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È WRDA Section 214

È SEPA/NEPA:  

ÁAsset Management & Federal Funding 

È Emerging Environmental Issues ù

ÁBack to the Future

ÁClimate Change ùGreenhouse Gas & Sea Level



ÈSave Time 

È$$Save Money $$

È Increase Certainty & Predictability



È 285 projects 

È $1.1 billion 

È Cost to City $392,277

È Cost savings of $10.6 million 

È Reduced Review 
from 808 days 
to  47-166 days



Average # of Days to Complete Actions

City of Seattle WRDA Entities vs Non-WRDA Entities
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2001:

È City of Seattle ðFirst in Nation

2010:

È 17 States using WRDA 214 

È 50% of USACE Districts



È WRDA 214 sunset in September of 2003.  

È In December 2003,  extended to September 30, 2005

È On November 11, 2005 extended to March 2006.  

È On March 24, 2006  extended  to December 31, 2006. 

È On December 20, 2006 extended to December 31, 2008. 

È November 2007 extended to December 31, 2009.

È December 2009, extended to December 31, 2010



È WRDA 2010 - ôWRDA Lightõ

ÁH.R. 5892 ðExtends to 2016

Á T&I Committee Mark -up ðSection 214 Permanent

Á Senate (EPW) ðPossibly 2010 Mark -up 3rd week Sept

ÁNO WRDA Enacted 2010

È WRDA 214 Stand Alone Bill

ÁNot Yet Introduced

ÁRep. Larsen (D, WA-2) Will Introduce Extension Bill 2 nd

or 3rd Week in September

Á Seeking 2-Year Extension



Timing
ÁDecisionsðInformed Consistent 

Environmental Risk Assessment
ÁSEPA/NEPA Process
ÁIdentification of Environmental 

Risks
ÁPermit Requirements
ÁFederal Funding



È SPU Environmental Permitting Involved Late

È Requires Update of SEPA to Comply with NEPA

È Federal Funds through WDOE & WDOH

È Each Funding Source Has Different 
Requirements 

È Delay of 4 -6 months or longer
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È Federal $õs

ÁFlexibility, Certainty & Predictability

È Obtain Delegated Authority for

ÁESA Section 7

ÁNHPA Section 106:  Cultural  & Historic Resources

È USEPA

ÁNear-Term ðProject Specific (Batch)

ÁMid to Long Term ðProgrammatic Delegation

È SPU Internal Process Changes

ÁTiming  - Earlier Involvement with Federal $õs

ÁSEPA + NEPA combo - instead of a la carte






