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SEPA Rule Making Advisory Committee - Worksheet to recommend raised exemption threshold levels.  

Prepared By: Mary Rossi, Mary Thompson, Chris Moore 

Representing: Cultural Resources 

Type of 
Construction 

Current 
maximum 

In City 
 

County UGA 
 

GMA County out 
of UGA 

Non-GMA 
County 

 
Discussion/Rationale 

 

(i). Single-
family 
Residential 
 
 
 

20 units 
Same for all 
locations (see 
last column) 

See prior column 
See prior 
column 

See prior 
column 

• Exempt for archaeology if any: 
1) Prior negative survey on file. 
2) No ground disturbance proposed. 
3) Project in 100% culturally-sterile 
fill. 
• Exempt for built environment if 

both: 
1) Less than 45 years old; and 
2) Not eligible for or listed in any 
historic register or historic survey. 
• Exempt for archaeology and built 

environment if: 
1) Cultural resource management 
plan is incorporated into Comp Plan, 
or 
1) Local ordinance or development 
regulations address pre-project 
review and standard inadvertent 
discovery language (SIDL), and 
2) Data-sharing agreement is in place. 
• For all projects, exempt or not: 
Include SIDL on all related permits 
(compliance with RCW 27.53, 27.44) 

(ii). Multi-
family Re 
sidential 

New in 6406: 
Separate 
thresholds for SF 
vs. MF. 

See prior row    

 



 
(iii). 
Agricultural 

30k sq ft See prior row    

 

(iv). 
Commercial  

12k sq ft & 
40 parking 

 
 

 
 

See prior row    

 

v). Stand-
alone Parking 
lot 

Considerations: 
• Leave 

unchanged, as 
this is not in SB 
6406? 
 

• Revise to 
match Comm 
parking 
number? 

 

See prior row    

 

(vi). Landfill 
& Excavation 
1 

500 cu yds 
 

Move to a new 
separate item (k) in 
subsection (2) and 
set threshold at 
_____ cubic yards.  
This will ensure that 
larger excavation-
only projects trigger 
SEPA, and avoid 
triggering SEPA 
review of exempt 
projects.(see 
footnote above) 

Move to separate 
subsection @ 

______cubic yards. 

Move to separate 
subsection @ 

_____ cubic yards. 

Move to separate 
subsection @ 

____ cubic yards. 

See prior row 

1 Ecology proposes moving stand-alone excavation to its own subsection (and out of “minor new construction”) in order to avoid confusion.  This item is intended for excavation 
not associated with a development proposal.  However, it is triggering unnecessary SEPA reviews when the excavation and fill project type is considered as part of the clearing 
and grading for building construction. Our proposal is to move this exempt project type to a separate subsection and apply the current “maximum” existing level across the 
location types and jurisdictions. 


