Center (NRC) and is managed as a division of the United States Coast Guard (USCG), 

maintains records of releases of toxic and hazardous substances in a format that is not reasonably 

ascertainable for review at the time of this report.  However, the Center for Effective Government 

maintains a third party database of incidents which occurred in the State of Alaska from 1982 to 2015, 

which is referred to as the Right to Know Network (RTKNet), that compiles the NRC records in a 

more efficient format.  The RTKNet database was reviewed on August 17, 2017.  No incidents were 

reported to have occurred on the subject property or adjoining properties. 

3.13 U.S. EPA Envirofacts/Enviromapper 

In response to the Emergency Planning and Community Right to Know Act [42 U.S.C. 11001 et seq. 

(1986)], also known as Title III of Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act (SARA), EPA 
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maintains a database of hazardous material transporters, storage facilities, and solid waste, air, and 

water pollution generators.  The database, which is updated regularly, was reviewed on August 17, 

2017 for the subject property and the adjoining properties.  One adjoining property was listed in this 

database.  The Yakutat Power Plant (Site 6 on Figure 3) was located approximately 50 feet northeast of 

the subject property, beyond Airport Road; and was identified as a generator of fossil fuel electric 

power.  Listings in the Enviromapper database do not indicate the presence or absence of 

contamination within the surface or subsurface at these sites.  As such, it is our opinion that the mere 

inclusion of this site in this database in and of itself does not constitute a recognized environmental 

condition with respect to the subject property.  Data regarding the Enviromapper site are included in 

Table 1 and Appendix C, and its location is shown on Figure 3. 

3.14 U.S. EPA Toxic Release Inventory (TRI) Sites Database 

The Toxics Release Inventory (TRI) is a publicly-available EPA database that contains information on 

toxic chemical releases and other waste management activities reported annually by certain industry 

groups as well as federal facilities.  This inventory was established under the Emergency Planning and 

Community Right-to-Know Act of 1986 (EPCRA) and was expanded by the Pollution Prevention Act 

of 1990.  The TRI sites database, which is updated on a daily basis, was reviewed on August 17, 2017.  

The TRI database includes information for the years 1988 to 2015, and no sites were identified as 

being located within ¼ mile of the subject property for the years reviewed. 

3.15 Alaska State List of Landfills and Solid Waste Facilities 

The ADEC Division of Environmental Health, Solid Waste Management list of currently and formerly 

permitted facilities for Anchorage, which was last updated on February 2, 2017, was reviewed on 

August 17, 2017.  No permitted solid waste facilities were identified as being located within 0.5 mile 

of the subject property. 

3.16 Alaska Department of Natural Resources (DNR) Recorder’s Office Records Database 

The Alaska DNR Recorder’s Office Records Database, which is updated daily, was reviewed on 

August 17, 2017 for records of environmental liens against the subject property.  No records of any 

environmental liens outstanding against the subject property were identified during our search of the 

database. 
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3.17 Sanborn Fire Maps 

No Sanborn Fire Maps that depicted the area of the subject property could be located during the 

preparation of this Phase I ESA. 

4.0 SITE RECONNAISSANCE AND INTERVIEWS 

Reconnaissance of the subject property was conducted on September 8, 2017.  Weather conditions 

were rainy, with an ambient temperature of approximately 52 degrees Fahrenheit.  One representative 

from BGES was onsite to perform this reconnaissance.  The following paragraphs discuss our findings 

and observations. 

4.1 Subject Property 

The subject property, which was accessed from Airport Road, contained dense vegetation consisting of 

spruce, cedar, and alder trees; devil’s club; ferns; and various other shrubbery (Photographs 1 through 

5 in Appendix A).  The subject property was generally flat, with a slight slope to the south. 

No evidence of historic development was observed during our site reconnaissance.  No features 

associated with utilities were identified.  Survey markers and survey tape were observed along the 

perimeter of the subject property, from an apparent survey of the parcel (Photograph 6 in Appendix A). 

4.2 Surrounding Properties 

The area surrounding the subject property consisted of a mixture of undeveloped, commercial, and 

industrial properties.  The subject property was bordered by Airport Road to the north and east, and 

easements to the southwest and west.  Power lines extended within the easements.  A power plant was 

present further to the northeast (Photograph 7 in Appendix A) and an equipment yard was present 

further to the east (Photograph 8 in Appendix A), beyond Airport Road.  Beyond the easements, thick 

vegetation was present further to the south, and the property to the west was mostly vegetated with a 

few abandoned structures (Photograph 9 in Appendix A).  Ophir Creek was present further to the 

southeast. 

No recognized environmental conditions with respect to the subject property were visually identified 

on surrounding properties at the time of our site reconnaissance. 
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4.3 Interviews 

Interviews were conducted with individuals knowledgeable about current or historic site conditions.  

The following sections provide pertinent information gathered from the interviews.   

4.3.1 Jon Erickson, Representative of Current Owner of the Subject Property 

An environmental questionnaire was completed by Jon Erickson, the City and Borough of Yakutat 

Manager (the current property owner), on August 28, 2017.  Mr. Erickson indicated that the City and 

Borough of Yakutat acquired the subject property through the State of Alaska Municipal Entitlement 

Program in 1998.  According to Mr. Erickson, the subject property is, and has always been 

undeveloped, and he is unaware of any spills, aboveground storage tanks, USTs, or environmental 

liens on the site; nor was he aware of any pits, ponds, or lagoons existing on the property.  He also 

stated that there are no known septic systems, injection wells, water supply wells, floor drains, or 

hydraulic lifts on the subject property.  Mr. Erickson was unaware of any oil/water separators, staining, 

engineering/institutional controls or other signs of contamination on the property.   

A copy of the environmental questionnaire completed by Mr. Erickson is included in Appendix D. 

4.3.2 Mary, Tongass National Forest Ranger Station 

Mary, an employee of the Tongass National Forest Ranger Station (located approximately 0.1 mile 

west-northwest of the subject property), was briefly interviewed on September 8, 2017.  Mary stated 

that she has lived in Yakutat for approximately 20 years.  In that time, she has not observed any 

storage or releasing of hazardous waste on the subject property, and she was unaware of any other 

signs of previous development or environmental concerns on the subject property or surrounding area. 

4.3.3 City and Borough of Yakutat 

A representative of the City and Borough of Yakutat was contacted on September 6, 2017, requesting 

any information concerning the initial connection of the subject property to municipal water and sewer 

service.  A representative from the City and Borough of Yakutat indicated that the subject property has 

not been connected to water and sewer services.  Additionally, the representative indicated that no gas 

lines were present in Yakutat. 
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5.0 FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS 

5.1 Subject Property 

Research and reconnaissance was performed of the grounds of the subject property.  The following 

paragraphs summarize our findings. 

Based on our research, including a review of historical aerial photographs, the subject property does 

not appear to have ever been developed.  According to the City and Borough of Yakutat, the subject 

property has not ever been connected to municipal water or sewer services; and natural gas service is 

not currently available in Yakutat.  Because the subject property does not appear to have ever been 

developed, there is a reduced potential for heating oil USTs, water supply well(s), or septic system(s) 

to exist or have existed on the subject property.   

Based on our on-site observations and our research as described above, no recognized environmental 

conditions with respect to the subject property stemming from onsite sources were identified. 

5.2 Surrounding Properties 

The area surrounding the subject property was comprised primarily of undeveloped, commercial, and 

industrial properties.  No recognized environmental conditions with respect to the subject property 

were visually identified on any of the adjoining properties during our reconnaissance, as viewed from 

our vantage points on the subject property.  

The ADEC Contaminated Sites database lists 3 Contaminated Sites as being located within ½ mile of 

the subject property.  Based on the information obtained concerning these sites as described in Section 

3.9 above; it is our opinion that there is a reduced potential for adverse environmental impact to the 

subject property stemming from documented contamination at these sites, and that contamination is not 

considered to constitute recognized environmental conditions with respect to the subject property. 

Ten ADEC Spills events were noted to have occurred at four sites within ¼ mile of the subject 

property.  Since the Spills events were listed as closed cases by the ADEC, it is likely that these events 

are no longer considered to represent a material threat to human health or the environment in the 

opinion of the ADEC; and as such, it is our opinion that there is a reduced potential for contamination 

associated with these events to adversely impact the subject property and they are not considered to be 

recognized environmental conditions with respect to the subject property.   
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No other sites were identified within any of the remaining databases that were reviewed (as discussed 

in Section 3.0, above), as being within the respective prescribed search distances for these resources. 

We have performed a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment in conformance with the scope and 

limitations of ASTM Practice E 1527-13 at 115 Airport Road in Yakutat, Alaska; the subject property.  

Any exceptions to, or deletions from this practice are described in Sections 1.0 and 6.0 of this report.  

This assessment did not reveal any recognized environmental conditions with respect to the subject 

property. 

6.0 EXCLUSIONS, CONSIDERATIONS AND QUALIFICATIONS 

This Phase I ESA did not include a title search or sampling to identify the potential presence of 

asbestos, lead, radon, or other contaminants at this property.  Further, subsurface evaluation, including 

soil and groundwater sampling, was not part of the scope of work.  No significant data gaps were 

encountered during the preparation of this Phase I ESA. 

This report was prepared for our client, Captain Kelly Leseman of IHS.  The scope of work and level 

of effort were based on our written proposal dated August 8, 2017.  It is not intended for third parties 

to rely on the information provided in this report, except at their own risk.  This report presents facts, 

observations, and inferences based on conditions observed during the period of our project activities, 

and only those conditions that were evaluated as part of our scope of work.  Our conclusions and 

recommendations are based on our observations and the results of our research, and as such, rely on 

the accuracy of the databases that were reviewed and the information provided by the individuals that 

were interviewed.  In addition, changes to site conditions may have occurred since we completed our 

initial project activities.  These changes may be from the actions of man or nature.  Changes in 

regulations may also impact the interpretation of site conditions.  BGES will not disclose our findings 

to any parties other than our client as listed above, except as directed by our client, or as required by 

law.   

This Phase I ESA was completed by Rose Pollock, Environmental Scientist II of BGES and was 

reviewed by Robert Braunstein, Certified Professional Geologist (C.P.G.) and Principal of BGES.  Ms. 

Pollock has conducted numerous Phase I ESAs throughout South-Central Alaska.  Mr. Braunstein has 

over 35 years of environmental consulting experience, and has conducted and managed thousands of 

Phase I ESAs throughout Alaska and the lower 48 states. 

We declare that, to the best of our professional knowledge and belief, we meet the definition of 

Environmental Professionals as defined in Section 312.10 of 40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 
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Part 312.  We have the specific qualifications based on education, training, and experience to assess a 

property of the nature, history, and setting of the subject property.  We have developed and performed 

all appropriate inquires in conformance with the standards and practices set forth in 40 CFR Part 312. 

Prepared by: Reviewed by: 

 

 
Rose Pollock Robert N. Braunstein, C.P.G.  
Environmental Scientist II Principal 
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TABLE 2
115 Airport Road
Yakutat, Alaska

ADEC Contaminated & Spills; & US EPA Enviromapper Sites Data

BGES, INC.

Site No. Contaminated Site Facility Site Location HAZARD ID No.   Contaminated Site Information Contaminated Site Status

1 Delta Western Yakutat Alsek & Ocean 
Cape Road 
intersection

1979 Diesel and gasoline petroleum contamination were identified in 1994 to a
depth of 15 feet below grade. Contamination was assessed in 1997 and
identified at a maximum depth of 14 feet. Diesel range organics (DRO) was
identified during groundwater sampling in 1999 at a concentration of 14.9
milligrams per liter. Semi-annual groundwater monitoring was conducted
until 2010, when the ADEC approved a reduction to annual monitoring.
Several monitoring wells were decommissioned. The ADEC determined that
the potential for contaminant migration was not unacceptable and issued
closure with institutional controls in 2011.

Cleanup Complete - 
Institutional Controls

2 Yakutat AFB Army Dock & 
Piping

Between 
Malaspina Office 
& City Water 
Tank/Wells

3716 Eight aboveground storage tanks (ASTs) for diesel were connected to each
other by piping and to the dock, and ranged in size from 20,000 to 80,000
gallons. All ASTs were removed by 1963. The site has been redeveloped
with buildings, a fish processing plant, an office warehouse, a construction
storage yard, and a water tank. A city well was sampled in 1997 and no
analytes were detected at concentrations exceeding ADEC cleanup criteria.
Based on gathered information, tanks 1 through 6 were recommended for
closure. However, because DRO remains in the groundwater at tank sites 7
and 8, those sites were recommended for closure with institutional controls.

Active

3 Saint Elias Auto Center 710 Oil Dock 
Road

24561 DRO was identified in a sample of the onsite private water well. A 1,500-
gallon gasoline underground storage tank (UST) was removed in 1996 and
contamination was attributed to overfilling and piping problems.
Contamination was left in place. Test pits were advanced in 2001 for further
site characterization, in which no contamination was detected. The site was
then closed by the ADEC.

Cleanup Complete

Site No. Spill Site Name Site Location Site Status

1 F/V Arctic Queen Delta Western 
Fuel Facility

Case Closed

1 Delta Western Delta Western 
Fuel Facility

Case Closed

1 Delta Western Delta Western 
Fuel Facility

Case Closed

2 Browning Timber Vessel Delta Western 
Dock

Case Closed

2 Barge SCT 282 Delta Western 
Dock

Case Closed

2 Delta Western Facility Barge 
Transfer

Delta Western 
Dock

Case Closed

2 M/V Constructor Delta Western 
Dock

Case Closed

4 Alaska Commercial Co., 
Yakutat Store & Warehouse

716 Ocean Cape 
Road

Case Closed

5 NWS Housing HOTs 871 Forest Service 
Road

Case Closed

Site No. Enviromapper Facility 
Name

 Facility Location Information 
System ID

6 Yakutat Power Plant 1 Forest Highway AK000000022310
0010

Enviromapper Site Information

This site was identified in the Enviromapper database as a generator of fossil fuel electric power.

One event, in which 40 gallons of aviation fuel were spilled and recovered, was reported for this 
site.

One event, in which 30 gallons of diesel were spilled, was reported for this site.

Two events, in which a total of 54 gallons of diesel were spilled, were reported for this site.

One event, in which 100 gallons of diesel were spilled, was reported for this site.  

Incident description

One event, in which 5 gallons of diesel were spilled, was reported for this site.

One event, in which 1 gallon of diesel was spilled, was reported for this site.

One event, in which 3 gallons of diesel were spilled and 1 gallon was recovered, was reported for 
this site.

One event, in which 1 gallon of diesel was spilled, was reported for this site.

One event, in which 1 gallon of diesel was spilled, was reported for this site.

9/20/2017 Page 1 of 1 17-056-01
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APPENDIX A  

PROPERTY PHOTOGRAPHS 

 



   
       

   

   
 
 
 
         

 Photo 1.  Eastern Edge of Subject Property (facing southeast) 

Photo 4.  Subject Property (facing south) Photo 3.  Subject Property (facing east) 

Photo 5.  Ssubject Property (facing west) 

 Photo 2. Subject Property (facing west) 

Photo 6.  Survey Marker and Survey Tape on Subject 
Property (facing west) 

September 2017 Figure A-1 

115 Airport Road 
Yakutat, Alaska 

Property Photographs 



   
       

   

   
 
 
 
         

 Photo 7.  Power Plant (facing northeast) 

Photo 9.  Abandoned Structure, west of Subject Property 
(facing south) 

 Photo 8. Equipment Yard (facing east) 

September 2017 Figure A-2 

115 Airport Road 
Yakutat, Alaska 

Property Photographs 
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APPENDIX B  

AUGUST 2016 WETLAND DELINEATION REPORT 

PREPARED BY BOSWORTH BOTANICAL CONSULTING 
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APPENDIX C 

ADEC CONTAMINATED & SPILLS; & US EPA ENVIROMAPPER SITES REPORTS 
  



Site Name: Delta Western Yakutat

Address: Alsek & Ocean Cape Road Intersection, Monti Bay, Yakutat, AK 99689

File Number: 1530.38.005

Hazard ID: 1979

Status: Cleanup Complete - Institutional Controls

Staff: IC Unit, 9074655229 dec.icunit@alaska.gov

Latitude: 59.544716

Longitude: -139.733218

Horizontal
Datum: WGS84

Site Report: Delta Western Yakutat

We make every effort to ensure the data presented here is accurate based on the best available information currently on file with DEC. It is therefore subject to change as new
information becomes available. We recommend contacting the assigned project staff prior to making decisions based on this information.

Problems/Comments
Substantial diesel (DRO) and gas range (GRO) hydrocarbon soil contamination is associated with the tank farm, former truck rack, and valve
house. Soil was removed from the floor of the tank farm to a depth of 15 feet without reaching clean soil. The Tank Farm is located on Tract 2-D
ASLS 90-213. Additional pipelines, a truck loading rack and dockside marine head for the facility are located on right of ways on Tract 2-A ASLS
90-213 and Tract B ASLS 76-115 to the Army Dock in Monti Bay. A private drinking water well is within 500 feet but is not presently used. The
City of Yakutat Public Water System drinking wells are within 700 lateral feet and are screened at depths of 325 and 345 feet.

Action Information

Action Date Action Description DEC Staff

5/11/1994 Update or Other Action
(Old R:Base Action Code = SA1R - Phase I SA Review (CS/LUST)).
Contamination appears confined by groundwater table. Possibility of
contamination from off property. Report recommends Phase II and CAP.

No Longer Assigned

12/30/1994 Site Added to Database Diesel and gas range hydrocarbon contamination. No Longer Assigned

11/17/1995 Site Ranked Using the
AHRM Initial ranking. Sally Schlichting

2/5/1996 Update or Other Action

(Old R:Base Action Code = SA2A - Phase II SA Approval / Release
Investigation). Sampling, installation of remediation piping and facility upgrades
to occur simultaneously. Groundwater will be investigated depending on results
of sampling.

Sally Schlichting

2/7/1997 Site Characterization
Report Approved

(Old R:Base Action Code = RI - Remedial Investigation). Release Investigation
Report reviewed and approved. Sally Schlichting

2/7/1997 Update or Other Action (Old R:Base Action Code = SI - Site Investigation). Assessment of depth and
areal extent of contaminated soil beneath the tank farm found contamination as

Sally Schlichting

mailto:dec.icunit@alaska.gov


deep as 14 feet in some areas.

1/29/1998 Site Characterization
Report Approved

Requested additional information be gathered in regard to off-site impacts,
surface and groundwater impacts, and suspected localized impacted area near
valve house.

Sally Schlichting

7/8/1998 Site Characterization
Workplan Approved Soil and GW investigation. Sally Schlichting

10/9/1998 Update or Other Action Cost Recovery Letter Issued this date. Sally Schlichting

8/5/1999 Site Characterization
Report Approved

Soil and GW investigation report. Approval letter asks for additional investigation
and a number of other items. Sally Schlichting

4/24/2000 Report or Workplan
Review - Other

ADEC received Ground Water Monitoring Report by R&M for sampling in July
1999 at site. The highest concentration of DRO detected was 14.9 mg/L in MW-
1B at the former Truck Rack. The highest concentration of DRO in surface water
samples was 1.0 mg/L in the sample from Seep-4, located west the dock
bulkhead.

Bruce Wanstall

10/10/2000 Update or Other Action Cost Recovery Memorandum sent to Kay R. for $1,019.86. Bill Janes

10/17/2001 Site Characterization
Workplan Approved Additional GW investigation approved regarding 8/5/99 requiremnts. Mike Jaynes

6/28/2002 Update or Other Action

RRM has been on-site all week. Difficulty installing monitoring wells due to
bedrock or glacial eratic refusal. Terry G. informed me they became aware that
ENSR has been doing work for the Corps in the immediate area. Old military fuel
storage tanks and pipeline infrastructure may be co-mingling contamination. I
sent an email to Deb Caillouet in Anchorage. RRM needs the ENSR report
which should be completed soon.

Bill Janes

1/1/2003 Update or Other Action Project manager changed to Wanstall. File and site review of status and ranking. Bruce Wanstall

1/7/2003 GIS Position Updated
Marine transfer point and Tank Farm at ridge top above Monti Bay used to
pinpoint site position on topographic map. Accuracy within 1.3 acre property in
Tract D estimated at 100 meters.

Bruce Wanstall

2/19/2003 Update or Other Action Meeting with new consultants for Chevron, SECOR plans well sampling events
in June. Bruce Wanstall

7/9/2003 Long Term Monitoring
Established

Discussion with consultant; June monitoring well (MW) sampling report pending.
December 02 MW sampling event report requested. Bruce Wanstall

12/11/2003 Update or Other Action

Semi-annual monitoring event and site inspection. One of four seeps and 3 of 5
wells were able to be sampled under December conditions in Yakutat. Long term
monitoring plan will be modified to capture peak seasonal ground water flow
periods of April and October.

Bruce Wanstall

12/15/2003 GIS Position Updated GPS location using North American Datum 27. Ocean Cape Road is at the
marine head dock . Bruce Wanstall

4/23/2004 Update or Other Action December 2003 ground water monitoring report recieved and reviewed. Bruce Wanstall

9/22/2004 Update or Other Action
Groundwater Monitoring Report arrived; quick review shows sampling methods
and locations are consistent with workplan. Data includes TAH, TaqH, GRO,
BTEX, DRO and PAHs.

Bruce Wanstall

1/25/2005 Update or Other Action
Groundwater Monitoring Report arrived; quick review shows sampling methods
and locations are consistent with workplan. Data includes TAH, TaqH, GRO,
BTEX, DRO and PAHs.

Bruce Wanstall

3/9/2005 Update or Other Action SECOR 2004 Ground water monitoring Reports reviewed; adequate procedure,
accuracy and QA/QC. Bruce Wanstall

5/3/2005 Update or Other Action
Review Army Dock Area Site Plan Map - USACE consultant Shannon & Wilson
installed monitoring wells in 2004 at former AST sites 2 and 3 on the adjacent
property above the existing pipeline; postpone site visit to fall sampling event.

Bruce Wanstall

9/19/2005 Update or Other Action Telecon with David Weigner of SECOR on Delta Western Wrangell. H mentioned
that SECOR is heading to Yakutat to conduct monitoring in mid-November. Bill Janes

2/3/2006 Long Term Monitoring
Established

Reviewed conclusions of the First and Second Semi-Annual 2005 Groundwater
Monitoring Reports by SECOR. Letter sent to the RP instructing that future semi-
annual goundwater monitoring sampling will change from a summer/ winter to
spring/ fall schedlue and annual trend analysis on data is requested.

Bruce Wanstall

10/6/2006 Update or Other Action Cost recovery check received in the amount of $634.04 Bill Janes

11/22/2006 Update or Other Action Received and reviewed the first 2006 semi-annual water monitoring report. Bruce Wanstall



Requested that Cambria re-evaluate the semi-annual groundwater sampling
project laboratory data and try the CS approval checklist again. Then provide
recommendation of data usability.

1/18/2007 Update or Other Action Review Revised First Semi-Annual 2006 Groundwater Monitoring Report by
Cambria Environmental Inc dated January 2007. Laboratory data check-listed. Bruce Wanstall

1/29/2007 Update or Other Action Review Revised Second Semi-Annual 2006 Groundwater Monitoring Report by
Cambria Environmental Inc dated January 2007. Laboratory data check-listed. Bruce Wanstall

7/3/2007 Exposure Tracking
Model Ranking

Initial and current ETM ranking completed using the 1997 Phase I & 1998 Phase
II Cleanup Reports for the soil pathways and the follow-up ground water
assessment and long term monitoring data for the water pathways. Controlling
pathway is ground water ingestion that is assessed annually using ground water
monitoring data. Emailed an inquiry about plans to sample the wells in 2007 to
Chevron and Conestoga-Rovers Associates.

Bruce Wanstall

8/15/2007 Update or Other Action

ADEC received File Review Report from CRA concerning the Delta Western
Facility (Former Chevron Bulk Terminal #20-6270) at Monti Bay in Yakutat. The
file review covers history and operations on the former Yakutat Air Force Base
(YAFB) located on the adjacent property to the south. Recent environmental
assessment indicates that petroleum contamination on the YAFB may have
impacted the Delta Western Facility property.

Bruce Wanstall

10/29/2007 Update or Other Action
First Semiannual 2007 Groundwater Monitoring Report by Conestoga Rovers &
Associates dated October 2007 was reviewed by the ADEC for laboratory data
checklist. Request for data made to CRA by email.

Bruce Wanstall

10/31/2007 Update or Other Action Received the sample chain of custody for the First Semi Annual GMR; data
meets ADEC quality assurance/control standards. Bruce Wanstall

1/16/2008 Update or Other Action

ADEC evaluated the conceptual site model completed by CRA for Chevron
(responsible party). The conceptual site model is consistent with the ETM
pathway evaluation conclusions for current and future exposure with one
exception. Adjustments were made to the ETM ranking to recognize the CR&A
conclusion that several intertidal seep locations do complete the surface soil
ingestion/dermal exposure pathway; but ADEC concluded that risk was de-
minimis in part because the duration of exposure time is limited to twice per day
low tide intervals.

Bruce Wanstall

3/19/2008 Update or Other Action

ADEC reviewed the Second Semiannual 2007 GMR by CRA; data do not meet
ADEC quality assurance standard; requests for case narrative made in letter to
the consultant. ADEC concurs with the report conclusion to continue semiannual
monitoring and sampling in 2008.

Bruce Wanstall

7/7/2008 Update or Other Action
ADEC approves the proposed plan to dispose of purged groundwater in the on-
site facility oil/water separator during the semiannual sampling events in 2008 at
the Delta Western/Former Chevron Bulk Plant 20-6270.

Bruce Wanstall

7/8/2008 Site Characterization
Workplan Approved

ADEC has reviewed and approves the proposed subsurface characterization
sampling workplan for mid-July, 2008 at the Delta Western/Former Chevron Bulk
Plant 20-6270 site.

Bruce Wanstall

9/15/2008 Update or Other Action

ADEC reviewed current status of adjacent properties, current land use and
historical monitoring well data to consider a responsible party request to reduce
the number of sampling sites based on consecutive seasonal sampling events
with POL concentrations below regulatory benchmarks. Approval of the request
was sent to the RP consultant by email to take effect immediately for the fall
2008 sampling event in Yakutat taking place this week.

Bruce Wanstall

6/17/2009 Report or Workplan
Review - Other

ADEC has approved the data quality and the CRA 2008 ground water
monitoring reports. Naphthalene results for water sample and duplicate from
MW-5 for the 2nd semi-annual event are considered an estimate of the true
value.

Bruce Wanstall

7/30/2009 Report or Workplan
Review - Other

ADEC has reviewed and approves the data quality in the 2008 Subsurface
Investigation Report by Conestoga-Rovers & Associates(CRA). CRA subsurface
investigation advanced borings that correspond with previous subsurface
investigation at the former truck rack and valve house sites. A historical sample
collected near monitoring well MW-5 at the bulkhead at a depth of 5.5 feet had
GRO concentration of 377 mg/kg and a DRO concentration of 5,590 mg/kg. The
corresponding 2008 soil sample CB-5 from a depth of 6.5 feet had DRO
concentration of 249 mg/kg. Soil boring CB-3, located between monitoring wells
MW-2 and MW-5 was advanced to 3 feet BGS; the soil sample had a DRO
concentration of 3,200 mg/kg and benzene concentration of 0.173 mg/kg. A
historical soil sample collected at the former valve house at MW-2 at a depth of

Bruce Wanstall



1.5 feet had DRO concentration of 1,380 mg/kg and a second sample at 3.5 feet
BGS had a DRO concentration of 6,650 mg/kg. The corresponding 2008 soil
sample CB-2 collected at a depth of three feet had a DRO concentration of 599
mg/kg and a benzene concentration of 0.0422. A historical soil sample collected
near monitoring wells MW-1A and MW-1B had a DRO concentration of DRO at
9,930 mg/kg; the corresponding 2008 soil sample CB-9 from a depth of 9.5 feet
had concentrations of DRO at 2,280 mg/kg, representing a four-fold reduction. A
historical soil sample collected near the former well house from a depth of seven
feet had a DRO concentration of 1,350 mg/kg; the corresponding 2008 soil
sample CB-6 from 4.5 feet BGS had a DRO concentration of 9,630 mg/kg and a
GRO concentration of 196 mg/kg.

12/15/2009 Report or Workplan
Review - Other

ADEC reviewed and approved by letter the data quality in the First Semiannual
2009 Groundwater Monitoring Report at the Delta Western Yakutat
contaminated site. The Conestoga-Rovers & Associates (CRA) Report monitors
petroleum ground water contamination. Laboratory Method PQLs for the
requested petroleum hydrocarbon analytes and petroleum hydrocarbon analyte
concentrations in each of the samples tested had results that are below
applicable 18 AAC 75.345 Table C cleanup levels. TAH and TAqH results in MW-
2 were non-detect and 0.617 ug/L respectively. TAH and TAqH results in MW-5
were 5.11 and 51.6 ug/L respectively. The TAH and TAqH WQ Stds are 10 and
15 ug/L respectively.

Bruce Wanstall

6/22/2010 Report or Workplan
Review - Other

The 2nd semi-annual 2009 ground water monitoring report by Conestoga
Rovers & Associates meets ADEC field and laboratory quality assurance criteria
and is approved. The 2010 well sampling schedule is reduced from semi-annual
to annual frequency.

Bruce Wanstall

8/18/2010 Long Term Monitoring
Complete

ADEC approves the CRA request to decommission groundwater monitoring
wells MW-1A, MW-1B, MW-2, MW-4 and MW-5 at the Delta Western/former
Chevron Bulk Fuel Terminal on Ocean Cape Road. Although subsurface
petroleum contamination remains beneath the former tank farm, former truck
rack and former valve house areas of concern, data from more than ten years of
successive ground water monitoring events indicate that the potential for
migration of subsurface contaminates is not unacceptable. GRO, DRO, RRO
and BTEX compound concentrations have been stable or in decline below
ADEC Table C Groundwater Cleanup Levels in samples collected from MW-2
and MW-5 for at least four consecutive sampling events.

Bruce Wanstall

9/29/2010 Update or Other Action

Monitoring well destruction and site visit scheduling was discussed with CRA by
telephone; it became evident that the CRA Delta Western Yakutat Cleanup
Complete with Institutional Controls Request document dated 5/25/2010 had not
reached DEC. A digital copy of the CRA Request for Chevron was received
today.

Bruce Wanstall

1/5/2011 Update or Other Action Conestoga Rovers & Associates Site Summary Report for the Delta Western
Terminal-Yakutat was received electronically today. Bruce Wanstall

1/10/2011 Exposure Tracking
Model Ranking

A new updated ranking with ETM has been completed for source area 72957
Bulk Fuel Tank Farm - Above Ground . Bruce Wanstall

1/27/2011 Exposure Tracking
Model Ranking

A new updated ranking with ETM has been completed for source area 72957
Bulk Fuel Tank Farm - Above Ground . Bruce Wanstall

5/10/2011 Institutional Control
Record Established Institutional Controls established and entered into the database. Bruce Wanstall

5/10/2011 Cleanup Complete
Determination Issued

Investigation and monitoring has shown that surface soil, surface water, and
groundwater at the site all meet the designated cleanup levels that are protective
of human health and ecological receptors but in a few locations subsurface soil
still has diesel contamination in concentration that exceeds the human health
based cleanup levels. Even though the site is issued Cleanup Complete status
on the Contaminated Sites Database, Institutional Controls (ICs) are established
to limit access that could lead to exposure. Via this determination, the properties
are subject to regulatory restrictions that will ensure that the pockets of residual
contamination will remain undisturbed indefinitely. No further remedial action will
be required provided that specific ICs are established and maintained at these
site locations. The CS Institutional Control (IC) Unit is will record a Notice of
Environmental Contamination at the Recorder’s Office in Juneau, Alaska for
each of the properties at the site. If future development requires excavation of
any of the contaminated areas on these properties, the property owner is
required to contact the IC Unit and obtain approval before any work begins to
ensure regulatory requirements are met and that human health and safety and
the environment are protected.

Bruce Wanstall



Contaminant Information
Name Level Description Media Comments

DRO > Human Health/Ingestion/Inhalation Soil

GRO Between Method 2 Migration to Groundwater
and Human Health/Ingestion/Inhalation Soil

Benzene Between Method 2 Migration to Groundwater
and Human Health/Ingestion/Inhalation Soil

Control Type
Type Details

Notice of Environmental Contamination (Deed Notice) DEC will record the NEC at the Recorders office in Juneau, Alaska; a copy of the final
document will be attached to the CS database record.

Signed CS Determination
The responsible party, Chevron, and the facility owner, Delta Western are each asked
to return a signed original Cleanup Complete-ICs Agreement and Signature page to
the DEC project manager within 30 days of receipt of the letter.

Requirements
Description Details

Advance approval required to transport soil or
groundwater off-site.

Any proposal to transport soil or groundwater off site requires DEC approval in
accordance with 18 AAC 75.325 (i). A “site” [as defined by 18 AAC 75.990 (115)]
means an area that is contaminated, including areas contaminated by the migration
of hazardous substances from a source area, regardless of property ownership.

Groundwater Use Restrictions Installation of groundwater wells will require approval from DEC

Excavation / Soil Movement Restrictions Movement or use of contaminated material in a manner that results in a violation of
18 AAC 70 water quality standards is prohibited.

When Contaminated Soil is Accessible, Remediation
Should Occur

Soil contamination is located under the bulk fuel tanks liner and under the fuel
terminal pipeline. When structures are removed and/or the soil becomes accessible,
the soil must be evaluated and contamination addressed in accordance with a DEC
approved work plan.

Other

Any future change in land use may impact the exposure assumptions cited in this
document. If land use and/or ownership changes, current ICs may not be protective
and DEC may require additional remediation and/or ICs. Therefore Delta Western
shall report to DEC every three years beginning May 2014 to document ownership
and land use or report as soon as Delta Western becomes aware of any change in
land ownership and/or use, if earlier. The report can be sent to the local DEC office or
electronically to DEC.ICUnit@alaska.gov.

7/19/2011 Update or Other Action DEC has received by certified regular mail the Institutional Control Agreement
Signature Page from Chevron Environmental Management Company pertaining
to the DEC Decision Closure Agreement dated May 6, 2011 for the Delta
Western Yakutat property (Chevron Station No. 20-6270).

Bruce Wanstall

6/19/2014 Institutional Control
Update

Certified letter received today from the Delta Western Seattle office provided
DEC with notice that there have been no land use or ownership change at the
bulk fuel tank farm property at Monti Bay in Yakutat. There has been
construction replacing the old Army Dock and a new pipeline from the tanks to
the marine head.

Bruce Wanstall

10/9/2014 Institutional Control
Compliance Review

IC compliance review conducted and staff changed from Bruce Wanstall to IC
Unit. Reminder system set to follow-up with the responsible party in 2017. Kristin Brown

6/15/2016 Institutional Control
Compliance Review

An IC compliance review was conducted. A letter requesting the signed ICs
Agreement and Signature Page was issued to Delta Western Incorporated on
this date.

Kristin Brown

6/21/2016 Institutional Control
Update

ADEC received the signed ICs Agreement Page from Delta Western
incorporated. Kristin Brown



F/V ARCTIC QUEEN

Spill Name: F/V ARCTIC QUEEN

Spill Date: 7/21/1998 12:00:00 AM

Spill Number: 98119920205

Area: Southeast Alaska

Subarea: Southeast Alaska

Region: Land - Yakutat

Location: Yakutat

Media Impacted: —

Facility Name: DELTA WESTERN FUEL FACILITY,
YAKUTAT

Facility Address: — 
Yakutat, 99689

More Information on Facility

Responsible Party: F/V ARCTIC QUEEN

Facility Type: Vessel

More Information on Responsible Party

Substance Released Contained Recovered Unit Disposal Method

Diesel 1.000 — — Gallons —

Action Action Date

Data Problem —

Case Closed, No Further Action 7/21/1998



Delta Western, Yakutat

Spill Name: Delta Western, Yakutat

Spill Date: 4/11/2002 12:00:00 PM

Spill Number: 02119910102

Area: Southeast Alaska

Subarea: Southeast Alaska

Region: Land - Yakutat

Location: Yakutat

Media Impacted: —

Facility Name: DELTA WESTERN FUEL FACILITY,
YAKUTAT

Facility Address: — 
Yakutat, 99689

More Information on Facility

Responsible Party: DELTA WESTERN

Facility Type: Crude Oil Terminal

More Information on Responsible Party

Substance Released Contained Recovered Unit Disposal Method

Diesel 0.000 — — Gallons —

Action Action Date

Case Closed, No Further Action 6/13/2002



Delta Western, Yakutat

Spill Name: Delta Western, Yakutat

Spill Date: 7/7/2011 11:00:00 AM

Spill Number: 11119918801

Area: Southeast Alaska

Subarea: Southeast Alaska

Region: Land - Yakutat

Location: Yakutat

Media Impacted: - Land

Facility Name: DELTA WESTERN FUEL FACILITY,
YAKUTAT

Facility Address: — 
Yakutat, 99689

More Information on Facility

Responsible Party: Delta Western

Facility Type: Bulk Fuel Terminal

More Information on Responsible Party

Substance Released Contained Recovered Unit Disposal Method

Diesel 54.000 — — Gallons HAULED OUT OF STATE

Action Action Date

Complaint/Report Received 7/7/2011

Communication, Other 7/11/2011

Communication, Other 10/13/2011

Communication, Other 10/20/2011

Case Closed, No Further Action 10/24/2011



Delta Western Yakutat av gas leak

Spill Name: Delta Western Yakutat av gas leak

Spill Date: 5/25/2006 6:00:00 PM

Spill Number: 06119914501

Area: Southeast Alaska

Subarea: Southeast Alaska

Region: Land - Yakutat

Location: Yakutat

Media Impacted: - Land

Facility Name: DELTA WESTERN FUEL FACILITY,
YAKUTAT

Facility Address: — 
Yakutat, 99689

More Information on Facility

Responsible Party: DELTA WESTERN - YAKUTAT

Facility Type: Bulk Fuel Terminal

More Information on Responsible Party

Substance Released Contained Recovered Unit Disposal Method

Aviation Fuel 40.000 40.000 40.000 Gallons HAULED OUT OF STATE

Action Action Date

Complaint/Report Received 5/30/2006

Case Closed, No Further Action 5/30/2006



Site Name: Yakutat AFB Army Dock & Piping

Address: between Malaspina Office, and City Water Tank/Wells, Yakutat, AK 99689

File Number: 1530.38.011

Hazard ID: 3716

Status: Active

Staff: Jessica Morris, 9072693077 Jessica.Morris@alaska.gov

Latitude: 59.545278

Longitude: -139.734167

Horizontal
Datum:

Site Report: Yakutat AFB Army Dock & Piping

We make every effort to ensure the data presented here is accurate based on the best available information currently on file with DEC. It is therefore subject to change as new
information becomes available. We recommend contacting the assigned project staff prior to making decisions based on this information.

Problems/Comments
The former tank farm located at AOC D was the primary fuel off-loading site for World War II military activities in Yakutat, between 1940 and
1946. Eight ASTs, with tank capacities that ranged from 20,000 to 80,000-gal were used to store diesel fuel. Piping connected the eight ASTs to
each other and the Army’s dock at Monti Bay. The eight tank locations are separated by distances ranging from about 100 to 200 ft. The ASTs
were removed before August 1963. A powerhouse was also present near the dock area. According to 1943 landing field layout maps, a Cinch
pipe connected diesel fuel tanks to each other and the dock, a Pinch pipeline carried truck gasoline to several small tanks and fill stands, and a 6-
inch pipeline transported aviation fuel directly to the Air Corps Operations Reserve Tank Farm (AOC L). A few metal, A-shaped pipe stands,
approximately 2 feet high, remain in the area, along with some piping. Some of the associated piping may have also been removed with the
tanks; however, some piping remains in place. Buildings exist at the AST1 and AST8 locations. The dock area is currently the site of a fish
processing plant. Part of the tank farm is currently the site of an office warehouse and construction storage yard. In addition, two public water
wells and a drinking water storage tank are presently located within the former tank farm. DRO has been detected in soil. Because the City of
Yakutat maintains two public drinking water wells within 200 feet of a tank foundation, additional investigation is recommended for this area and
the other seven tank foundations. The city has been advised of the contamination found and tested the wells in January 2003 and did not detect
any DRO.

Action Information

Action Date Action Description DEC Staff

1/1/1997 Update or Other Action

As part of the 1997 sampling program, the Yakutat city well, ARCO Well #I, was
sampled after a 15-minute purge. The sample was collected from a spigot
upstream of chlorination and filtration. Only metals were detected above
detection limits, none of which exceeded the maximum contaminant levels
(MCLs) for drinking water. Mechanical malfunctions prevented sampling of the
ARCO Well #2.

John Halverson

7/12/2000 Update or Other Action ADEC reviewed the Draft Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study Work Plan.
The ADEC commented that the proposed work addresses only the site that the

John Halverson

mailto:Jessica.Morris@alaska.gov


USACE determined were FUDS program eligible. Additional information was
requested to determine whether the proposed work is sufficient to address
hazardous substances, pollutants, and contaminants resulting from past military
activities in and around Yakutat. Due to the time schedules for the contracts and
proposed work, these determinations were agreed to be addressed at a later
time.

9/11/2000 Update or Other Action ADEC received the Final Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study Work Plan. John Halverson

4/28/2003 Site Characterization
Report Approved

A remedial investigation was conducted at the Army Dock Area (AOC D) to
investigation potential contamination with the pipeline system at the tank farm
and with one tank foundation (AST 7). Surface soil samples were collected at
exposed pipe ends and downgradient pipeline junctions. Three surface water
and co-located sediment samples were collected from the eastern shore of the
pond downgradient of the tank foundation for AST 7. Surface water, sediment,
and surface soil concentrations were below applicable petroleum cleanup levels.
However, a sheen was observed on the water surface of the pond; therefore
exceeding the Alaska Water Quality Standards. Four surface soil samples, one
boring sample, and one test pit samples were collected near AST 7.
Groundwater monitoring wells were not installed due to difficult drilling
conditions. DRO was detected above the Method 2 cleanup level in every soil
sample. The highest DRO result was 4990 mg/kg in surface soil. DRO was not
detected in water samples collected from the public drinking water wells in
January 2003.

Debra Caillouet

4/5/2004 Update or Other Action

A draft remedial investigation/feasibility study was reviewed. Recommendations
were included for a more thorough investigation of the extent of contamination.
Based on the information provided, the Feasibility Study is premature. ADEC
recommended that the USACE not incur further expense to finalize the
document until further site characterization was done. Work should occur to
identify the data gaps and resolve them before any additional actions are taken.

Debra Caillouet

6/3/2004 Update or Other Action A draft work plan for a focused remedial investigation was reviewed. Comments
were sent to the Corp. Debra Caillouet

8/19/2004 Meeting or
Teleconference Held Staff attended the RAB meeting in Yakutat Debra Caillouet

8/26/2004 Update or Other Action File number issued 1530.38.011.07 Aggie Blandford

11/23/2004 Update or Other Action

Response to comments on the draft feasibility study were received and
reviewed. While the responses will add clarification to the document, DEC
believes there is insufficient site characterization data. The Feasibility Study is
premature. Work should occur to identify the data gaps and resolve them before
any additional actions are taken.

Debra Caillouet

12/30/2004 Update or Other Action

Results of the draft 2004 Focused Remedial Investigation were reviewed. ASTs
1 through 7 were investigated. Diesel contamination above Method 2 levels is
present at several of the former tank locations. Groundwater was encountered at
sites AST1, AST2, and AST3 and contaminant impacts were not found. The city
water wells were tested and no impact detected. Additional investigation was
recommended. Comments were sent to the Corps for review and use in
finalizing the document.

Debra Caillouet

1/13/2005 Meeting or
Teleconference Held Staff attended the RAB meeting in Yakutat Debra Caillouet

5/1/2005 Meeting or
Teleconference Held

Staff met with the Corps and their contractor to resolve comments on the work
plan for installing wells at the Army Dock Site Debra Caillouet

6/17/2005 Update or Other Action Staff sent a comment letter to the Corp regarding the Focused Remedial
Investigation for the Army Dock site. Debra Caillouet

7/7/2005 Update or Other Action
Staff sent a comment letter to the Corps regarding the Draft Rapid Optical
Screening Tool (ROST) Laser-Induced Fluorescence (LIF) Focused Remedial
Investigation, Former Yakutat Air Force Base,

Debra Caillouet

9/12/2005 Update or Other Action Staff sent a comment letter on the second draft of the Focused Remedial
Investigation. Debra Caillouet

10/4/2005 Site Characterization
Workplan Approved

Staff drafted an approval letter for the installation of monitoring wells at the Army
Dock Tanks and geophysical survey of lakes on the Phipps Peninsula Debra Caillouet

3/10/2006 Update or Other Action Staff reviewed the Draft Report, 2005 Focused Remedial Investigation. This
effort completed the installation of groundwater monitoring wells near the former
aboveground storage tank locations: AST 4, AST 5, AST 6, and AST 7. In 2005
a focused remedial investigation was conducted to further assess surface and

Debra Caillouet



subsurface soil and groundwater in the vicinity of the former. DRO was present
in soil above Method 2 levels at all of the sites. The inhalation and ingestion
pathways were also exceeded at three of the four sites, with the maximum
detection of DRO at 23,000 mg/Kg near AST 7. DRO was also detected at 4.25
mg/L in the groundwater at AST 7. The groundwater at the other three sites did
not contain contaminants above levels of concern. AST 7 is located 130 feet and
200 feet from two city water wells. Groundwater elevations indicate that former
AST 7 is downgradient of the city wells. Additional site characterization was
recommended at AST 7 to determine the later extent of impacted soil, delineate
the DRO-impacted groundwater plume, and determine the potential effects on
surface water bodies and nearby drinking water wells. A hydrogeological study
was recommended to confirm that the captures zone of the drinking water wells
do not extend to the groundwater plume. DEC requests that the U.S. Army Corp
of Engineers notify the City of Yakutat of this groundwater contamination and
arrange for quarterly sampling and analysis of the city water wells for DRO and
benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene and xylenes (BTEX) to assure the water supply
is not impacted.

5/11/2006 Site Characterization
Report Approved

The Final Report, Focused Remedial Investigation, Former Yakutat AFB for the
2004 FRI was reviewed and approved. The report presents the results of soil
and groundwater sampling at tank locations in the former Army Dock Tank Farm,
Concern D that occurred in 2004. Soil sampling and anaylsis for dioxins at the
Culture Camp, Concern H2 are also reported.

Debra Caillouet

11/9/2006 Site Characterization
Report Approved

The final report for the 2005 ROST/LIF investigation was approved. A total of 77
ROST/LIF probes were pushed at this site and 8 soil samples were collected.
Diesel fuel contamination was found in soils associated with each of the former
tanks. However, because of various physical restrictions (e.g., rough topography,
dense vegetation, existing buildings and utility lines), rig access was limited and
the lateral extent of contamination at some of the tank sites was not completely
defined.

Debra Caillouet

11/19/2007 Exposure Tracking
Model Ranking Debra Caillouet

1/16/2008 Update or Other Action ADEC staff attended a Restoration Advisory Board meeting in Yakutat to discuss
the status of various contaminated sites associated with the Yakutat AFB. Jonathan Schick

1/17/2008 Site Visit

ADEC Staff pariticipated in a site visit to various sites around the Yakutat area.
Snow inhibited access to many of the sitess but the purpose of the trip was to
get an understanding of the distribution of sites and to attend a Restoration
Advisory Board Meeting.

Jonathan Schick

8/13/2008 Meeting or
Teleconference Held

ADEC staff attended a Restoration Advisory Board meeting in the community of
Yakutat. Various topics were discussed concerning the status of the on-going
environmental restoration work that is going on in the area.

Jonathan Schick

8/14/2008 Site Visit
ADEC Staff pariticipated in a site visit to various sites in and around the Yakutat
AFB area. The other purpose of the site visit was to attend a Restoration
Advisory Board Meeting.

Jonathan Schick

9/30/2009 Update or Other Action

ADEC staff signed a CON/HTRW project closeout report fort he Formerly Used
Defense Sites associated with the Yakutat Air Base. The State of Alaska,
through the Department of Environmental Conservation concurs with this
USACE project closure. The decision may be reviewed or modified in the future
if information becomes available that indicates the presence oif military
CON/HTRW that may cause unacceptable risk to human health or the
environment. The remeduiation of these sites will continue as necessary, this
report only states that no containerized wastes are known to be present at the
subject sites.

Jonathan Schick

3/17/2010 Update or Other Action
ADEC Staff issued a letter to the USACE approving the finalization of the
Feasibility Study Report as all of the State's comments have been responded to
and incorporated in the document.

Jonathan Schick

10/22/2010 CERCLA FS Contaminated Sites Staff submitted a letter to the US Army Corps of Engineers
approving the Final Version of the Feasibility Study Report. Jonathan Schick

5/30/2014 Site Characterization
Workplan Approved

The ADEC Contaminated Site Program approved the 2014 Supplemental
Remedial Investigation Work Plan. The objectives of the investigation at AOC D
were to 1) determine risk-based alternative cleanup levels using the ADEC
Method Three Calculator and the Hydrocarbon Risk Calculator; 2) determine the
current groundwater condition.

Jessica Morris

9/29/2014 Site Visit The ADEC contaminated Sites staff participated in a Restoration Advisory Board Jessica Morris



Contaminant Information
Name Level Description Media Comments

Control Type
Type Details

Requirements
Description Details

(RAB) meeting, a tribal meeting, and site inspections in Yakutat with the Army
Corps of Engineers to share information on the status of Formerly Used Defense
Site investigation and cleanup activities around Yakutat.

10/15/2015 Site Visit

The ADEC contaminated Sites staff participated in a Restoration Advisory Board
(RAB) meeting and site inspections in Yakutat with the Army Corps of Engineers
to share information on the status of Formerly Used Defense Site investigation
and cleanup activities around Yakutat.

Jessica Morris

2/16/2016 Update or Other Action

The ADEC Contaminated Sites Program provided comments on the revised
Property Survey Summary Sheet for the DERP-FUDS Property No. F10AK0606,
Inventory Project Report (INPR), Yakutat Air Base, Yakutat Alaska. The revised
INRP indicates that the D Concern - Army Dock Area Aboveground Storage
Tanks (AOC D1-D8), Army Dock Area-Avgas Pipelines (AOC D9), and the ARmy
Dock Area - Diesel Pipeline (AOC D10) are not planned to be addressed under
FUDS because the USACE believes that the contamination was caused by non-
Department of Defense (DoD) entities. The ADEC has requested additional
information to substantiate this position.

Jessica Morris

7/7/2016 Site Characterization
Report Approved

The ADEC Contaminated Sites Program approved the 2015 Final Supplemental
Remedial Investigation Report for the Former Yakutat Air Base FUDS. Because
petroleum contamination was found to be below the applicable regulatory limits
and human health risk standards at Tanks 1-6 (AOCs D1 - D6), site closure was
recommended for these areas of concern within the overall Army Dock Tank
Farm site. Results from the investigation at Tanks 7 and 8 (AOCs D7 and D8)
indicated that the petroleum contamination in the soil and groundwater at the
site is below the applicable human health risk standards. However, the
groundwater DRO concentrations exceed ADEC's cleanup criteria. Site closure
with institutional controls documenting residual contamination was
recommended for AOCs D7 and D8.

Jessica Morris

10/11/2016 Site Visit

The ADEC contaminated Sites staff participated in a Restoration Advisory Board
(RAB) meeting and site inspections in Yakutat with the Army Corps of Engineers
to share information on the status of Formerly Used Defense Site investigation
and cleanup activities around Yakutat.

Jessica Morris



BROWNING TIMBER VESSEL#586135

Spill Name: BROWNING TIMBER VESSEL#586135

Spill Date: 3/24/2001 12:00:00 AM

Spill Number: 01119908302

Area: Southeast Alaska

Subarea: Southeast Alaska

Region: Marine - Outside Waters

Location: Yakutat Bay

Media Impacted: —

Facility Name: DELTA WESTERN DOCK, YAKUTAT

Facility Address: — 
Yakutat, 99689

More Information on Facility

Responsible Party: Browning Timber

Facility Type: Vessel

More Information on Responsible Party

Substance Released Contained Recovered Unit Disposal Method

Diesel 5.000 — — Gallons —

Action Action Date

Data Problem —

Case Closed, No Further Action 3/27/2001



Barge SCT 282

Spill Name: Barge SCT 282

Spill Date: 10/16/2001 12:00:00 AM

Spill Number: 01119928901

Area: Southeast Alaska

Subarea: Southeast Alaska

Region: Marine - Outside Waters

Location: Yakutat Bay

Media Impacted: —

Facility Name: DELTA WESTERN DOCK, YAKUTAT

Facility Address: — 
Yakutat, 99689

More Information on Facility

Responsible Party: SEACOAST TOWING

Facility Type: Other

More Information on Responsible Party

Substance Released Contained Recovered Unit Disposal Method

Diesel 1.000 — — Gallons —

Action Action Date

Case Closed, No Further Action —



Delta Western Facility Barge Transfer

Spill Name: Delta Western Facility Barge Transfer

Spill Date: 9/18/2002 11:40:00 AM

Spill Number: 02119926101

Area: Southeast Alaska

Subarea: Southeast Alaska

Region: Marine - Outside Waters

Location: Yakutat Bay

Media Impacted: - Marine

Facility Name: DELTA WESTERN DOCK, YAKUTAT

Facility Address: — 
Yakutat, 99689

More Information on Facility

Responsible Party: SEACOAST TOWING

Facility Type: Bulk Fuel Terminal

More Information on Responsible Party

Substance Released Contained Recovered Unit Disposal Method

Diesel 3.000 1.000 1.000 Gallons OILY WASTE DUMPSTER

Action Action Date

Case Closed, No Further Action 9/18/2002



M/V Constructor

Spill Name: M/V Constructor

Spill Date: 2/8/2001 12:00:00 AM

Spill Number: 01119903901

Area: Southeast Alaska

Subarea: Southeast Alaska

Region: Marine - Outside Waters

Location: Yakutat Bay

Media Impacted: —

Facility Name: Delta Western Dock, Yakutat, AK

Facility Address: — 
Yakutat, 99689

More Information on Facility

Responsible Party: Browning Timber, Inc

Facility Type: Vessel

More Information on Responsible Party

Substance Released Contained Recovered Unit Disposal Method

Diesel 1.000 — — Gallons —

Action Action Date

Data Problem —

Case Closed, No Further Action 2/20/2001



Site Name: Saint Elias Auto Center - Yakutat

Address: 710 Oil Dock Rd.; , Yakutat, AK 99689

File Number: 1530.26.001

Hazard ID: 24561

Status: Cleanup Complete

Staff: , 

Latitude: 59.544899

Longitude: -139.727761

Horizontal
Datum: NAD83

Site Report: Saint Elias Auto Center - Yakutat

We make every effort to ensure the data presented here is accurate based on the best available information currently on file with DEC. It is therefore subject to change as new
information becomes available. We recommend contacting the assigned project staff prior to making decisions based on this information.

Problems/Comments
The major initial effort will be to discern the nature, movement, and source of the DRO found in St.Elias Auto private well sample. Efforts are
being made to locate positions of the City wells, and any nearby private wells.Farnell was last staff assigned followed by Hung. Hung: note, there
are 2 dbs for this site with 2 different reckeys and problems. Event Id 1232 & 1233 possibly created by Farnell?? 12/22/99 file mailed to Paul
Horwath for followup. Private well at St.Elias Auto residence contaminated with DRO (410 ug/l). Source is unknown; the history of the site makes
it seem unlikely that the site is a source for diesel contamination.

Action Information

Action Date Action Description DEC Staff

10/10/1996

Underground Storage
Tank Site
Characterization or
Assessment

1,500-gallon gasoline UST removed that was installed '84. Contam due to
overfilling & piping probs. Highest soil sample results @ 10 ft bgs w/GRO 1,800
ppm, Benzene 5.6 ppm & total BTEX 589 ppm. RPCON recommends on-site &
neighboring wells be sampled/analyzed, possible grd water impact with potential
for impact to local public water system due to proximity of system to site &
conduct RI. Approx 26-100 cu yds contam soil remains. No soils were
stockpiled.

* Not Assigned

11/5/1996
Leaking Underground
Storage Tank Release
Confirmed - Petroleum

LUST Site created in CSP for source area ID 77093 ADD; On-site private well
contaminated with DRO 410 ug/l (verbally reported by consultant - Woodward-
Clyde - on 11/15/96). Awaiting report from consultant.

* Not Assigned

11/5/1996 Site Added to Database * Not Assigned

12/18/1996 Update or Other Action DEC receives 11/96 SA rept * Not Assigned

11/16/1997 Release Investigation No significant contamination found @ 10 ft bgs according to 2nd RPCON. * Not Assigned

11/20/1997 Update or Other Action ADEC sends Notification of Intent to Cost Recover Letter to Current Owner: * Not Assigned



Contaminant Information
Name Level Description Media Comments

For more information about this site, contact
DEC at (907) 465-5390.

Control Type
Type Details

No ICs Required

Requirements
Description Details

Advance approval required to transport soil or
groundwater off-site.

MIKE EAMES

1/15/1998 Update or Other Action DEC receives 12/30/97 RI rept * Not Assigned

10/11/1999
Leaking Underground
Storage Tank Cleanup
Initiated - Petroleum

Not done contam. Soil still in the pit. * Not Assigned

11/4/1999 Update or Other Action

DEC writes to RPCON re-unacceptable 12/30/97 RI rept entitled, "Confirmation
Soil Sampling Report Saint Elias Auto Center." based on inadequate info to
support conclusion that site doesn't have significant contam, especially when SA
conducted 10/96 by another RPCON found significant contam above ADEC
cleanup levels in GRO, Benzene & BTEX, PID was not calibrated when used on-
site 11/16/97, but calibrated 11/3/97 in Juneau. Rept lacked necessary data
documented when screening soils.

* Not Assigned

12/18/2001 Site Closure Approved NFA letter issued 12/18/01 by Paul Horwath. File shipped from Kenai Office
back to Juneau. Paul Horwath



Yakutat ACC HO Line

Spill Name: Yakutat ACC HO Line

Spill Date: 2/14/2014 3:00:00 PM

Spill Number: 14119904502

Area: Southeast Alaska

Subarea: Southeast Alaska

Region: Land - Yakutat

Location: Yakutat

Media Impacted: - Land

Facility Name: Alaska Commercial Co., Yakutat Store &
Warehouse

Facility Address: 716 Ocean Cape Road 
Yakutat, 99689

More Information on Facility

Responsible Party: Alaska Commercial Company

Facility Type: Other

More Information on Responsible Party

Substance Released Contained Recovered Unit Disposal Method

Diesel 100.000 — — Gallons APPROVED LANDFILL

Action Action Date

Complaint/Report Received 2/15/2014

Communication, Other 2/15/2014

Communication, Other 2/15/2014

Cost Recovery Action 2/18/2014

Communication, Other 2/24/2014

Communication, Other 3/3/2014

Communication, Other 3/4/2014

Cleanup Plan Received 3/13/2014

Communication, Other 3/14/2014

Communication, Other 3/14/2014

Communication, Other 3/18/2014

Cleanup Plan Received 3/24/2014

Other 3/26/2014

Other 4/1/2014

Communication, Other 4/4/2014

Cleanup Plan Received 4/8/2014

Cleanup Plan Approved 4/11/2014

Communication, Other 4/22/2014



Communication, Other 5/2/2014

Communication, Other 5/23/2014

Communication, Other 6/2/2014

Field Visit 6/5/2014

Field Visit 6/8/2014

Communication, Other 6/13/2014

Interim Report 6/25/2014

Communication, Other 7/8/2014

Interim Report 7/10/2014

Other 7/10/2014

Other 10/7/2014

Communication, Other 10/7/2014

Communication, Other 10/15/2014

SA Plan Received 10/15/2014

SA Plan Approved 10/21/2014

Communication, Other 10/22/2014

Communication, Other 11/7/2014

Communication, Other 12/22/2014

Communication, Other 12/23/2014

Communication, Other 1/21/2015

Communication, Other 6/2/2015

Interim Report 8/4/2015

Communication, Other 8/6/2015

Final Report 8/14/2015

Case Closed, No Further Action 9/1/2015



Forest Service Rd, 871: NWS Housing HOTs

Spill Name: Forest Service Rd, 871: NWS Housing
HOTs

Spill Date: 6/7/2012 12:00:00 AM

Spill Number: 12119915902

Area: Southeast Alaska

Subarea: Southeast Alaska

Region: Land - Yakutat

Location: Yakutat

Media Impacted: - Land

Facility Name: Forest Service Rd, 871

Facility Address: 871 Forest Service Rd 
Yakutat, 99689

More Information on Facility

Responsible Party: NATIONAL WEATHER SERVICE

Facility Type: Residence

More Information on Responsible Party

Substance Released Contained Recovered Unit Disposal Method

Diesel 30.000 — — Gallons HAULED OUT OF STATE

Action Action Date

Complaint/Report Received 6/14/2012

Complaint/Report Received 6/21/2012

Communication, Other 7/2/2012

Communication, Other 7/25/2012

Field Visit 8/22/2013

Cost Recovery Action 2/12/2014

Communication, Other 2/12/2014

SA Plan Requested 5/2/2014

Field Visit 6/6/2014

Communication, Other 9/29/2014

Communication, Other 10/14/2014

Communication, Other 10/15/2014

Communication, Other 10/15/2014

Cleanup Plan Received 10/15/2014

Cleanup Plan Approved 10/16/2014

Interim Report 10/23/2014

Soil Transport Letter 10/28/2014

Cleanup Plan Received 10/28/2014



Cleanup Plan Approved 10/30/2014

Communication, Other 1/6/2015

Communication, Other 2/23/2015

Communication, Other 4/9/2015

Interim Report 6/11/2015

Communication, Other 6/18/2015

Communication, Other 7/31/2015

Final Report 8/3/2015

Case Closed, No Further Action 8/4/2015



Envirofacts

https://ofmpub.epa.gov/enviro/multisys2_v2.get_list?facility_uin=110007236516

Multisystem Links

EF Overview
Search
Model
Contact Us

      

Search Results
YAKUTAT POWER PLANT

1 FOREST HWY  
YAKUTAT, AK 99689

 

Yakutat Power Plant

© 2017 HERE, © 2017 Microsoft Corpor…

+
–

 
*You can navigate within the map with your mouse.  

 
EPA Facility Information

This query was executed on SEP-11-2017

AFS Information

Operating Status: O HPV Flag:  

Operating Status Description: OPERATING State Registration Number: A000105

State County Compliance Source: 0223100010 Government Facility Code Description: OWNED/OP BY MUNICIPALITY

Region Code: 10 Class Code: A

Primary SIC Code: 4911 Class Code Description: ACTUAL OR POTENTIAL EMISS

Primary SIC Description: ELECTRIC SERVICES Compliance Status: 5

NAICS Code: 221112 Compliance Status Description: MEETING COMPLIANCE SCHEDU

NAICS Code Description: Fossil Fuel Electric Power Generation Date Plant Information Last Updated: 08/15/2014

 
 

Air Program Information

Air
Program

Code

Air Program
Description

Air
Program
Status

Air Program
Status

Description

Air
Program
Subpart

Air Program Subpart Description Class
Code

Class Code
Description

Compliance
Status

Compliance
Status

Description

9 NSPS O OPERATING IIII DIESEL ENGINES
COMPRESSION COMBUSTION
ENGINES

A ACTUAL OR
POTENTIAL
EMISS

5 MEETING
COMPLIANCE
SCHEDU

V TITLE V
PERMITS

O OPERATING   A ACTUAL OR
POTENTIAL
EMISS

C IN COMPLIANCE
WITH PROCED

 
 

Pollutant Data

Air
Program

Code

Pollutant Code /
CAS Number

Pollutant / CAS
Description

Attain
Indicator

Attain Indicator
Description

Pollutant
Compliance

Status

ES Pollutant
Compliance
Description

Pollutant
Class Code

Pollutant Class
Description

https://www.epa.gov/
http://www2.epa.gov/node/109903/
http://www3.epa.gov/enviro/facts/multisystem.html
http://www2.epa.gov/node/96205
http://www2.epa.gov/node/96071
javascript: f_mail()
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=OPERATING_STATUS&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSPLT1&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSPLT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=hpv_flag&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSPLT1&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSPLT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=OPERATING_STATUS_DESCRIPTION&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSPLT1&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSPLT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=state_registration_number&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSPLT1&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSPLT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=STATE_COUNTY_COMPLIANCE_SOURCE&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSPLT1&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSPLT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=govt_facility_code_desc&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSPLT1&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSPLT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=REGION_CODE&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSPLT1&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSPLT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=es_class_code&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSPLT2&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSPLT2&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=PRIMARY_SIC_CODE&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSPLT1&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSPLT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=es_class_code_desc&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSPLT2&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSPLT2&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=PRIMARY_SIC_DESCRIPTION&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSPLT1&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSPLT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=ES_COMPLIANCE_STATUS&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSPLT2&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSPLT2&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=NAICS_CODE&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSPLT1&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSPLT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=ES_COMPLIANCE_STATUS_DESC&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSPLT2&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSPLT2&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=NAICS_CODE_DESCRIPTION&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSPLT1&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSPLT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=date_plant_info_last_updated&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSPLT1&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSPLT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=air_program_code&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSAP&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=air_program_desc&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSAP&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=air_program_status&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSAP&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=air_program_status_desc&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSAP&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=air_program_subpart&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSAP&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=air_program_subpart_desc&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSAP&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=es_class_code&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSAP&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=es_class_code_desc&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSAP&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=es_compliance_status&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSAP&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=es_compliance_status_desc&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSAP&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=air_program_code&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSAPP&p_topic=AFS_META
https://oaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=pollutant_code&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSAPP&p_topic=AFS_META
https://oaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=chemical_abstract_service_num&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSAPP&p_topic=AFS_META
https://oaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=pollutant_code_desc&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSAPP&p_topic=AFS_META
https://oaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=chemical_abstract_service_desc&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSAPP&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=es_attain_ind&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSAPP&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=es_attain_ind_desc&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSAPP&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=es_pllt_compliance_status&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSAPP&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=es_pllt_compliance_desc&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSAPP&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=es_pllt_class_code&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSAPP&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=es_pllt_class_desc&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSAPP&p_topic=AFS_META


9 NOX NITROGEN OXIDES U UNCLASSIFIED 5 MEETING
COMPLIANCE
SCHEDU

A ACTUAL OR
POTENTIAL EMISS

V CO CARBON MONOXIDE A ATTAINMENT
AREA FOR A GIV

C IN COMPLIANCE
WITH PROCED

B POTENTIAL
UNCONTROLLED
EM

V FACIL FACILITY-WIDE PERMIT
REQUIREMENTS 

U UNCLASSIFIED C IN COMPLIANCE
WITH PROCED

A ACTUAL OR
POTENTIAL EMISS

V NO NITRIC OXIDE A ATTAINMENT
AREA FOR A GIV

9 IN COMPLIANCE -
SHUT DOWN

A ACTUAL OR
POTENTIAL EMISS

V NO2 NITROGEN DIOXIDE A ATTAINMENT
AREA FOR A GIV

C IN COMPLIANCE
WITH PROCED

A ACTUAL OR
POTENTIAL EMISS

V NOX NITROGEN OXIDES U UNCLASSIFIED C IN COMPLIANCE
WITH PROCED

A ACTUAL OR
POTENTIAL EMISS

V PM10 PARTICULATE MATTER
< 10 UM 

U UNCLASSIFIED C IN COMPLIANCE
WITH PROCED

B POTENTIAL
UNCONTROLLED
EM

V SO2 SULFUR DIOXIDE A ATTAINMENT
AREA FOR A GIV

C IN COMPLIANCE
WITH PROCED

B POTENTIAL
UNCONTROLLED
EM

V THAP TOTAL HAP
POLLUTANT 

U UNCLASSIFIED C IN COMPLIANCE
WITH PROCED

B POTENTIAL
UNCONTROLLED
EM

V VOC VOLATILE ORGANIC
COMPOUNDS 

U UNCLASSIFIED C IN COMPLIANCE
WITH PROCED

B POTENTIAL
UNCONTROLLED
EM

 
 

Compliance Monitoring System Plan

CMS Start Date FY2008 CMS Indicator FY2008 CMS Indicator Description FY2009 CMS Indicator FY2009 CMS Indicator Description

08-NOV-04 A TITLE V MAJOR A TITLE V MAJOR

 
 

Plant Actions

Action
Number

Key
Action

Numbers

Air
Program
Codes

National
Action
Type

National Action
Description

Action
Type

Action Description Date
Achieved

Penalty
Amount

Results
Code

Results Code
Description

Pollutant
Code

Regional
Data

Element

Regional
Data

Element
16

00075  9 PX STATE/LOCAL
PCE/OFF-SITE

83 AK-SEMI-ANN.
OPRPT/GENERAL
PERMIT/PCE/OFFSITE

24-JUL-
14

 19 IN
COMPLIANCE

   

00075  V PX STATE/LOCAL
PCE/OFF-SITE

83 AK-SEMI-ANN.
OPRPT/GENERAL
PERMIT/PCE/OFFSITE

24-JUL-
14

 19 IN
COMPLIANCE

   

00074  9 PX STATE/LOCAL
PCE/OFF-SITE

83 AK-SEMI-ANN.
OPRPT/GENERAL
PERMIT/PCE/OFFSITE

10-APR-
14

 19 IN
COMPLIANCE

   

00074  V PX STATE/LOCAL
PCE/OFF-SITE

83 AK-SEMI-ANN.
OPRPT/GENERAL
PERMIT/PCE/OFFSITE

10-APR-
14

 19 IN
COMPLIANCE

   

00073  9 SR TV
COMPLIANCE
CERTIFICATION
REVIEW BY
STATE/LOCAL

SR TV ANNUAL COMPL.
CERT REVIEW BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

27-MAR-
14

 MC TV-IN
COMPLIANCE

 N  

http://iaspub.epa.gov/sor_internet/registry/substreg/searchandretrieve/advancedsearch/search.do?details=displayDetails&selectedSubstanceId=44569
http://iaspub.epa.gov/sor_internet/registry/substreg/searchandretrieve/advancedsearch/search.do?details=displayDetails&selectedSubstanceId=79818
http://iaspub.epa.gov/sor_internet/registry/substreg/searchandretrieve/advancedsearch/search.do?details=displayDetails&selectedSubstanceId=39234
http://iaspub.epa.gov/sor_internet/registry/substreg/searchandretrieve/advancedsearch/search.do?details=displayDetails&selectedSubstanceId=39233
http://iaspub.epa.gov/sor_internet/registry/substreg/searchandretrieve/advancedsearch/search.do?details=displayDetails&selectedSubstanceId=79583
http://iaspub.epa.gov/sor_internet/registry/substreg/searchandretrieve/advancedsearch/search.do?details=displayDetails&selectedSubstanceId=36802
http://iaspub.epa.gov/sor_internet/registry/substreg/searchandretrieve/advancedsearch/search.do?details=displayDetails&selectedSubstanceId=35985
http://iaspub.epa.gov/sor_internet/registry/substreg/searchandretrieve/advancedsearch/search.do?details=displayDetails&selectedSubstanceId=83723
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=cms_start_date&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSCMS&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=fy2008_cms_ind&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSCMS&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=fy2008_cms_ind_desc&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSCMS&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=fy2009_cms_ind&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSCMS&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=fy2009_cms_ind_desc&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSCMS&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=action_number&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=key_action_numbers&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=air_program_codes&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=national_action_type&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=national_action_desc&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=action_type&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=action_desc&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=date_achieved&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=penalty_amt&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=results_code&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=results_code_desc&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=pollutant_code&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=regional_data_element&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=regional_data_element_16&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
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Number

Key
Action

Numbers

Air
Program
Codes

National
Action
Type

National Action
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Type

Action Description Date
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Penalty
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Results
Code

Results Code
Description

Pollutant
Code
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Element

Regional
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16

00073  V SR TV
COMPLIANCE
CERTIFICATION
REVIEW BY
STATE/LOCAL

SR TV ANNUAL COMPL.
CERT REVIEW BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

27-MAR-
14

 MC TV-IN
COMPLIANCE

 N  

00072  9 FF STATE/LOCAL
CONDUCTED
FCE/OFF-SITE

1A AK-CONDUCTED
FULL COMPLIANCE
EVALUATION -
OFFSITE

27-MAR-
14

 VW IN VIOLATION
W/REGARD
TO
PROCEDURAL
COMPLIANCE

   

00072  V FF STATE/LOCAL
CONDUCTED
FCE/OFF-SITE

1A AK-CONDUCTED
FULL COMPLIANCE
EVALUATION -
OFFSITE

27-MAR-
14

 VW IN VIOLATION
W/REGARD
TO
PROCEDURAL
COMPLIANCE

   

00071  9 CB TITLE V
ANNUAL
COMPL CERT
DUE/RECVD BY
STATE/LOCAL

DA TV ANN COMPL CERT
DUE/RCVD BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

       

00071  V CB TITLE V
ANNUAL
COMPL CERT
DUE/RECVD BY
STATE/LOCAL

DA TV ANN COMPL CERT
DUE/RCVD BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

       

00070  9   87 STATE WARNING
LETTER

19-DEC-
13

      

00070  V   87 STATE WARNING
LETTER

19-DEC-
13

      

00069  9 CB TITLE V
ANNUAL
COMPL CERT
DUE/RECVD BY
STATE/LOCAL

DA TV ANN COMPL CERT
DUE/RCVD BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

27-JAN-
14

      

00069  V CB TITLE V
ANNUAL
COMPL CERT
DUE/RECVD BY
STATE/LOCAL

DA TV ANN COMPL CERT
DUE/RCVD BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

27-JAN-
14

      

00068  9 PX STATE/LOCAL
PCE/OFF-SITE

83 AK-SEMI-ANN.
OPRPT/GENERAL
PERMIT/PCE/OFFSITE

06-AUG-
13

 19 IN
COMPLIANCE

   

00068  V PX STATE/LOCAL
PCE/OFF-SITE

83 AK-SEMI-ANN.
OPRPT/GENERAL
PERMIT/PCE/OFFSITE

06-AUG-
13

 19 IN
COMPLIANCE

   

00067  9 CB TITLE V
ANNUAL
COMPL CERT
DUE/RECVD BY
STATE/LOCAL

DA TV ANN COMPL CERT
DUE/RCVD BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

15-AUG-
13

      

00067  V CB TITLE V
ANNUAL
COMPL CERT
DUE/RECVD BY
STATE/LOCAL

DA TV ANN COMPL CERT
DUE/RCVD BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

15-AUG-
13

      

00066  9 SR TV
COMPLIANCE
CERTIFICATION
REVIEW BY
STATE/LOCAL

SR TV ANNUAL COMPL.
CERT REVIEW BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

20-AUG-
13

 MV TV-IN
VIOLATION

 N  
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00066  V SR TV
COMPLIANCE
CERTIFICATION
REVIEW BY
STATE/LOCAL

SR TV ANNUAL COMPL.
CERT REVIEW BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

20-AUG-
13

 MV TV-IN
VIOLATION

 N  

00065  9 7C STATE/LOCAL
NOV ISSUED

L1 NOV ISSUED BY
STATE

21-MAR-
13

      

00065  V 7C STATE/LOCAL
NOV ISSUED

L1 NOV ISSUED BY
STATE

21-MAR-
13

      

00064  9 PX STATE/LOCAL
PCE/OFF-SITE

83 AK-SEMI-ANN.
OPRPT/GENERAL
PERMIT/PCE/OFFSITE

13-MAR-
13

 VW IN VIOLATION
W/REGARD
TO
PROCEDURAL
COMPLIANCE

   

00064  V PX STATE/LOCAL
PCE/OFF-SITE

83 AK-SEMI-ANN.
OPRPT/GENERAL
PERMIT/PCE/OFFSITE

13-MAR-
13

 VW IN VIOLATION
W/REGARD
TO
PROCEDURAL
COMPLIANCE

   

00063  9 PX STATE/LOCAL
PCE/OFF-SITE

83 AK-SEMI-ANN.
OPRPT/GENERAL
PERMIT/PCE/OFFSITE

13-MAR-
13

 VW IN VIOLATION
W/REGARD
TO
PROCEDURAL
COMPLIANCE

   

00063  V PX STATE/LOCAL
PCE/OFF-SITE

83 AK-SEMI-ANN.
OPRPT/GENERAL
PERMIT/PCE/OFFSITE

13-MAR-
13

 VW IN VIOLATION
W/REGARD
TO
PROCEDURAL
COMPLIANCE

   

00062  9 FS STATE/LOCAL
CONDUCTED
FCE/ON-SITE

2C AK-CONDUCTED
FULL COMPLIANCE
EVALUATION -
ONSITE

20-JUN-
12

 VW IN VIOLATION
W/REGARD
TO
PROCEDURAL
COMPLIANCE

   

00062  V FS STATE/LOCAL
CONDUCTED
FCE/ON-SITE

2C AK-CONDUCTED
FULL COMPLIANCE
EVALUATION -
ONSITE

20-JUN-
12

 VW IN VIOLATION
W/REGARD
TO
PROCEDURAL
COMPLIANCE

   

00061  9 PX STATE/LOCAL
PCE/OFF-SITE

83 AK-SEMI-ANN.
OPRPT/GENERAL
PERMIT/PCE/OFFSITE

14-JUN-
12

 VW IN VIOLATION
W/REGARD
TO
PROCEDURAL
COMPLIANCE

   

00061  V PX STATE/LOCAL
PCE/OFF-SITE

83 AK-SEMI-ANN.
OPRPT/GENERAL
PERMIT/PCE/OFFSITE

14-JUN-
12

 VW IN VIOLATION
W/REGARD
TO
PROCEDURAL
COMPLIANCE

   

00060  9 CB TITLE V
ANNUAL
COMPL CERT
DUE/RECVD BY
STATE/LOCAL

DA TV ANN COMPL CERT
DUE/RCVD BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

12-JUN-
12

      

00060  V CB TITLE V
ANNUAL
COMPL CERT
DUE/RECVD BY
STATE/LOCAL

DA TV ANN COMPL CERT
DUE/RCVD BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

12-JUN-
12
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00059  9 SR TV
COMPLIANCE
CERTIFICATION
REVIEW BY
STATE/LOCAL

SR TV ANNUAL COMPL.
CERT REVIEW BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

14-JUN-
12

 MV TV-IN
VIOLATION

 N  

00059  V SR TV
COMPLIANCE
CERTIFICATION
REVIEW BY
STATE/LOCAL

SR TV ANNUAL COMPL.
CERT REVIEW BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

14-JUN-
12

 MV TV-IN
VIOLATION

 N  

00058  V CC TITLE V
ANNUAL
COMPL CERT
DUE/RECEIVED
BY EPA

C1 TITLE V ANNUAL
CERT DUE/RECEIVED
BY EPA

03-MAY-
12

 MC TV-IN
COMPLIANCE

 Y  

00057  V FE EPA FCE/ON-
SITE

FE EPA CONDUCTED
FULL COMPLIANCE
EVALUATION/ ON-
SITE

03-MAY-
12

      

00056  9 SR TV
COMPLIANCE
CERTIFICATION
REVIEW BY
STATE/LOCAL

SR TV ANNUAL COMPL.
CERT REVIEW BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

14-JUL-
11

 MV TV-IN
VIOLATION

 N  

00056  V SR TV
COMPLIANCE
CERTIFICATION
REVIEW BY
STATE/LOCAL

SR TV ANNUAL COMPL.
CERT REVIEW BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

14-JUL-
11

 MV TV-IN
VIOLATION

 N  

00055  9 PX STATE/LOCAL
PCE/OFF-SITE

83 AK-SEMI-ANN.
OPRPT/GENERAL
PERMIT/PCE/OFFSITE

22-AUG-
11

 19 IN
COMPLIANCE

   

00055  V PX STATE/LOCAL
PCE/OFF-SITE

83 AK-SEMI-ANN.
OPRPT/GENERAL
PERMIT/PCE/OFFSITE

22-AUG-
11

 19 IN
COMPLIANCE

   

00053  V PX STATE/LOCAL
PCE/OFF-SITE

83 AK-SEMI-ANN.
OPRPT/GENERAL
PERMIT/PCE/OFFSITE

14-JUL-
11

 VW IN VIOLATION
W/REGARD
TO
PROCEDURAL
COMPLIANCE

   

00052  V CB TITLE V
ANNUAL
COMPL CERT
DUE/RECVD BY
STATE/LOCAL

DA TV ANN COMPL CERT
DUE/RCVD BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

08-MAR-
11

      

00051  V CB TITLE V
ANNUAL
COMPL CERT
DUE/RECVD BY
STATE/LOCAL

DA TV ANN COMPL CERT
DUE/RCVD BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

       

00050  V SR TV
COMPLIANCE
CERTIFICATION
REVIEW BY
STATE/LOCAL

SR TV ANNUAL COMPL.
CERT REVIEW BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

29-DEC-
10

 MV TV-IN
VIOLATION

 N  

00049  V PX STATE/LOCAL
PCE/OFF-SITE

83 AK-SEMI-ANN.
OPRPT/GENERAL
PERMIT/PCE/OFFSITE

29-DEC-
10

 VW IN VIOLATION
W/REGARD
TO
PROCEDURAL
COMPLIANCE
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00048  V PX STATE/LOCAL
PCE/OFF-SITE

83 AK-SEMI-ANN.
OPRPT/GENERAL
PERMIT/PCE/OFFSITE

29-DEC-
10

 VW IN VIOLATION
W/REGARD
TO
PROCEDURAL
COMPLIANCE

   

00047  V PX STATE/LOCAL
PCE/OFF-SITE

83 AK-SEMI-ANN.
OPRPT/GENERAL
PERMIT/PCE/OFFSITE

29-DEC-
10

 VW IN VIOLATION
W/REGARD
TO
PROCEDURAL
COMPLIANCE

   

00046  V SR TV
COMPLIANCE
CERTIFICATION
REVIEW BY
STATE/LOCAL

SR TV ANNUAL COMPL.
CERT REVIEW BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

29-DEC-
10

 MC TV-IN
COMPLIANCE

 N  

00045  V FF STATE/LOCAL
CONDUCTED
FCE/OFF-SITE

1A AK-CONDUCTED
FULL COMPLIANCE
EVALUATION -
OFFSITE

14-SEP-
10

 VW IN VIOLATION
W/REGARD
TO
PROCEDURAL
COMPLIANCE

   

00044  V SR TV
COMPLIANCE
CERTIFICATION
REVIEW BY
STATE/LOCAL

SR TV ANNUAL COMPL.
CERT REVIEW BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

23-APR-
10

 MC TV-IN
COMPLIANCE

 N  

00043  V CB TITLE V
ANNUAL
COMPL CERT
DUE/RECVD BY
STATE/LOCAL

DA TV ANN COMPL CERT
DUE/RCVD BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

05-APR-
10

      

00042  V CB TITLE V
ANNUAL
COMPL CERT
DUE/RECVD BY
STATE/LOCAL

DA TV ANN COMPL CERT
DUE/RCVD BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

       

00041  V FF STATE/LOCAL
CONDUCTED
FCE/OFF-SITE

1A AK-CONDUCTED
FULL COMPLIANCE
EVALUATION -
OFFSITE

28-OCT-
08

 VB IN VIOLATION
W/REGARD
TO BOTH
EMISSION &
PROCEDURAL
COMPLIANCE

   

00040  V PX STATE/LOCAL
PCE/OFF-SITE

83 AK-SEMI-ANN.
OPRPT/GENERAL
PERMIT/PCE/OFFSITE

14-APR-
09

      

00039  V   OG EPA REG 10 -
IDENTIFIED IN OIL &
GAS SECTOR

13-MAY-
09

    N  

00038  V CB TITLE V
ANNUAL
COMPL CERT
DUE/RECVD BY
STATE/LOCAL

DA TV ANN COMPL CERT
DUE/RCVD BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

       

00037  V CB TITLE V
ANNUAL
COMPL CERT
DUE/RECVD BY
STATE/LOCAL

DA TV ANN COMPL CERT
DUE/RCVD BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

02-FEB-
09

      

00036  V PX STATE/LOCAL
PCE/OFF-SITE

83 AK-SEMI-ANN.
OPRPT/GENERAL
PERMIT/PCE/OFFSITE

03-OCT-
08

 19 IN
COMPLIANCE
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00035  V CB TITLE V
ANNUAL
COMPL CERT
DUE/RECVD BY
STATE/LOCAL

DA TV ANN COMPL CERT
DUE/RCVD BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

       

00034  V CB TITLE V
ANNUAL
COMPL CERT
DUE/RECVD BY
STATE/LOCAL

DA TV ANN COMPL CERT
DUE/RCVD BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

       

00033  V CB TITLE V
ANNUAL
COMPL CERT
DUE/RECVD BY
STATE/LOCAL

DA TV ANN COMPL CERT
DUE/RCVD BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

       

00032  V CB TITLE V
ANNUAL
COMPL CERT
DUE/RECVD BY
STATE/LOCAL

DA TV ANN COMPL CERT
DUE/RCVD BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

28-JAN-
08

      

00031  V PX STATE/LOCAL
PCE/OFF-SITE

83 AK-SEMI-ANN.
OPRPT/GENERAL
PERMIT/PCE/OFFSITE

29-JAN-
08

 19 IN
COMPLIANCE

   

00030  V SR TV
COMPLIANCE
CERTIFICATION
REVIEW BY
STATE/LOCAL

SR TV ANNUAL COMPL.
CERT REVIEW BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

29-JAN-
08

 MC TV-IN
COMPLIANCE

 N  

00029  V PX STATE/LOCAL
PCE/OFF-SITE

83 AK-SEMI-ANN.
OPRPT/GENERAL
PERMIT/PCE/OFFSITE

24-OCT-
07

 VB IN VIOLATION
W/REGARD
TO BOTH
EMISSION &
PROCEDURAL
COMPLIANCE

   

00028  V FS STATE/LOCAL
CONDUCTED
FCE/ON-SITE

2C AK-CONDUCTED
FULL COMPLIANCE
EVALUATION -
ONSITE

28-FEB-
07

 VW IN VIOLATION
W/REGARD
TO
PROCEDURAL
COMPLIANCE

   

00027  V CB TITLE V
ANNUAL
COMPL CERT
DUE/RECVD BY
STATE/LOCAL

DA TV ANN COMPL CERT
DUE/RCVD BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

05-MAR-
07

      

00026  V SR TV
COMPLIANCE
CERTIFICATION
REVIEW BY
STATE/LOCAL

SR TV ANNUAL COMPL.
CERT REVIEW BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

19-MAR-
07

 MC TV-IN
COMPLIANCE

 N  

00025  V CB TITLE V
ANNUAL
COMPL CERT
DUE/RECVD BY
STATE/LOCAL

DA TV ANN COMPL CERT
DUE/RCVD BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

       

00024  V PX STATE/LOCAL
PCE/OFF-SITE

83 AK-SEMI-ANN.
OPRPT/GENERAL
PERMIT/PCE/OFFSITE

19-MAR-
07

 VW IN VIOLATION
W/REGARD
TO
PROCEDURAL
COMPLIANCE
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http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=action_type&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=action_desc&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=date_achieved&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=penalty_amt&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=results_code&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=results_code_desc&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=pollutant_code&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=regional_data_element&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=regional_data_element_16&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
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00023  V PX STATE/LOCAL
PCE/OFF-SITE

83 AK-SEMI-ANN.
OPRPT/GENERAL
PERMIT/PCE/OFFSITE

24-AUG-
06

 19 IN
COMPLIANCE

   

00022  V CB TITLE V
ANNUAL
COMPL CERT
DUE/RECVD BY
STATE/LOCAL

DA TV ANN COMPL CERT
DUE/RCVD BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

30-JAN-
06

      

00021  V SR TV
COMPLIANCE
CERTIFICATION
REVIEW BY
STATE/LOCAL

SR TV ANNUAL COMPL.
CERT REVIEW BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

20-MAR-
06

 MC TV-IN
COMPLIANCE

 N  

00020  V PX STATE/LOCAL
PCE/OFF-SITE

83 AK-SEMI-ANN.
OPRPT/GENERAL
PERMIT/PCE/OFFSITE

21-MAR-
06

 VB IN VIOLATION
W/REGARD
TO BOTH
EMISSION &
PROCEDURAL
COMPLIANCE

   

00019  V CB TITLE V
ANNUAL
COMPL CERT
DUE/RECVD BY
STATE/LOCAL

DA TV ANN COMPL CERT
DUE/RCVD BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

       

00018  V PX STATE/LOCAL
PCE/OFF-SITE

83 AK-SEMI-ANN.
OPRPT/GENERAL
PERMIT/PCE/OFFSITE

05-AUG-
05

 19 IN
COMPLIANCE

   

00017  V CB TITLE V
ANNUAL
COMPL CERT
DUE/RECVD BY
STATE/LOCAL

DA TV ANN COMPL CERT
DUE/RCVD BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

05-APR-
05

 18 OUT OF
COMPLIANCE

 N  

00015  V   87 STATE WARNING
LETTER

27-OCT-
04

      

00014  V FF STATE/LOCAL
CONDUCTED
FCE/OFF-SITE

FF STATE/LOCAL
CONDUCTED FCE /
OFF-SITE

31-OCT-
04

 18 OUT OF
COMPLIANCE

   

00013  V CB TITLE V
ANNUAL
COMPL CERT
DUE/RECVD BY
STATE/LOCAL

DA TV ANN COMPL CERT
DUE/RCVD BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

09-MAR-
04

 18 OUT OF
COMPLIANCE

 N  

00012  V FF STATE/LOCAL
CONDUCTED
FCE/OFF-SITE

FF STATE/LOCAL
CONDUCTED FCE /
OFF-SITE

01-JUN-
03

 19 IN
COMPLIANCE

   

00011  V FF STATE/LOCAL
CONDUCTED
FCE/OFF-SITE

FF STATE/LOCAL
CONDUCTED FCE /
OFF-SITE

01-JUN-
03

 19 IN
COMPLIANCE

   

00010  V FF STATE/LOCAL
CONDUCTED
FCE/OFF-SITE

FF STATE/LOCAL
CONDUCTED FCE /
OFF-SITE

01-JUN-
03

 19 IN
COMPLIANCE

   

00009  V CB TITLE V
ANNUAL
COMPL CERT
DUE/RECVD BY
STATE/LOCAL

DA TV ANN COMPL CERT
DUE/RCVD BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

29-JAN-
03

    Y  

http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=action_number&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=key_action_numbers&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=air_program_codes&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=national_action_type&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=national_action_desc&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=action_type&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=action_desc&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=date_achieved&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=penalty_amt&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=results_code&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=results_code_desc&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=pollutant_code&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=regional_data_element&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=regional_data_element_16&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
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00008  V CB TITLE V
ANNUAL
COMPL CERT
DUE/RECVD BY
STATE/LOCAL

DA TV ANN COMPL CERT
DUE/RCVD BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

30-JAN-
03

 19 IN
COMPLIANCE

 Y  

00007  V CB TITLE V
ANNUAL
COMPL CERT
DUE/RECVD BY
STATE/LOCAL

DA TV ANN COMPL CERT
DUE/RCVD BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

       

00006  V CB TITLE V
ANNUAL
COMPL CERT
DUE/RECVD BY
STATE/LOCAL

DA TV ANN COMPL CERT
DUE/RCVD BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

       

00005  V CB TITLE V
ANNUAL
COMPL CERT
DUE/RECVD BY
STATE/LOCAL

DA TV ANN COMPL CERT
DUE/RCVD BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

       

00004  V CB TITLE V
ANNUAL
COMPL CERT
DUE/RECVD BY
STATE/LOCAL

DA TV ANN COMPL CERT
DUE/RCVD BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

       

00003  V CB TITLE V
ANNUAL
COMPL CERT
DUE/RECVD BY
STATE/LOCAL

DA TV ANN COMPL CERT
DUE/RCVD BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

       

00002  V CB TITLE V
ANNUAL
COMPL CERT
DUE/RECVD BY
STATE/LOCAL

DA TV ANN COMPL CERT
DUE/RCVD BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

10-MAY-
02

    N  

00001  V CB TITLE V
ANNUAL
COMPL CERT
DUE/RECVD BY
STATE/LOCAL

DA TV ANN COMPL CERT
DUE/RCVD BY
PERMIT AUTHORITY

14-MAY-
02

 MC TV-IN
COMPLIANCE

 N  

 
 
Additional Information can be obtained from Air Facility System  AFS  Search.

http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=action_number&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=key_action_numbers&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=air_program_codes&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=national_action_type&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=national_action_desc&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=action_type&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=action_desc&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=date_achieved&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=penalty_amt&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=results_code&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=results_code_desc&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=pollutant_code&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=regional_data_element&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html.ef_metadata_page?p_column_name=regional_data_element_16&p_table_name=EFFRS_AFSACT1&p_topic=AFS_META


Facilty Registry Service Links:

Facility Registry Service (FRS) Overview
FRS Facility Query
FRS Organization Query
EZ Query
FRS Physical Data Model
FRS Geospatial Model

Related Topics:  Envirofacts

FRS

FRS Facility Detail Report

YAKUTAT POWER PLANT

EPA Registry Id: 110007236516 
1 FOREST HWY  

YAKUTAT, AK 99689
 

The facility locations displayed  
come from the FRS Spatial  
Coordinates tables. They are the  
best representative locations for  
the displayed facilities based on  
the accuracy of the collection  
method and quality assurance  
checks performed against each  
location. The North American  
Datum of 1983 is used to display  
all coordinates.

Environmental Interests

Information System System Facility Name Information System
Id/Report Link Environmental Interest Type Data

Source
Last
Updated
Date

Supplemental Environmental
Interests:

ICIS-AIR (AIR) ALASKA VILLAGE ELECTRIC COOPERATIVE / YAKUTAT
POWER PLANT (YAKUTAT POWER, INC AK0000000223100010 AIR MAJOR ICIS 04/09/2015

ENERGY INFORMATION
ADMINISTRATION-860 (EIA-860)
DATABASE 

YAKUTAT 6637 ELECTRIC GENERATOR EIA-860 12/31/2012

EMISSIONS & GENERATION RESOURCE
INTEGRATED DATABASE YAKUTAT 6637 ELECTRIC POWER

GENERATOR (OIL BASED) EGRID 02/24/2014

AIR FACILITY SYSTEM CITY & BOROUGH OF Y/YAKUTAT POWER PLANT 0223100010 AIR MAJOR (OPERATING) AIRS/AFS08/15/2014
ICIS- 
ENFORCEMENT/COMPLIANCE
ACTIVITY 

EMISSION INVENTORY SYSTEM (EIS) YAKUTAT POWER PLANT (YAKUTAT POWER, INC.) 1026311 AIR EMISSIONS
CLASSIFICATION UNKNOWN EIS 01/14/0017

INTEGRATED COMPLIANCE
INFORMATION SYSTEM YAKUTAT POWER 7732643 ENFORCEMENT/COMPLIANCE

ACTIVITY ICIS 10/12/2005

Additional EPA Reports:  MyEnvironment  Enforcement and Compliance  Site Demographics  Facility Coordinates Viewer  Environmental Justice Map Viewer  Watershed Report

YAKUTAT POWER PLANT

+

-

1000 ft Leaflet | Powered by Esri | Bureau of Land Management, Esri, HERE, Garmin, USGS, NGA, NRCan

https://www.epa.gov/frs/
https://www2.epa.gov/enviro/frs-query-page
https://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/organization_query_form
https://www2.epa.gov/enviro/frs-ez-query
https://www2.epa.gov/enviro/frs-physical-data-model
https://www2.epa.gov/enviro/frs-tables-geospatial-model-area
https://oaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ets_grab_error.smart_form
https://www.epa.gov/enviro/
https://www.epa.gov/enviro/html/fii/
https://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/EF_METADATA_HTML_FRS.ef_metadata_column_page?p_topic=FRS&p_column_name=pgm_sys_acrnm
https://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/EF_METADATA_HTML_FRS.ef_metadata_column_page?p_topic=FRS&p_column_name=primary_name
https://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/EF_METADATA_HTML_FRS.ef_metadata_column_page?&p_topic=FRS&p_column_name=pgm_sys_id
https://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/EF_METADATA_HTML_FRS.ef_metadata_column_page?p_topic=FRS&p_column_name=interest_type
https://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/EF_METADATA_HTML_FRS.ef_metadata_column_page?p_topic=FRS&p_column_name=source_of_data
https://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/EF_METADATA_HTML_FRS.ef_metadata_column_page?p_topic=FRS&p_column_name=last_reported_date
https://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/ef_metadata_html_frs.ef_metadata_table?p_topic=FRS&p_table_name=frs_supplemental_interest
https://www.epa.gov/enviro/frs-data-sources#AFS
https://www.epa.gov/enviro/frs-data-sources#EIA-860
http://www.eia.gov/electricity/data/browser/#/plant/6637
https://www.epa.gov/enviro/frs-data-sources#EGRID
https://www.epa.gov/enviro/frs-data-sources#AFS
https://ofmpub.epa.gov/enviro/afs_reports.detail_plt_view?p_state_county_compliance_src=0223100010
https://www.epa.gov/enviro/frs-data-sources#EIS
http://www.epa.gov/myenv/MYENVIEW.results2?pQuery=&minx=-139.751641&miny=59.531049&maxx=-139.697641&maxy=59.559049&mw=750&mh=290&ve=13,59.545049,-139.724641&pText=YAKUTAT%20POWER%20PLANT%2C%20YAKUTAT%2C%20AK
http://echo.epa.gov/detailed-facility-report?fid=110007236516
https://ejscreen.epa.gov/mapper/demogreportpdf.aspx?feattype=point&radius=2.0&coords=-139.724641,59.545049
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/gis_viewer.map_page?p_registry_id=110007236516
https://ejscreen.epa.gov/mapper/index.html?&wherestr=59.545049,-139.724641
http://cfpub.epa.gov/surf/huc.cfm?huc_code=19010401
http://leafletjs.com/
https://www.esri.com/


Standard Industrial Classification Codes (SIC)

Data Source SIC Code Description Primary
AIR OWNE 

AIR 4931 ELECTRIC AND OTHER SERVICES COMBINED 
AIRS/AFS OWNE 

AIR 4911 ELECTRIC SERVICES 
AIRS/AFS 4911 ELECTRIC SERVICES 
AIRS/AFS 4931 ELECTRIC AND OTHER SERVICES COMBINED 

Facility Codes and Flags

EPA Region: 10
Duns Number:
Congressional District Number: 01
Legislative District Number:
HUC Code/Watershed: 19010401 / YAKUTAT BAY 
US Mexico Border Indicator:
Federal Facility: NO
Tribal Land:

Alternative Names

Alternative Name Source of Data
CITY & BOROUGH OF Y/YAKUTAT POWER PLANT AIRS/AFS
YAKUTAT POWER INC AIR
YAKUTAT POWER PLANT (YAKUTAT POWER, INC.) EIS
CITY & BOROUGH OF YAKUTAT-YAKUTAT POWER AIRS/AFS
CITY & BOROUGH OF YAKUTAT / YAKUTAT POWER PLANT (YAKUTAT POWER, INC AIR
YAKUTAT EGRID

Organizations

Affiliation Type Name DUNS
Number

Information
System

Mailing
Address

MAILING ADDRESS CITY & BOROUGH OF
YAKUTAT AIR 

OWNER/OPERATOR YAKUTAT POWER INC EGRID 

OWNER/OPERATOR MAILING
ADDRESS YAKUTAT POWER INC EIA-860 

PARENT COMPANY CITY & BOROUGH OF
YAKUTAT EIS 

OWNER/OPERATOR YAKUTAT POWER INC EIA-860 

PARENT COMPANY CBY DBA YAKUTAT
POWER EIA-860 

National Industry Classification System Codes (NAICS)

Data Source NAICS Code Description Primary
AIR 221112 FOSSIL FUEL ELECTRIC POWER GENERATION.
EIS 221112 FOSSIL FUEL ELECTRIC POWER GENERATION.
AIRS/AFS 221112 FOSSIL FUEL ELECTRIC POWER GENERATION.
EIA-860 22

Facility Mailing Addresses

Affiliation Type Delivery Point City Name State Postal Code Information System
FACILITY MAILING ADDRESS PO BOX 129 YAKUTAT AK 99689 AIRS/AFS
MAILING ADDRESS PO BOX 160 YAKUTAT AK 99689 AIR
FACILITY MAILING ADDRESS PO BOX 129 YAKUTAT AK 99689 AIR

Contacts

Affiliation Type Full Name Office Phone Information System Mailing Address
UNKNOWN CONTACT JAMES MORTON 9077843323 AIR 

UNKNOWN CONTACT JAMES MORTON 9077843323 AIRS/AFS 

COMPLIANCE CONTACT JAMES MORTON 9077843323 AIR 

COMPLIANCE CONTACT JAMES MORTON 9077843323 AIRS/AFS 

Query executed on: SEP-11-2017

Last updated on September 24, 2015

http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/EF_METADATA_HTML_FRS.ef_metadata_column_page?p_topic=FRS&p_column_name=pgm_sys_acrnm
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/EF_METADATA_HTML_FRS.ef_metadata_column_page?p_topic=FRS&p_column_name=sic_code
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/EF_METADATA_HTML_FRS.ef_metadata_column_page?p_topic=FRS&p_column_name=code_description
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/EF_METADATA_HTML_FRS.ef_metadata_column_page?p_topic=FRS&p_column_name=primary_indicator
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/EF_METADATA_HTML_FRS.ef_metadata_column_page?p_topic=FRS&p_column_name=epa_region
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/EF_METADATA_HTML_FRS.ef_metadata_column_page?p_topic=FRS&p_column_name=duns_number
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/EF_METADATA_HTML_FRS.ef_metadata_column_page?p_topic=FRS&p_column_name=congressional_dist_num
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/EF_METADATA_HTML_FRS.ef_metadata_column_page?p_topic=FRS&p_column_name=legislative_dist_num
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/EF_METADATA_HTML_FRS.ef_metadata_column_page?p_topic=FRS&p_column_name=derived_huc
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/EF_METADATA_HTML_FRS.ef_metadata_column_page?p_topic=FRS&p_column_name=us_mexico_border_ind
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/EF_METADATA_HTML_FRS.ef_metadata_column_page?p_topic=FRS&p_column_name=federal_agency_name
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/EF_METADATA_HTML_FRS.ef_metadata_column_page?p_topic=FRS&p_column_name=tribal_land_name
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/EF_METADATA_HTML_FRS.ef_metadata_column_page?p_topic=FRS&p_column_name=alternative_name
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/EF_METADATA_HTML_FRS.ef_metadata_column_page?p_topic=FRS&p_column_name=source_of_data
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/EF_METADATA_HTML_FRS.ef_metadata_column_page?p_topic=FRS&p_column_name=affiliation_type
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/EF_METADATA_HTML_FRS.ef_metadata_column_page?p_topic=FRS&p_column_name=org_name
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/EF_METADATA_HTML_FRS.ef_metadata_column_page?p_topic=FRS&p_column_name=duns_number
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/EF_METADATA_HTML_FRS.ef_metadata_column_page?p_topic=FRS&p_column_name=pgm_sys_acrnm
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/EF_METADATA_HTML_FRS.ef_metadata_column_page?p_topic=FRS&p_column_name=mailing_address
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/EF_METADATA_HTML_FRS.ef_metadata_column_page?p_topic=FRS&p_column_name=pgm_sys_acrnm
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/EF_METADATA_HTML_FRS.ef_metadata_column_page?p_topic=FRS&p_column_name=naics_code
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/EF_METADATA_HTML_FRS.ef_metadata_column_page?p_topic=FRS&p_column_name=code_description
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/EF_METADATA_HTML_FRS.ef_metadata_column_page?p_topic=FRS&p_column_name=primary_indicator
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/EF_METADATA_HTML_FRS.ef_metadata_column_page?p_topic=FRS&p_column_name=affiliation_type
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/EF_METADATA_HTML_FRS.ef_metadata_column_page?p_topic=FRS&p_column_name=mailing_address
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/EF_METADATA_HTML_FRS.ef_metadata_column_page?p_topic=FRS&p_column_name=city_name
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/EF_METADATA_HTML_FRS.ef_metadata_column_page?p_topic=FRS&p_column_name=state_code
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/EF_METADATA_HTML_FRS.ef_metadata_column_page?p_topic=FRS&p_column_name=postal_code
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/EF_METADATA_HTML_FRS.ef_metadata_column_page?p_topic=FRS&p_column_name=pgm_sys_acrnm
http://iaspub.epa.gov/enviro/EF_METADATA_HTML_FRS.ef_metadata_column_page?p_topic=FRS&p_column_name=affiliation_type
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

BGES, Inc. (BGES) is pleased to present our proposal for providing a National Environmental Policy 

Act (NEPA) Environmental Assessment (EA) and a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) 

for a property located at 115 Airport Road in Yakutat, Alaska.  All EA work will performed in 

general accordance with 40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Parts 1500 – 1508 and all ESA work 

will be performed in general accordance with American Society for Testing Materials (ASTM) 

E1527-13. 

BGES is ideally suited for the performance of project work on this contract, because BGES has 

specific experience conducting NEPA EAs for various entities as well as Phase I ESAs.  BGES has 

conducted or managed numerous NEPA EAs and similar environmental reviews and has conducted a 

total of 718 Phase I ESAs to date throughout Alaska.  We have also worked with many Tribal entities 

throughout Alaska, including the Anvik Tribal Council, the Cook Inlet Tribal Council, the Yukon 

River Intertribal Watershed Council, the Holy Cross Tribal Council, the Nulato Tribal Council, the 

Native Village of Gakona, and many other Native Alaskan organizations; we are thus very aware of 

the cultural attributes of the Native Peoples of Alaska. 

BGES also has extensive experience conducting site assessments under both the EPA and the Alaska 

Department of Environmental Conservation (ADEC) Brownfields programs and in villages 

throughout Alaska.  For example, we completed a Phase I ESA and a limited Phase II ESA at a 

former Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA) school site in Copper Center, several Phase I ESAs and Phase 

II ESAs for the Brownfields program at the ADEC for the Native Villages of Kwigillingok, Kotlik, 

and Anvik under our term contract with the ADEC, and three Phase I ESAs for the Anvik Tribal 

Council (two in Anvik and one in Shageluk) under the EPA Brownfields Tribal Response Program.  

As such, we have considerable experience and knowledge that will allow us to provide professional 

environmental consulting services at the subject property.  BGES also has considerable experience in 

Yakutat having provided professional environmental consulting services to the City and Borough of 

Yakutat in association with a leaking pipeline.  In addition, BGES has been providing assistance for 

nine years to the local Yakutat community members in the Restoration Advisory Board as part of our 

Technical Assistance for Public Participation contract with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.  

We have included provisions for completing all items required for this Request for Proposals (RFP) 

and have taken into consideration the documents that have been prepared as part of the planning 

process by others for this Joint Venture Construction Project.  As indicated in the RFP, the following 
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information has been completed and will be utilized during the preparation of the NEPA EA and 

Phase I ESA for this project: preliminary design information related to use of the project site; a 

Section 106 review; a Wetland Delineation report; a Geotechnical Investigation report; an 

Environmental Determination report with a Categorical Exclustion (CATEX); a Site Selection and 

Evaluation Report (SSER); and Health Resources and Services Administration (HRSA) 

Environmental Information and Documentation (EID) report.   

With this in mind, we have developed this proposal to complete the objectives described by the 

Yakutat Tlingit Tribe (YTT) in the RFP, in conformance with the Environmental Review Manual for 

Indian Health Service (IHS) Programs, the American Society for Testing Materials (ASTM) E1527 

(latest version) guidelines, and the federal and local standards of practice.  All of the work on this 

project will be conducted by, or under the direct supervision of BGES personnel who meet the 

definition of Qualified Environmental Professionals, as defined by the ADEC.  We do not have any 

conflicts of interest that we are aware of that would prevent us from performing the work required for 

this contract.   

2.0 HISTORY AND DESCRIPTION OF BGES 

BGES is a full-service environmental consulting firm located at 1042 East 6
th

 Avenue in Anchorage, 

Alaska, 99501; and we qualify as a small business.  Our firm was established in 2002 by its President, 

Robert Braunstein, with the goal of providing high quality, responsive, and cost-effective consulting 

services to our clients.  Mr. Braunstein is a Certified Professional Geologist, both nationally and in 

Alaska, with more than 35 years of geological and environmental consulting experience.  In addition 

to Mr. Braunstein, the remainder of BGES staff members have varying backgrounds including 

geology, biology, and environmental science.  Currently, BGES employs eight full-time staff 

members.  BGES has considerable experience with providing a wide range of environmental services 

including the following activities: 

 Phase I and Phase II ESAs; 

 NEPA EAs; 

 Soil and groundwater remedial design and 

implementation; 

 Vapor Intrusion Assessments; 

 Preparation of planning documents (storm 

water pollution prevention plans 

(SWPPPs); spill prevention, control, and 

countermeasure (SPCC) plans; sampling 

and analysis plans; health and safety 

plans; environmental protection plans; 

quality assurance project plans; hazardous 

materials control plans; etc.); 

 Long-term groundwater monitoring 

programs; 

 Underground and aboveground storage 

tank assessments, and decommissioning 

activities; 
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 Lead-based paint and asbestos inspections; 

 Hazardous building materials inventories; 

 Historical building assessments; 

 Environmental data research and statistical 

analysis; 

 Emergency response services;  

 Project management and planning; and 

 Other ancillary environmental services. 

3.0 BGES QUALIFICATIONS AND EXPERIENCE 

3.1 BGES NEPA EA Experience 

BGES has experience with managing and conducting NEPA EAs.  Most of these projects were 

conducted in rural Alaskan communities as discussed further in Section 6.0 below.  The typical 

NEPA EA project activities are virtually identical to those required for this program and are discussed 

further below. 

3.1.1 Rural Alaska Community Action Program (RurAL CAP) 

BGES prepared an EA document under the NEPA, and a SWPPP for RurAL Cap for six properties 

located in a subdivision off of Funny River Road in Soldotna.  During the course of the EA research, 

BGES identified an aboveground storage tank that was located within an unacceptable separation 

distance from one of the properties.  Thus, a different property was selected as a replacement and 

BGES was able to incorporate this new property into the document in a seamless manner.  BGES also 

prepared a SWPPP for the planned construction phase of the project. 

As evidence of BGES’ exemplary performance on this contract, we offer the following reference: 

Ms. Mitzy Barker, Director, Planning and Construction Division, RurAl CAP, 731 East 8
th

 Avenue, 

Anchorage, AK 99501 Ph: (907) 279-2511. 

3.1.2 Alaska Army National Guard, Barrow Barracks, NEPA EA and Site Characterization, 

Utqiagvik (formerly Barrow), Alaska 

As a subcontractor to Alutiiq, LLC (Alutiiq), and on behalf of the Alaska Army National Guard 

(AKARNG), BGES coordinated an environmental assessment under the NEPA, coordinated 

environmental permitting, prepared a health and safety plan, and prepared and implemented a work 

plan to excavate test pits and to collect soil samples at the proposed building site of new barracks in 

Utqiagvik.  Additional work that BGES coordinated included a comprehensive survey of building and 

sampling locations.  The EA was performed as a CATEX type and was completed in partnership with 

the AKARNG, utilizing some information previously obtained by them (a process similar to what is 

planned for this YTT project).   
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The test pit excavation and sampling activities were performed during harsh winter conditions in 

February of 2016.  All project activities were performed on an aggressive schedule such that the 

barracks construction could proceed during 2016.  The work was completed under budget and ahead 

of schedule.  BGES’ report was submitted to Alutiiq and then to the AKARNG, and was approved by 

AKARNG with no comments or requested modifications.  Jennifer Nutt, AKARNG’s Environmental 

Project Manager expressed her gratitude for BGES’ work product by stating “there were a lot of 

challenges and BGES did a great job.”   

As evidence of BGES’ exemplary performance on this project, we would like to offer the following 

references: Ms. Jennifer Nutt, Construction Facilities Management Office, Alaska Army National 

Guard, P.O. Box 5-549, Fort Richardson, AK  99505. Ph: (907) 428-6769.  Mr. Virgil Hughes, 

Alutiiq, LLC, 3909 Arctic Boulevard, Suite 300, Anchorage, AK 99503.  Ph: (907) 762-9433. 

3.1.3 Nulato Tribal Council EAs, Nulato, Alaska 

BGES completed EAs under the NEPA for eight lots (some with occupied homes) in the village of 

Nulato.  A site visit was required to complete this document.  During the course of research for the 

EAs, the eighth lot was added to the original seven properties that were the subject of the project.  

BGES was able to address this lot with a minimal amount of additional cost. 

As evidence of BGES’ exemplary performance on this project, we would like to offer the following 

reference: Ms. Myra Shryock, Native American Housing Assistance and Self Determining Act 

(NAHASDA)/Transportation Manager; Nulato Tribal Council, P.O. Bos 65049, Nulato, AK  

99765. Ph: (907) 898-2339. 

3.2 BGES Phase I ESA Experience 

When the State of Alaska, Department of Law required three Phase I ESAs in Anchorage, they 

selected BGES for this important project.  In fact, BGES has conducted a total of 718 Phase I ESAs to 

date in general conformance with the ASTM E1527 (current version) guidelines and the local 

standard of practice.  These projects illustrate not only our similar project experience associated with 

assessing properties, but also our experience working in remote Alaska villages, with multi-cultural 

sensitivity, keeping multiple local stakeholders informed about project activities and gaining their 

support.  We provide example projects to highlight this experience below. 

3.2.1 Phase I ESAs, Various Housing-Related Sites in the Cook Inlet Region of Alaska 
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During 2004 through 2017, BGES completed a total of 172 Phase I ESAs, 21 Phase II ESAs, and 174 

Hazardous Building Material Inventories (HBMIs), and many other services for Cook Inlet Housing 

Authority (CIHA), mostly in support of neighborhood revitalization programs.  The Phase I ESAs 

were conducted in accordance with ASTM standards and the HBMIs were conducted in accordance 

with U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD), Environmental Protection Agency 

(EPA), and Asbestos Hazard and Emergency Response Act (AHERA) standards at occupied and 

unoccupied apartment complexes, single-family homes, duplexes, triplexes, four-plexes, larger 

multiplexes, mobile homes, commercial properties, and vacant lots.  As is required for this YTT 

project, BGES conducted research of numerous local, state, and federal environmental and property 

databases.  Photographs of pertinent building and exterior features were provided in the reports.   

For 2005 through 2017, BGES has provided electronic reports estimated to total more than 20,000 

pages, thus saving time, money, and natural resources.  BGES has also provided support to CIHA 

during selection of demolition subcontractors.  We have conducted Phase II ESA activities at sites 

where additional assessment work beyond the Phase I ESA was requested.  We have assisted CIHA 

with closure of 13 underground storage tanks (USTs).  We have conducted nine lead clearances at 

various properties under our term contracts with CIHA.  BGES has also performed radon testing at 

numerous apartment buildings, 31 aboveground storage tank surveys, 6 noise studies, TCLP-lead 

sampling at 56 locations, and 1 air emission study, among other services.  As a result of our Phase I 

ESAs, more than five wells, more than 10 USTs, several aboveground storage tanks, an oil changing 

pit, and two dwellings with significant mold (respirators were required during the interior 

reconnaissance), were noted at the various properties.  By providing this information in a separate 

summary format, and as soon as we became aware of these features, CIHA was protected from future 

change orders by the demolition contractors.   

As evidence of our exemplary performance on this term contract, we would like to offer the 

following references:  Jeff Judd and Tyler Robinson; Cook Inlet Housing Authority, 3510 Spenard 

Road, Suite 100, Anchorage, Alaska, 99503;  Ph: (907) 793-3000. 

3.2.2 Phase I ESAs, Various Villages Throughout Alaska 

As described above, BGES has conducted Phase I ESAs at many remote and semi-remote locations 

throughout Alaska.  In addition to hundreds of sites in Anchorage and on the road system, BGES has 

conducted Phase I ESAs in Kodiak (8), Bethel (2), Egegik, Kotlik (2), Anvik (3), Dillingham (2), 
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Koyukuk, Hughes, Hooper Bay (2), Dutch Harbor (4), Deadhorse (2), Illiamna, Nome (2), Naknek, 

Shageluk, King Salmon (3), Tuluksak, Prudhoe Bay, Chenega Bay, Afognak Island (2), Port 

Alsworth, and Utqiagvik.            

4.0 PERSONNEL QUALIFICATIONS AND EXPERIENCE 

BGES personnel are highly qualified to complete the stated objectives of the required work.  Our 

proposed Project Manager is Robert N. Braunstein, C.P.G.  Mr. Braunstein has more than 35 years of 

geological and environmental consulting experience.  Mr. Braunstein is a Certified Professional 

Geologist, both in Alaska and nationally.  He has conducted or managed more than 1,000 Phase I and 

Phase II ESAs throughout Alaska and the lower 48 states.  Mr. Braunstein personally conducted a 

Phase I ESA at Icicle Seafoods in Egegik, and he has managed, or served as the Principal in Charge 

of all of the projects described within this proposal.  He also managed the NEPA EAs in Soldotna, 

Uqtiagvik, and Nulato as described above.  He has conducted or managed ESAs and EAs at dozens of 

other villages of varying sizes throughout Alaska.  He is very familiar with multicultural concerns of 

local persons in remote areas of Alaska, and he has received formal multi-cultural training from the 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. 

Acting as an Assistant Project Manager and Quality Control Officer for the Phase I ESA will be Brian 

Braunstein, Senior Environmental Specialist.  Brian Braunstein has a B.A. degree in psychology and 

more than 10 years of environmental consulting experience.  He has performed or managed more than 

400 Phase I ESAs throughout Alaska.  Brian Braunstein currently manages all of BGES’ Phase I 

ESAs projects.  Brian Braunstein has also assisted with all of the NEPA EAs described above.   

The Phase I ESA site reconnaissance activities will be conducted by Rose Pollock.  Ms. Pollock 

resides in Anchorage and has a B.A. degree in environmental science with a biology minor and has 

more than three years of experience conducting Phase I ESAs and she has conducted numerous 

NEPA EAs.  Thus, she is an ideal candidate for completing both the Phase I ESA activities and 

preparing the NEPA EA. 

All of BGES personnel described above are excellent writers.  All of our reports are reviewed by 

senior-level personnel before they are issued.  BGES prepares reports that are complete, and easy to 

understand.  We have facilitated stakeholder and community meetings, and we are experienced at 

interpreting and presenting information in a manner that is easily understood by persons with varying 

backgrounds.  We understand the importance of keeping our clients informed as projects progress, 
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and conducting our work seamlessly in the villages, and gaining the support of the local community. 

BGES personnel understand the dynamics of multi-cultural features of tribal organizations and 

villages.  As described above, our Project Manager, Robert Braunstein, has received multi-cultural 

diversity training presented by the U. S. Army Corps of Engineers.  He is also currently serving in an 

advisory capacity to the Restoration Advisory Board (RAB), composed of local community members, 

environmental personnel, and Tribal officials in Yakutat, Alaska.  At the request of the RAB 

members, BGES’ contract has been renewed four times to date.  BGES personnel have conducted 

work in villages throughout Alaska and have experience with various Tribal entities and institutions.  

Resumes for key BGES project personnel are included in Attachment A.  

5.0 KEY STAFF AVAILABILITY 

At the present time, and for the last several months, BGES’ workload has been moderate and very 

manageable.  Although we expect our workload to increase somewhat as we approach the end of 

summer and the fall season, we anticipate it to continue to be very manageable; given the types of 

projects that we most often undertake and the experience level of our staff.  All BGES’ staff 

members, (except for Evan Tyler who has been with us for over one year), have been with us for 

more than two years. 

The majority of our projects are short-term in nature (Phase I and Phase II ESAs).  Because of these 

short-term commitments (we typically complete our Phase I ESAs in one to two weeks, and our Phase 

II ESAs in about 3 to 4 weeks), BGES can reassign personnel quickly during times of peak project 

demands, or should delays in this YTT project be experienced.   

During 2016 and early 2017, BGES had several major projects either come to an end, or significantly 

wind down.  Our soil vapor extraction project in Peters Creek is currently in the design stage, with 

implementation scheduled for this fall.  This is the only large-scale project that we currently have 

authorization to work on in 2017.   

In summary, for BGES, the timing is perfect and we are in an excellent position to acquire additional 

project work through this agreement, and we look forward to impressing the YTT with our 

responsiveness.     
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6.0 BGES EXPERIENCE WORKING IN REMOTE ALASKAN VILLAGES 

As described above, BGES has considerable experience working in remote Alaskan villages.  In 

addition to many projects in the Anchorage area, and the Phase I ESA and NEPA EA project 

locations throughout Alaska as identified above, we have completed or are currently working on 

projects in the following localities: 

 Sand Point (orphaned drum site 

characterization and strategic project 

implementation plan) 

 Kipnuk (transformer sampling) 

 Point Hope (lead testing and soil 

sampling) 

 Whittier harbor (sediment sampling, 

stockpiled soil sampling) 

 Chickaloon (Phase II ESA and soil 

remediation) 

 St. Paul (sediment sampling – three 

projects) 

 Ekuk (asbestos and lead-based paint 

abatement, soil remediation, 

characterization and disposal of orphaned 

drums) 

 Circle (SWPPP) 

 Bethel (three Phase II ESAs; soil 

sampling; SWPPP; biocell sampling, water 

quality management plan; and soil 

remediation) 

 Fort Yukon (soil excavation and sampling) 

 Kodiak (Phase II ESA; emergency 

response and soil remediation; radon 

testing) 

 Akutan (second opinion review) 

 Skagway harbor (sediment sampling) 

 Ketchikan (two UST closures) 

 Holy Cross (site history and use report; 

soil sampling) 

 Tanacross (SWPPP review) 

 Fort Greely (monitoring well installation) 

 Egegik (Phase II ESA and site 

remediation) 

 Dillingham (Plane crash spill assessment) 

 Shageluk (soil sampling) 

 Flat Lake (soil sampling) 

 Juneau (monitoring well installation and 

sampling, HBMI) 

 Yakutat (emergency response, soil 

sampling) 

 Nome (Phase II ESA) 

 Ninilchik (UST closure) 

 Dutch Harbor (two emergency response 

projects) 

 Native Village of Gakona (soil sampling) 

 Kaktovik (aboveground storage tank 

sampling) 

 Valdez (dredge sampling, Class V 

Injection Well closure, UST closure 

sampling) 

 Nikiski (sampling, repair and replacement 

of monitoring wells; prepare SWPPP; 

sample land-farmed soils) 

 Salcha (three asbestos inspections) 

 Talkeetna (two emergency responses –  

assessment and remediation; transaction 

screen; Phase II ESA) 

 Nichin Cove, Prince of Wales Island (soil, 

surface water, and sediment sampling) 

 Moose Pass (Phase II ESA and site 

remediation) 

 Honolulu Creek (Spill Prevention, Control, 

and Countermeasure Plan) 
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 Shell Mountain (SPCC Plan) 

 Bald Mountain (SPCC Plan) 

 Seldovia (asbestos analysis) 

 Aleknagik (Phase II ESAs) 

 Yakutat (RAB assistance) 

 Hooper Bay (Phase II ESA) 

 Sitka (Lead-based paint inspections; assess 

landfill cap) 

 Utqiagvik (NEPA EA; Phase II ESAs; and 

mold assessment) 

 

Another example of a project in which BGES has demonstrated its expertise in providing professional 

environmental consulting services, as well as coordinating with, and providing information to 

members of communities in which environmental issues are of particular importance, as well as our 

experience in Yakutat, the subject area of this YTT project, is our ongoing project described below. 

Since 2008, BGES has provided assistance to the RAB in Yakutat, associated with the work being 

conducted by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers under the Formerly Used Defense Sites (FUDS) 

assessment and remediation program.  Specifically, BGES’ contract with the USACOE is for 

Technical Assistance for Public Participation, with the goal of advising the RAB members about 

technical subjects and making the technical information easy to understand.  As such, BGES has 

reviewed many large technical documents; a pipeline removal report, an extremely large feasibility 

study covering dozens of sites, and most recently, a work plan for a supplemental remedial 

investigation; portions of which were generated in order to address data gaps that were identified by 

BGES during our review of the feasibility study.  

BGES attended several RAB meetings in Yakutat during the time of our contract and viewed the sites 

of the subject feasibility study on two occasions.  During the meetings (and the days before and after), 

BGES met with community members including City officials, Tribal personnel, members of the local 

Native American Lands Environmental Mitigation Program (NALEMP), and other concerned citizens 

to discuss the environmental status of the many FUDS sites in Yakutat. 

7.0 BACKGROUND 

It is our understanding that the site that is the subject of this project will be developed as a new 

11,000 square-foot Ambulatory Health Center, which will include the following services; primary 

care, dental, behavior health, preventative care, emergency medical services, administrative and 

support functions, and a wellness center.  The YTT has been selected to participate in the IHS Joint 

Venture Construction Program (JVCP) for the construction of this new facility, which will be located 

on 2.5 acres of land that is currently undeveloped and located at 115 Airport Road in Yakutat, Alaska. 
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The RFP indicated that construction of the new Yakutat Community Health Center (YCHC) will 

involve multiple federal agencies including the IHS, the United States Department of Agriculture 

(USDA), and the HRSA.  Additionally, the IHS and USDA have already completed their 

Environmental Determination and have concluded that the site qualifies for a CATEX.  The HRSA 

has determined that they will require preparation of an EA under the NEPA and a Phase I ESA for the 

project site.  As mentioned above, the IHS has completed a Site Selection and Evaluation Report, 

which contains the following information for the project site:  preliminary design information; a 

Section 2016 review; a Wetland Delineation report; a Geotechnical Investigation report; and an 

Environmental Determination report.  With this information in mind, we have prepared the following 

scope of work for this project, which includes provisions for utilizing this available 

information/documentation, avoiding unnecessary duplication of efforts. 

8.0 PROPOSED SCOPE OF WORK 

An Environmental Assessment under the NEPA and a Phase I ESA will be prepared for the project 

site and the details of these documents are presented below.  The following paragraphs outline the 

tasks that will be accomplished for preparing the EA and to meet the objectives of the Phase I ESA - 

determining if there are any recognized environmental conditions associated with the subject 

property.   

8.1  NEPA Environmental Assessment 

BGES will conduct the research necessary to address all of the items listed within 40 Code of Federal 

Regulations (CFR) Part 1500 to 1508 to complete the IHS checklist.  Specifically, we will research 

the potential impacts to/from (as applicable) the following items related to the proposed project: 

 Historic Properties (Section 106 review)*; 

 Endangered Species Act; 

 Water Resources (Ground Water, Surface Water); 

 Wetlands*; 

 Safe Drinking Water Act – Impact on an EPA-Designated Sole Source Aquifer; 

 Sedimentation and Erosion Control Measures; 

 Storm Water and NPDES Permitting; 

 Floodplain Management (Including the Flood Disaster Protection Act); 

 Real Property; 

 Clean Air Act; 

 Petroleum; 

 Solid Waste Disposal; 
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 Hazardous Substances; 

 Environmental Justice; 

 Socioeconomic Issues; 

 Noise; 

 Visual Resources; 

 Wilderness Areas; 

 Significant Farmland and Soils; Farmland Protection Policy Act; 

 Coastal Resources; 

 Wild and Scenic Rivers Act; 

 Other Identified Factors* 

Note:  *As mentioned above, a Section 106 review, a Wetland Delineation report, a Site Selection and 

Evaluation Report, an Environmental Determination report with a CATEX, preliminary design 

information, a Geotechnical Investigation Report, and the HRSA Environmental Information and 

Documentation report have been prepared for this project and will be used for development of the EA 

for this project. 

It is noted that the items of the list above that have been completed for the subject property for this 

project will be reviewed and evaluated in order to prepare this EA.  The documents prepared by 

others will also be referenced in this EA.  The majority of the items above can be researched without 

a visit to the site.  However, the factors of toxic/hazardous/radioactive materials, contamination, 

chemicals/gases, etc., will require a site/area reconnaissance.  We will conduct a brief reconnaissance 

of the project site at which time we will evaluate any evidence of potential contamination such as 

stained soils or stressed vegetation.  The site visit will take place after a significant amount of 

research is performed, such that any data gaps can be researched at local sources of information, if 

applicable. 

After completion of the research and site visit, we will prepare the EA document which will include 

supporting documentation obtained during our research in appendices.  The document will include a 

Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI), if appropriate. 

NEPA ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT EXCLUSIONS 

The EA does not include provisions for providing detailed mitigation or alternatives analyses.  It does 

not include provisions for conducting geotechnical, archaeological, or other invasive studies.  These 

activities may be recommended, depending upon site-specific characteristics and the availability of 

required information.  Our EA also does not include provisions for any third party costs such as 

application fees, reporting fees, copying fees, etc. that may be charged by any entity that is 

approached with a request for information or a declaration. 
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8.2 Phase I ESA Scope of Work 

Our scope of work for the Phase I ESA includes research, an onsite reconnaissance, and preparation 

of a report summarizing our findings.  The Phase I ESA will be performed in general conformance 

with the ASTM E1527-13 (current version) guidelines and the local standard of practice.  During the 

research phase of our assessment, we will contact numerous entities that may have knowledge of 

current and/or former site conditions.  This information is typically obtained from a subset of the 

following sources: The Alaska Department of Natural Resources Recorder’s office; the tax assessor’s 

office; the ADEC’s Contaminated Sites, Spills, and Registered UST databases; the U. S. EPA’s, 

National Priorities List (NPL); the USEPA Enviromapper database; the Comprehensive 

Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Information System (CERCLIS) database; the 

USEPA Corrective Action Detail Reports; the U.S. EPA Region 10 Treatment, Storage, and Disposal 

facilities list; the U.S. EPA Toxic Release Inventory System, Sanborn Fire Maps; the National 

Response Center; Polk City Directories; planning and zoning maps; water well surveys; the local 

electric companies; the local water and wastewater utility; the local natural gas utility; current and 

former site owners; neighboring property owners or occupants; and other persons knowledgeable 

about the property.   

We will purchase and/or review from one to four historical aerial photographs depicting property 

conditions prior to, during, and/or after development; and showing any other pertinent property 

details.  The photographs will be described in a narrative format in the text, and will be included as 

figures in the report.  After this preliminary research is completed, we will mobilize to the property 

and conduct our onsite reconnaissance.   

During this reconnaissance, our field personnel will look for evidence of USTs, aboveground storage 

tanks, drums and other containers, stained soils, stressed vegetation, site drainage patterns, and any 

other evidence of potential contamination.  Photographs will be taken to document the property’s 

condition observed at the time of our site reconnaissance, and will be included in the report.   

Upon completion of the above-described activities, we will prepare a written report of our findings.  

We will include an opinion of the potential for contamination on the subject property, both from 

potential on-site and off-site sources; and identify recognized environmental conditions with respect 

to the subject property, if any are evident. 

PHASE I ESA EXCLUSIONS 
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The scope of this Phase I ESA does not include testing for radon, asbestos, or lead.  Collection and 

analysis of soil samples is also not included.  These services can be performed concurrently or as 

follow-up activities to the Phase I ESA, as requested.  

9.0  PRELIMINARY PROJECT SCHEDULE 

BGES can complete the ER and the Phase I ESA and provide our written report within 60 days of 

notice to proceed.  If a quicker completion is desired, we would be pleased to discuss this option with 

you.  We will provide verbal results to you prior to completion of our report, should any concerns 

become known.  We have developed the following preliminary schedule, which illustrates our 

expected progress on this project.   

Submittal of Proposal/Cost Estimate August 8, 2017 

Receive Notice to Proceed Day 1 

Submit Draft Phase I ESA Report Day 28 

Receive Comments on Draft Phase I ESA Report Day 30 

Submit Draft EA Report Day 40 

Receive Comments on Draft EA Report Day 50 

Submit Final Phase I ESA Report and EA Report Day 60 

10.0   COSTS 

BGES proposes to complete the NEPA EA for a total firm fixed price of $            and the Phase I 

ESA for a total firm fixed price of $        .  Our fee for the EA and the Phase I ESA includes all 

activities as described above, through submittal of our final reports.  It is assumed that separate 

reports for the EA and a Phase I ESA will be acceptable.   

If you have any questions concerning this proposal, please do not hesitate to contact us.  We 

appreciate this opportunity to be of service, and we look forward to providing professional 

environmental consulting services to you. 
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APPENDIX B  

YAKUTAT TLINGIT TRIBE SITE SELECTION AND EVALUATION REPORT, 

DATED JUNE 2017 
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APPENDIX C 

INDIAN HEALTH SERVICES ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW AND DETERMINATION, 

DATED SEPTEMBER 2016 

  







September 1, 2016 ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW Page 1  
Yakutat Community Health Clinic 

Scope of Review The Yakutat Tlingit Tribe (YTT) will vacate the leased space used to operate the Yakutat Community Clinic and construct a 
new ~10,000 square-foot health clinic at a new site in Yakutat, Alaska, through the Indian Health Service (IHS) Joint Venture 
Construction Program. 

 

Considerations Basis for Determination with Documentation 
1.  Will the proposed action result in a known 

violation or continuance of a violation of 
applicable (Federal, Tribal, State or local) 
laws or requirements for protection of 
environment or public health and safety? 

NO. The proposed project will be in compliance with all applicable laws and requirements and will have the 
appropriate regulatory approvals.  All actions will be in accordance with the Indian Health Service design and 
sustainability guidelines, the State of Alaska DEC, and subject to the State of Alaska Fire Marshal as the Authority 
having Jurisdiction.   

2.  Will the proposed action result in a conflict 
with existing or proposed federal, Tribal, 
state, and local land use plans? 

NO.  The Joint Venture Clinic is a nationally competitive federal program. Approval for the Tribe to apply to 
participate was authorized by Tribal Resolution 2014-16. Formal invitation and notice to proceed from the federal 
government was authorized in a September 18, 2015 letter from IHS to YTT. The site selected for the clinic is 
owned by The Yakutat City-Borough. Approximately 3.5 acres is being conveyed to the Tribe specifically for this 
project and was selected because of the location, access to utilities, and suitable soil for building. The proposed 
project aligns with the long range land use plans for the community of Yakutat and YTT.  

3.  Is there a controversy with respect to 
environmental effects of the proposed 
action based on reasonable and substantial 
issues? 

NO.   Two public hearings were conducted to gather input from the community. Five sites were initially identified 
and two were selected for consideration based on the community’s input. There were no objections to the top two 
sites selected.  

4.  Is the proposed action significantly greater 
in scope than normal for the area or does it 
have significant unusual characteristics? 

NO. The proposed builds and staffs a Joint Venture Clinic.  This project is typical in scope for the IHS Facilities 
program.  The clinic will be built according to the IHS design and sustainability standards including LEED 
(Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design) certification.  

5.  Does the proposed action establish a 
precedent for future action or represent a 
decision in principle about future actions 
with potentially significant environmental 
effects? 

NO.  The proposed project will not result in any cumulative impacts that will result in degradation of 
environmental concerns as outlined in NEPA. 
 

6.   Does the proposed action have significant 
adverse direct or indirect effects on park 
land, other public lands, or areas of 
recognized scenic or recreational value?   

 

NO.  The Borough of Yakutat is located near numerous protected areas of Chugach National Forest, Glacier Bay 
National Park, Glacier Bay Wilderness, Tongass National Forest, Wrangell-St. Elias National Park and Preserve, 
Wrangell-Saint Elias Wilderness, and the Russell Fjord Wilderness.  The proposed project is within the established 
boundaries of the community and will not adversely affect any of the protected lands.  
 
-National Wildlife Refuge (http://alaska.fws.gov/nwr/map.htm) 
-USDOI NPS (http://www.nps.gov/state/ak/) 
-Alaska Department of Natural Resource Division of Parks and Outdoor Recreation, Individual State Parks 
(http://www.dnr.state.ak.us/parks/units/index.htm)  

http://alaska.fws.gov/nwr/map.htm
http://www.nps.gov/state/ak
http://www.dnr.state.ak.us/parks/units/index.htm
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7.   Does the proposed action include 

construction of a new municipal solid waste 
landfill at a new solid waste disposal site? 

NO. This project does not address the need for constructing a new municipal solid waste landfill. 

8.   Will the proposed action create a need for 
additional capacity at solid waste disposal 
facilities? 

NO. Yakutat has a Class III Solid Waste Landfill permitted by the State of Alaska. Recycling of construction debris 
will be used in order to meet the requirements of the LEED certification. Operation of the clinic is not expected to 
create or increase any significant additional solid waste disposal.  
 

9.   Does the proposed action include 
construction of a new wastewater treatment 
facility that will discharge treated sewage 
effluent to the waters of the U.S. 

NO.  The project does not include the construction of a new wastewater treatment facility.   
 

10. Will the proposed action create a need for 
additional capacity at wastewater treatment 
facilities? 

NO. The new clinic will replace the existing community clinic. Increased capacity for wastewater treatment is not 
needed.  
 

11. Will the proposed action create a need for 
additional capacity in the drinking water 
supply? 

NO. The new clinic will replace the existing community clinic. Increased capacity for drinking water is not needed.  
 

12. Are there other considerations about the 
proposed action that could adversely affect 
the environment and/or public health and 
safety? 

NO. The proposed project will not adversely affect the environment and/or public health and safety.  Building 
materials will be consistent with those that are standard for rural Alaska health care clinics.  This project will result 
in a positive impact to public health by improving the quality of health care available to the residents of Yakutat.  
 

13. Will the proposed action create a need for 
additional capacity in health care facilities 
and for health care services? 

NO. The project will provide additional capacity for Yakutat’s health care program by constructing a new health 
care facility. The new clinic is designed to meet the health care needs of the residents of Yakutat.  
 

14. Will the proposed action create a need for 
additional energy supply or generation? 

NO. The construction and operation of the proposed clinic will not create a need for additional energy supply or 
generation as adequate energy generation exist in the existing electrical grid. The proposed clinic is expected to use 
less energy than the existing clinic as IHS sustainability and LEED standards will be employed in the design and 
construction of the facility.  Additionally, the project will be looking at possible renewable energies to meet federal 
and LEED guidelines.  

15. Will the proposed action create a need for 
additional capacity in educational facilities? 

NO.  This project is not anticipated to increase the need for educational facilities as the population of Yakutat is not 
anticipated to change as a result of this project. 
 

16. Will the proposed action create a need for 
additional capacity in transportation 
systems? 

NO. Yakutat is a small community with a very limited closed road system.  The proposed project will not create a 
need for any additional transportation or transportation systems. The project will use existing roads during 
construction and clinic operation.  
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17. Historic Preservation:   
a.   Does the proposed action involve the 

purchase, construction, alteration, 
renovation, or lease of a building or 
portion of a building that is more that 50 
years old?  

 No. Consultation with the Alaska SHPO concluded on 8/23/16.  The consultation found that the project will have 
no effect on historic structures.  

b.   Will the proposed action adversely affect 
properties listed, or eligible for listing, on 
the National Register of Historic Places?  

 No: Consultation with the Alaska SHPO concluded on 8/23/16.  The project’s effects on the following historic 
properties were reviewed: Yakutat and Southern Railroad Historic District (YAK-00041), Yakutat Landing Field 
(YAK-00072), 28th Engineer Road (YAK-00117), and Infantry Road (YAK-00118).  The review found that No 
Adverse Effect is anticipated.  The locations reviewed for effect include the site of the proposed clinic, as well as 
the borrow sites located at the 1) eastern side of Orca Avenue, 2) north side of Airport Road, and 3) east of 
Dangerous Ridge Road. 

18. Endangered Species Act:  Is the proposed 
action likely to adversely affect a plant or 
animal species listed on the Federal or 
applicable state list of endangered or 
threatened species or a specific critical 
habitat of an endangered or threatened 
species?   

No. The community of Yakutat is located near the coast and not in the vicinity of any known endangered species or 
critical habitats.  However, the USFWS’ Information for Planning and Conservation (IPaC) tool (accessed 
2/24/2016) indicates birds protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) may occur in the vicinity of the 
project area, which include Arctic Tern, Bald Eagle, Black Oystercatcher, Fox Sparrow, Kittlitz’s Murrelet, Lesser 
Yellowlegs, Marbled Godwit, Marbled Murrelet, Olive-sided Flycatcher, Pink-footed Shearwater, Fufous 
Hummingbird, Short-billed Dowitcher, and Short-eared Owl.  If construction activities should require vegetation 
clearing, to ensure compliance with the MBTA, construction will follow the USFWS’s land clearing timing 
guidance for Alaska located at http://www.fws.gov/alaska/mbsp/mbm/index.htm (“Construction Advisory for 
Protecting Migratory Birds PDF”). 
 
(http://alaska.fws.gov/fisheries/endangered/listing.htm) – Alaska Region Endangered Species Listing.  

19.  Will the proposed action require major 
sedimentation and erosion control 
measures?   

NO. Soil exposed during construction will be revegetated or covered with coarse fill to prevent soil erosion and 
sedimentation of receiving water bodies.  Other erosion control measures, such as installing straw wattles around 
storm drains, will be implemented as needed in accordance with LEED certification requirements and IHS A/E 
Design Guidelines.  

20.  Will the proposed action violate a storm 
water permit or a wastewater discharge 
permit either for construction or on-going 
operations?   

No. The proposed project will disturb approximately 2 acres of land and will require submittal of a notice of intent 
(NOI) for coverage under ADEC’s 2016 storm water permit for construction activities permit and prepare a Storm 
Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP).   
 
Construction activities are not located close to any drinking water wells, water treatment systems, or wastewater 
treatment systems.  
 
 

21.  Safe Drinking Water Act:  Will the 
proposed action impact an EPA designated 
sole source aquifer?   

No. Currently there are no designated sole source aquifers in Alaska. 
 
(http://cfpub.epa.gov/safewater/sourcewater/sourcewater.cfm)  

http://www.fws.gov/alaska/mbsp/mbm/index.htm
http://alaska.fws.gov/fisheries/endangered/listing.htm
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22.  Wetlands and Water Resources (lakes, 

rivers, ponds, streams, etc.):  Will the 
proposed action violate a Section 404 
(Clean Water Act) permit for actions in a 
wetland and/or Section 10 (Rivers and 
Harbors Act) permit for actions in a stream 
or river?   

No. A review of the USFWS Wetland Online Mapper (accessed 05/05/16) indicates that no estuarine, marine and 
freshwater wetlands exist at the proposed project location.  A wetland delineation was completed in August 2016, 
which found that the site consists of upland vegetation and hydric soils.  A small lower portion, 0.36 acres, of the 
site contained standing water after several days of rain, but the soil and vegetation profile matched the upland 
section and did not match a wetland profile. 
 
If wetlands are found to exist and will be impacted by the project (directly or through runoff), then a jurisdictional 
determination and Section 404 Permit from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) are required. 

23.  Floodplains:   
a.     Is the proposed action located in either a 

100-year or, for critical actions, a 500-year 
floodplain?  (If Flood Insurance Rate Maps 
do not exist for the project site, a 
floodplain survey or consultation may be 
required.  Also may need to consider if the 
facility will require flood insurance). 

NO. Based on the USACE Floodplain Data, no known flooding has occurred in Yakutat and at the site for the new 
clinic. The USACE also identifies potential erosion areas in the Yakutat region; none which occurs in the vicinity 
of the proposed site (map from report attached).  
 
(http://www.poa.usace.army.mil/About/Offices/Engineering/FloodplainManagement.aspx)    
  

b. Will the proposed action adversely impact 
flood flows in a floodplain or support 
development in a floodplain? 

NO.  The project will not occur within a floodplain. 
 

24. Existing site:  Would the proposed action 
involve the purchase, construction or lease 
of new facilities (including portable 
facilities and trailers), substantially 
increase the capacity of an existing health 
care facility? 

The existing health clinic leases approximately 4,100sf of building space in an existing 8,200sf building which 
they will vacate and turn back to the owner. The new clinic will provide a needed increase capacity in the health 
care available to the residents to Yakutat in order to meet present and projected future demand through 2025.  

25. New site:  Does the proposed action 
involve purchase, construction, or lease of 
new facilities (including portable facilities 
and trailers) where such action is for 
buildings equal to or more than 12,000 
square feet (1080 square meters) of 
useable space when more than 5 acres (2 
hectares) of surface land area are involved 
at a new site?  

NO. The proposed facility will be approximately 10,000 square-feet with a proposed lot of less than 2 acres at a 
different site near the existing health clinic. 

26. New site:  Does the proposed action 
involve purchase, construction, or lease of 
health care facilities (other than buildings) 
for projects equal to or more than 5 acres 
(2 hectares) of surface land area at a new 
site?  

NO. The proposed facility will be constructed at an existing clinic site and be approximately 10,000 square-feet 
with a proposed lot of less than 2 acres. 
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27. Does the proposed action involve the sale 

or transfer of real property, on which any 
hazardous substance was stored for one 
year or more, known to have been 
released, or disposed of?  (Provide relevant 
documentation for any hazardous 
substance releases.  See 40 CFR 373.2(b), 
302.4, and 261.30 for reportable 
quantities.) 

NO. There are no known hazardous materials either stored or released on the proposed site. The site has not been 
previously used for commercial or private development.   

28. Does the proposed action involve the sale 
or transfer of real property, on which 
underground or above ground storage 
tanks are located? 

NO.  The proposed project does not involve the sale or transfer of real property on which storage tanks are located 
The site has not been previously used for any commercial or private development.  The ADEC UGST Database 
Facility Search does not reveal any UST at the proposed location.  

29. Will the proposed action violate Tribal, 
local, state, or federal law on the use and 
storage of hazardous substances or the 
transportation, storage, and disposal of 
hazardous wastes or medical wastes?   

      (Activities that may generate reportable 
quantities include air conditioning repair 
and service, pesticide application, motor 
pools, automobile repair, welding, 
landscaping, agricultural activities, print 
shops, hospitals, clinics, & medical 
centers.  Repair, renovation, or demolition 
activities can generate waste that has 
asbestos-containing materials, asbestos, 
lead-based paint, PCBs, CFCs, etc.) 

No. The proposed project will not violate local, state, or federal law on the use and storage of hazardous substances 
or transportation, storage, and disposal of hazardous wastes or medical wastes.  All medical wastes from the 
operation of the clinic will be disposed of in accordance with local, state, and federal laws. The space currently 
utilized for existing health clinic will be vacated for the owner to repurpose.  

30. Will the proposed action adversely affect 
community air pollution for a long period 
of time?   

No. 18AAC50, Air Quality Control, Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation. This project is not located 
in an area subject to the conformity rule per the State of Alaska Implementation Plan. 

31.  If the proposed action is implemented, will 
it have a disproportionately high and 
adverse human health or environmental 
impact on the Tribe, low-income 
populations, or minority populations? 

No. This project will benefit the health and environment for the tribe and the community as a whole by increasing 
access of health care services. 

32. Will the proposed action adversely affect 
community noise levels? 

No. The Project Manager will ensure community noise levels are not adversely affected with no blasting and 
limiting heavy equipment usage to daytime (10) hours. 
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33. Wilderness Act:  Will the proposed action 

adversely impact a Wilderness Area?  
No. This site is not located in a wilderness area in Alaska. Database accessed 2/24/16.  
 
(http://www.wilderness.net/index.cfm?fuse=NWPS)  

34.  Farmland Protection Policy Act:  Will the 
proposed action convert significant 
agricultural lands to non-agricultural uses 
and exceed 160-point score on the 
farmland impact rating? 

No. There are no Prime or Unique farmlands in the State of Alaska. Further, there are no Farmlands of Statewide 
Importance. 
 
(http://www.ak.nrcs.usda.gov/technical/soils/soilslocal.html)  
 

 35. Coastal Zone Management Act:  Will the 
proposed action directly affect a Coastal 
Zone in a manner inconsistent with the 
State Coastal Zone Management Plan?   

No. The Alaska Coastal Management Program no longer exists as of July 1, 2011.  
 
Alaska Coastal Zone and Coastal District boundaries, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, June 
2005.  (www.alaskacoast.state.ak.us)  

36.  Wild and Scenic Rivers Act:  Will the 
proposed action affect a wild, scenic, or 
recreational river area or create conditions 
inconsistent with the character of the river? 
(A consideration for activities that are in or 
near any wild and scenic waterway 
including construction of stream/river 
crossings, intake structures, outfalls, etc.)  

No. This project is not a “Water Resource Project” that will impact a wild, scenic, or recreational river, hence will 
not create conditions that are inconsistent with the character of the river.  
 
(http://www.rivers.gov/index.php) 
 

 
 

http://www.wilderness.net/index.cfm?fuse=NWPS
http://www.ak.nrcs.usda.gov/technical/soils/soilslocal.html
http://www.alaskacoast.state.ak.us/
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APPENDIX D 

UNITED STATES FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE INFORMATION FOR PLANNING AND 

CONSULTATION OFFICIAL SPECIES LIST 

  



August 30, 2017

United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Anchorage Fish And Wildlife Field Office

4700 Blm Road
Anchorage, AK 99507

Phone: (907) 271-2888 Fax: (907) 271-2786

In Reply Refer To:
Consultation Code: 07CAAN00-2017-SLI-0349
Event Code: 07CAAN00-2017-E-01244 
Project Name: Yakutat Community Health Center

Subject: List of threatened and endangered species that may occur in your proposed project
location, and/or may be affected by your proposed project

To Whom It May Concern:

The enclosed species list identifies threatened, endangered, and proposed species, designated
critical habitat, and some candidate species that may occur within the boundary of your proposed
project and/or may be affected by your proposed project. The species list fulfills the
requirements of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) under section 7(c) of the
Endangered Species Act (Act) of 1973, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 ). Please note thatet seq.
candidate species are not included on this list. We encourage you to visit the following website
to learn more about candidate species in your area: 
http://www.fws.gov/alaska/fisheries/fieldoffice/anchorage/endangered/candidate_conservation.htm

New information based on updated surveys, changes in the abundance and distribution of
species, changed habitat conditions, or other factors could change this list. Please feel free to
contact us if you need more current information or assistance regarding the potential impacts to
federally proposed, listed, and candidate species and federally designated and proposed critical
habitat. Please note that under 50 CFR 402.12(e) of the regulations implementing section 7 of the
Act, the accuracy of this species list should be verified after 90 days. This verification can be
completed formally or informally as desired. The Service recommends that verification be
completed by visiting the ECOS-IPaC website at regular intervals during project planning and
implementation for updates to species lists and information. An updated list may be requested
through the ECOS-IPaC system by completing the same process used to receive the enclosed list.

The purpose of the Act is to provide a means whereby threatened and endangered species and the
ecosystems upon which they depend may be conserved. Under sections 7(a)(1) and 7(a)(2) of the
Act and its implementing regulations (50 CFR 402 ), Federal agencies are required toet seq.
utilize their authorities to carry out programs for the conservation of threatened and endangered
species and to determine whether projects may affect threatened and endangered species and/or
designated critical habitat.
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A Biological Assessment is required for construction projects (or other undertakings having
similar physical impacts) that are major Federal actions significantly affecting the quality of the
human environment as defined in the National Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 4332(2)
(c)). For projects other than major construction activities, the Service suggests that a biological
evaluation similar to a Biological Assessment be prepared to determine whether the project may
affect listed or proposed species and/or designated or proposed critical habitat. Recommended
contents of a Biological Assessment are described at 50 CFR 402.12.

If a Federal agency determines, based on the Biological Assessment or biological evaluation, that
listed species and/or designated critical habitat may be affected by the proposed project, the
agency is required to consult with the Service pursuant to 50 CFR 402. In addition, the Service
recommends that candidate species, proposed species and proposed critical habitat be addressed
within the consultation. More information on the regulations and procedures for section 7
consultation, including the role of permit or license applicants, can be found in the "Endangered
Species Consultation Handbook" at:

http://www.fws.gov/endangered/esa-library/pdf/TOC-GLOS.PDF

Please be aware that bald and golden eagles are protected under the Bald and Golden Eagle
Protection Act (16 U.S.C. 668 ), and projects affecting these species may requireet seq.
development of an eagle conservation plan
(http://www.fws.gov/windenergy/eagle_guidance.html). Additionally, wind energy projects
should follow the wind energy guidelines (http://www.fws.gov/windenergy/) for minimizing
impacts to migratory birds and bats.

Guidance for minimizing impacts to migratory birds for projects including communications
towers (e.g., cellular, digital television, radio, and emergency broadcast) can be found at:
http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CurrentBirdIssues/Hazards/towers/towers.htm;
http://www.towerkill.com; and
http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CurrentBirdIssues/Hazards/towers/comtow.html.

We appreciate your concern for threatened and endangered species. The Service encourages
Federal agencies to include conservation of threatened and endangered species into their project
planning to further the purposes of the Act. Please include the Consultation Tracking Number in
the header of this letter with any request for consultation or correspondence about your project
that you submit to our office.

Attachment(s):

Official Species List
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Official Species List
This list is provided pursuant to Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act, and fulfills the
requirement for Federal agencies to "request of the Secretary of the Interior information whether
any species which is listed or proposed to be listed may be present in the area of a proposed
action".

This species list is provided by:

Anchorage Fish And Wildlife Field Office
4700 Blm Road
Anchorage, AK 99507
(907) 271-2888
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Project Summary
Consultation Code: 07CAAN00-2017-SLI-0349

Event Code: 07CAAN00-2017-E-01244

Project Name: Yakutat Community Health Center

Project Type: DEVELOPMENT

Project Description: The project will take place at 115 Airport Road in Yakutat, Alaska. The
site is currently densely vegetated with Sitka Spruce and Hemlock trees.
A portion of the site will be cleared for development of a new health
clinic, which will be approximately 11,000 square feet. Approximately 1
acre will be disturbed, centrally-located on Tract A of USS 5630, which is
approximately 2.5 acres.

Project Location:
 Approximate location of the project can be viewed in Google Maps:

https://www.google.com/maps/place/59.5432352707694N139.72552526548708W

Counties: Yakutat, AK
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Endangered Species Act Species
There is a total of 0 threatened, endangered, or candidate species on this species list. Species on
this list should be considered in an effects analysis for your project and could include species
that exist in another geographic area. For example, certain fish may appear on the species list
because a project could affect downstream species. See the "Critical habitats" section below for
those critical habitats that lie wholly or partially within your project area under this office's
jurisdiction. Please contact the designated FWS office if you have questions.

Critical habitats

There are no critical habitats within your project area under this office's jurisdiction.
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APPENDIX E 

CORRESPONDENCE WITH THE ALASKA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME 

WILDLIFE BIOLOGIST 

  



From: Ingle, Moira A (DFG)
To: Rose Pollock; 
cc: Ingle, Moira A (DFG); 

Timothy, Jackie L (DFG); 
Subject: RE: State-listed Species, Yakutat
Date: Monday, October 09, 2017 10:19:29 AM

Hello Rose:
I can state with confidence that none of the species on the State of Alaska 
Endangered Species list will be impacted by developing the site you reference.

If the site has any streams, as much of Yakutat does, I would urge you to contact 
the Alaska Department of Fish & Game Habitat Division to determine whether a 
Title 16 Fish Habitat permit may be required.  Information on Habitat permits can 
be found at the following link:

http://www.adfg.alaska.gov/index.cfm?adfg=uselicense.main

Thanks for your inquiry –
Moira

Moira Ingle
Wildlife Biologist/ESA Coordinator
Threatened, Endangered, and Diversity Program
Alaska Department of Fish and Game
333 Raspberry Road
Anchorage, AK  99518
907-267-2877
Moira.Ingle@alaska.gov

From: Rose Pollock [mailto:Rose@BGESINC.com]
Sent: Wednesday, October 04, 2017 8:53 AM 
To: Ingle, Moira A (DFG) 
Subject: State-listed Species, Yakutat

Hello Moira,

I am conducting a National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Environmental 
Assessment (EA) for a property in Yakutat, Alaska. The address of the proposed 
project site is 115 Airport Road, Yakutat. Maps showing the site location are 
attached. Can you please advise whether any state-listed threatened or 



endangered species might be impacted by developing the site?

If you need any further information to make that determination, please let me 
know.

Thank you,

Rose Pollock
Environmental Scientist II
BGES, Inc.
Office: (907) 644-2900
Cell: (907) 748-9955
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APPENDIX F 

LETTERS OF NO ADVERSE EFFECT FROM ALASKA STATE HISTORIC 

PRESERVATION OFFICER AND TRIBAL HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER 
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APPENDIX G 

CORRESPONDENCE WITH THE PLANNER OF THE YAKUTAT CITY PLANNING AND 

ZONING DEPARTMENT 



From: Rhonda Coston
To: Rose Pollock; 
Subject: Re: Zoning for new Health Center
Date: Wednesday, October 04, 2017 4:46:25 PM

Hello Rose, 

The large piece of property, which the new clinic site property will be 
subdivided from, after completion of the process through the State of 
Alaska is currently zoned "Holding". 

The Planning and Zoning Commission agreed that a zoning that would 
best suit this development under our code is likely to be "Light Industrial". 
Until the property survey is approved by the state, the lands involved in 
this cannot be conveyed to the Borough, so the Borough cannot yet quit 
claim deed the property to the Tribe. Once this process is complete, we 
can then proceed to changing the zoning from Holding to Light Industrial, 
if that is the wish of the Planning & Zoning Commission and approved by 
our Borough Assembly. 

Rhonda Coston

On October 4, 2017 at 9:04 AM Rose Pollock 
<Rose@BGESINC.com> wrote: 

Hello Rhonda,

I am preparing a National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 
Environmental Assessment (EA) for the proposed site of the 
new Yakutat Community Health Center, at 115 Airport Road. 
Can you tell me how that property is currently zoned? A map 
of the site is attached.

Thank you,



Rose Pollock

Environmental Scientist II

BGES, Inc.

Office: (907) 644-2900

Cell: (907) 748-9955
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