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COASTAL ZONE MANAGEMENT ACT 
CONSISTENCY DETERMINATION 

Fiscal Years 2019 through 2024 
South Jetty Breach Fill Maintenance 

Westport, Grays Harbor County, Washington 
 

 

1 Introduction   
The Coastal Zone Management Act (CZMA) of 1972, as amended, requires Federal agencies to 
carry out their activities in a manner which is consistent to the maximum extent practicable 
with the enforceable policies of the approved state Coastal Zone Management (CZM) Program.  
The Shoreline Management Act of 1972 (SMA; RCW 90.58) is the core of Washington's CZM 
Program.  Primary responsibility for the implementation of the SMA is assigned to the local 
government. 
  
According to 15 CFR Ch. IX § 930.30, the Federal Government is directed to ensure “that all 
Federal agency activities including development projects affecting any coastal use or resource 
will be undertaken in a manner consistent to the maximum extent practicable with the 
enforceable policies of approved management programs.”  The Grays Harbor and Chehalis River 
Maintenance Dredging and Disposal project, including the South Jetty Breach Fill site, occurs 
within the coastal zone governed by multiple municipalities including Grays Harbor County and 
the City of Westport.   
 
The maintenance action discussed herein is an activity undertaken by a Federal agency.  The 
following constitutes a Federal consistency determination with the enforceable provisions of 
the Washington CZM Program. 
 

1.1 Authority 
The Grays Harbor and Chehalis River Project, including maintenance of the Federal Navigation 
Channel and the South Jetty, is authorized by the Rivers and Harbors Act of August 30, 1935 
(House Document 53, 73rd Congress, 2nd Session) and the Water Resources Development Act 
of November 17, 1986 (Public Law 99-662).  The proposed work is within the Grays Harbor and 
Chehalis River Project operations and maintenance (O&M) authority because the intent is to 
maintain and protect navigation features, including the South Jetty and the Federal Navigation 
Channel.  Preventive action to protect against risk of breach in the spit connecting the South 
Jetty with Point Chehalis is a proper use of O&M funds because, until a definitive determination 
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can be made of any connection between a breach and the Federal interest in maintaining 
navigation facilities, the USACE acknowledges uncertainty in the degree of risk of a breach, as 
well as in the nature and scope of any impacts on the navigation project as a result of such a 
breach.  In view of this uncertainty, during the interim while an Operations and Maintenance 
Long Term Management Strategy (LTMS) is being developed the USACE proposes to take action 
to preserve the status quo by protecting against the undue risk of a breach recurrence. 
 

1.2 Background 
After winter storms breached the spit of land that connects South Jetty with the land mass to 
the south in 1993, there were concerns about the stability of the South Jetty structure and 
potential damage to the Grays Harbor Federal navigation channel and associated structures.  In 
response, the USACE placed about 600,000 cubic yards (cy) of sand to close the breach.  Since 
then sand placement has occurred five times: 2001 (135,000 cy), 2004 (two placement episodes 
of 29,500 and 22,780 cy, respectively), 2010 (30,000 cy), and 2012 (30,000 cy).  A breach at the 
South Jetty site poses a serious risk, albeit presently of uncertain degree, to the Federal 
navigation structures and the Federal Navigation Channel in Grays Harbor. 

The persistent loss of sediment from the Grays Harbor entrance and adjacent beaches is 
expected to continue indefinitely due to natural forces.  Shoreline erosion in the vicinity of the 
South Jetty could result in the eventual breaching of the spit that connects South Jetty with the 
land mass to the south.  In order to assess the threat of such a breach to the Federal navigation 
project and associated structures, and to develop a long-term strategy to maintain and protect 
Federal navigation project structures, the USACE has continued studies to formulate and assess 
various management alternatives.  The LTMS study would conclude with a recommendation for 
how to best ensure the continued operability of navigation project structures.  The LTMS effort 
is ongoing and is expected to be followed by implementation of recommendations made by 
that study. 

Prior to completion of the LTMS study, there is a tangible risk that, without further preventative 
action, continued erosion in the spit of land connecting South Jetty with the land mass to the 
south could cause the spit to be breached.  Pending completion and review of the data 
collection and analysis efforts presently underway, there is uncertainty regarding the degree of 
risk of another breach occurring, as well as the nature and scope of any resultant impacts on 
the navigation project.  In view of this uncertainty, the USACE proposes to take action as 
necessary from FY19 through FY24 to preserve the status quo and protect against a breach 
recurrence until a definitive evaluation of the effects of another breach on the Federal interest 
in maintaining existing navigation project structures is complete.  
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1.3 Purpose 
The purpose of the proposed project is to continue, pending completion of the LTMS and 
implementation of its recommended measures, to preserve the status quo by protecting 
against an undue risk of the recurrence of a breach in the sand spit that connects South Jetty 
with the land mass to the south.  Placement of sand along South Beach and the western 
shoreline of Half Moon Bay (HMB), is necessary to provide, maintain, and protect navigation 
features, including the South Jetty and the Federal Navigation Channel.  Project actions would 
be implemented in FY19 through FY24 when surveys indicate that an undue risk of a breach is 
likely to occur based on trigger thresholds being met as described in Section 2.1 (see below).  

1.4  Location 
The project area is located in Westhaven State Park, Westport, Grays Harbor County, 
Washington (T16N, R12W, Section 1) on the coast in southwest Washington approximately 50 
nautical miles north of the entrance to the Columbia River.  The geographic location of the 
proposed action and project features are shown in Figures 1 and 2. 

 
Figure 1.  Project location 
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Figure 2.  Project Features 

2 Proposed Action 
Under the proposed action there are several options that could be undertaken depending on 
the specific triggering thresholds that are met (see Section 2.1 for explanations of triggering 
thresholds).  These options include: 1) place sand in the South Beach placement site; 2) place 
sand on the western curve of HMB beach; and 3) some combination of the two options.  If 
option #3 is implemented, a total of up to 90,000 cy of sand per event would be placed along 
South Beach and the western curve of HMB (see Figure 3, Placement Areas A and B).  Sand 
would be obtained from upland sources or from the Point Chehalis Revetment Extension 
Mitigation Site, and transported via trucks.  Greater detail on the specifics of sand placement is 
discussed below in Section 2.1.  Two triggering thresholds, which consider the specific 
conditions in light of ongoing erosion and the effects of storm events, have been established to 
guide the decision about whether a prescribed contingent interim action (responsive action) 
should be implemented.  Each threshold has a corresponding responsive action.  These 
triggering thresholds were established in order to make use of readily measurable and 
objectively verifiable indicators of risk of a breach occurring.  The triggering thresholds are set 
at a level that permits the USACE adequate response time to procure and implement the 
placement of sand once thresholds are reached.  The USACE conducts periodic inspections (on 
approximate three-month intervals) of the breach fill area to collect physical survey data on the 
elevations and topography of the South Beach Spit to determine when triggering thresholds are 
achieved. 

Action-triggering thresholds and corresponding responsive actions are discussed below. 
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Figure 3.  Sand Placement Area A (HMB) and Placement Area B (South Beach) 
 

2.1 Thresholds and Responsive Actions 

Threshold No.1:  The USACE determines through evaluation of pertinent survey data that 
15,000 cy of sand has eroded from the western curve of the HMB beach since the most recent 
sand placement event. 

Responsive Action No. 1:  Placement of up to 30,000 cy of clean sand along the western beach 
of Half Moon Bay (Figure 3, Placement Area A), above elevation +9 feet MLLW (i.e. mean higher 
high water).  Sand would be obtained from a suitable upland source or excavated from the 
Point Chehalis Revetment Extension Mitigation Site and truck-hauled on the existing state park 
access road.  Any quarry supplying the sand material would be required to match the relevant 
characteristics of the marine sands presently comprising the breach fill.  Minor grading would 
occur for pioneering an access route on the sand and for truck safety when bulldozing sand 
over the bank top.  No road building materials (i.e., rock) would be used in transporting the 
sand.  Material would be placed landward of the +9 foot MLLW contour line (i.e. mean higher 
high water contour) at its natural angle of repose to minimize impacts on intertidal ecology.  
Currents, wave action, and wind are expected to regrade and disperse this sand eastward along 
the beach and offshore in Half Moon Bay.  No in-water work would be performed.  Sand grain 
size would be consistent with existing beach sand grain size.  Care would be taken to minimize 
impacts to dune grass. 
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Threshold No. 2: The breach fill footprint south of the South Jetty is overtopped by water from 
the west from one or more storm events, resulting in avalanching of sediments from the dune 
into the intertidal region. 

Responsive Action No. 2:  Placement of up to 60,000 cy of clean sand on the South Beach side 
of the breach fill area (Figure 3, Placement Area B), above elevation +9 feet MLLW (i.e. mean 
higher high water).  The precise location and quantity of placed sand would be selected based 
on an analysis of the most effective means of responding to the observed overtopping 
conditions and the most efficacious means of addressing the risk of further overtopping and 
head-cutting.  Sand would be obtained from a suitable upland source or excavated from the 
Point Chehalis Revetment Extension Mitigation Site and truck-hauled on the existing state park 
access road.  Any quarry supplying the sand material would be required to match the relevant 
characteristics of the marine sands presently comprising the breach fill.  Minor grading would 
occur for pioneering an access route on the sand and for truck safety when bulldozing sand 
over the bank top.  No road building materials (i.e., rock) would be used in transporting the 
sand.  The excavated material would be end-dumped landward of the +9 foot MLLW contour 
line (i.e. mean higher high water contour line) at its natural angle of repose to minimize impacts 
on intertidal ecology.  Currents, wave action, and wind are expected to regrade and disperse 
this sand south along the beach and offshore.  No in-water work would be performed.  Sand 
grain size would be consistent with existing beach sand grain size.  Care would be taken to 
minimize impacts to dune grass. 

2.2 Detailed Description of the Sand Placement Responsive Action  
For the 3.1 acre HMB placement site (Figure 3, Placement Area A) up to 30,000 cy of sand 
material would be placed in each episode if Threshold No. 1 was triggered.  At the 5.8 acre 
South Beach placement site (Figure 3, Placement Area B), up to 60,000 cy of sand would be 
placed in each episode if Threshold No. 2 was triggered.  Sand placement at both sites would 
occur landward of MHHW at a location within the placement footprints depicted in Figure 3.  
Sand placement episodes in FY19 through FY24 would be contingent, both in timing and 
volume, on the analysis of needed placement and would be confined to the boundaries 
outlined in Figure 3.  Little, if any, native dune grass would be disturbed by the transportation 
and sand placement activities.  Minor grading could occur for pioneering a temporary access 
route on the sand.  Any material used to develop a temporary access route would be removed 
at the conclusion of the project.  Placement sites are almost devoid of vegetation (dune grass), 
but the USACE would make every effort to avoid vegetation impacts.  

Sand may be excavated from the Point Chehalis Revetment Extension Mitigation Site or sourced 
from another suitable upland site.  The Point Chehalis Revetment Extension Mitigation Site is 
situated landward of the Point Chehalis revetment extension constructed in 1999 (Figure 2).  
The Point Chehalis Revetment Extension Mitigation Site serves both as a cover for the buried 
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revetment as well as a source of material to nourish the HMB shoreline.  The Point Chehalis 
Revetment Extension Mitigation Site material would be periodically supplemented from future 
maintenance dredging activities within Grays Harbor (USACE 2011) or from another suitable 
upland site to ensure continued compliance with the obligations assumed in the Point Chehalis 
Revetment Extension Project Interagency Mitigation Agreement of October 7, 1998. 

Sand may be temporarily stockpiled on upland areas adjacent to the HMB shoreline.  The sand 
would then be pushed off the erosion scarp during low tides, into the area above the MHHW 
elevation.  By placing material uniformly over a larger area all at once, erosion of newly placed 
material may be minimized (i.e., no creation of small headlands to receive focused wave 
energy) and final placement would be timed so that the material would be placed at low tides 
and completely in the dry. 
 

2.3 Description of the Proposed 2019 Responsive Action 
The following data indicates both thresholds have been reached since the 2012 responsive 
action that placed 30,000 cy of sand on South Beach:   
  

1. Survey data from December 2018 indicate the western HMB shoreline has receded up 
to 50 feet between August 2014 and January 2019.  This amounts to a cumulative 
erosion above 15,000 cy, thus reaching Threshold No. 1. 

 
2. The 2015-2016 El Niño Winter resulted in higher than average water levels and 

overtopping of the breach fill footprint from the west resulted in dune avalanching 
during three distinct storm events.  These events occurred on 10 Dec 2015 (5-yr event), 
10 March 2016 (10-yr event), and 15 October 2016 (2-yr event), thus reaching Threshold 
No. 2. 

 
In order to restore the recommended level of protection to mitigate the risk of a breach, up to 
45,000 cy of sand is required to replenish the breach fill area in Placement Area B on the South 
Beach side and up to 20,000 cy is required on the western curve of HMB in Placement Area A 
(Figure 4).  Future sand placement episodes in FY20 through FY24 would be contingent, both in 
timing and volume, on the analysis of needed placement and would be confined to the 
boundaries outlined in Figure 3. 
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Figure 4.  Proposed 2019 Responsive Action 
 

2.4 Upland Sand Source Material 
Some of the placed material is expected to erode onto the intertidal area of South Beach 
and/or HMB.  To minimize effects to the ecology of the intertidal area the USACE would ensure 
that the composition of the upland source material would be of the same character as the 
existing breach fill material (see Tables 1 and 2).  The sands comprising the breach fill footprint, 
placed in response to the breach event of 1993, consisted of marine sands derived from 
dredging the adjoining South Reach and Entrance Channels of the Federal navigation project.  
Material for several subsequent placement events also originated from these navigation 
channel reaches; in some instances, the marine sands were first stored in the Point Chehalis 
Revetment Extension Mitigation Site on the eastern shore of HMB, prior to placement in the 
South Beach and/or HMB placement sites.  The 2012 placement event required importing sand 
from an upland source.  Sediment quality characteristics of the placed material would match 
those of the existing materials, so as to constitute no more than de minimis change in the 
character of the existing sands in the breach fill footprint, as long as the materials placed in 
each event are (1) marine sands dredged from the adjoining reaches of the navigation channel, 
or (2) sand material derived from an upland source meeting the parameters listed in Tables 1 
and 2 as well as the following physical and chemical criteria: 

• Particles of specific gravity less than 1.95 shall not exceed 2% by weight. 
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• Clay lumps shall not exceed 0.3% by weight. 
• Shale shall not exceed 2% by weight. 
• Wood waste shall not exceed 0.05% by weight. Material must meet chemical criteria 

for Puget Sound marine sediment quality standards listed in WAC 173-204-320. 
 

Table 1.  Comparison of sand characteristics (composition) in the breach fill and upland 
quarry contract requirements. 

Federal Outer Harbor Reach Sand Characteristics 
(documented sources for Point Chehalis Revetment 

Extension Mitigation Site) 

Contract Specific Sand 
Composition (upland quarry 

material) 
 Gravel Sand Fines Gravel Sand  Fines 
Average 2.8% 95.5% 1.6% 0 - 5% 90 - 100% 0 - 5% 
Range 0 - 21% 77.8 - 99.4% 0.2 - 9.3% 0 - 5% 90 - 100% 0 - 5% 

 
Table 2.  Percentage by weight passing by sieve (ASTM D422) 

Sieve Percent Passing 
#4 95-100 
#16 50-100 
#40 10-60 
#100 0-8 
#200 0-5 

 
2.5 Equipment 

The exact type of equipment used by a contractor is not known until the contract for the 
responsive action is awarded; however, the following equipment list identifies the general type 
of machinery used for sand placement projects: 
 

• Trucks or tracked vehicles  
• Dozer 
• Front-end loader  
• Bobcat  

 
2.6 Conservation Measures 

The USACE has developed a list of conservation measures and incorporated these into the 
proposed action to reduce environmental impacts of the proposed action. 
 
Sand Placement 
The USACE will address erosion at the South Beach Jetty site using soft engineering techniques 
that preserve the natural processes and conditions better than hard engineering techniques 
(e.g. rock, steel, concrete armor). 
 
 



CZM Consistency Determination   
FY 2019 to 2024 South Jetty Breach Fill Maintenance Project 11 

Thresholds 
The USACE will apply specific thresholds that must be met to take a responsive action.  Doing so 
establishes a proactive and planned USACE response to erosion at South Beach and HMB.  The 
USACE conducts site inspections every three months to determine if thresholds are triggered. 
 
Source Material 
Sediment quality characteristics of the placed material will match those of the existing 
materials, so as to constitute no more than de minimis change in the character of the existing 
sands in the breach fill footprint, as long as the materials placed in this action are (1) marine 
sands dredged from the adjoining reaches of the navigation channel that are stored in the Point 
Chehalis Revetment Extension Mitigation Site, or (2) sand material derived from an upland 
source meeting the parameters listed in Tables 1 and 2.  All material will be clean. 
 
Location 
Sand will be placed above the +9 MLLW contour line (MHHW) at its natural angle of repose to 
minimize impacts on intertidal ecology.  No in-water work will be conducted, avoiding direct 
impacts to the aquatic environment. 
 
Timing 
All work will occur between 15 September and 15 March to avoid and reduce impacts to 
western snowy plovers and streaked horned larks during their breeding season. 
 

3 Jurisdiction and Consistency Requirements 
The determination of this action’s consistency with the CZMA is based upon review of 
Washington’s CZM Program, Managing Washington’s Coast: Washington State’s Coastal Zone 
Management Program (Ecology Publication 00-06-029, February 2001); the Washington 
Administrative Code (WAC) Shoreline Management Act Titles; and the policies and standards of 
the adopted Grays Harbor County Shoreline Master Program (SMP) and City of Westport SMP. 

3.1 Consistency Requirements 
The USACE is seeking State concurrence with this CZMA Consistency Determination for the 
proposed maintenance actions (sand placement) at the South Jetty Breach Fill Area from the 
Washington Department of Ecology (Ecology) per CZMA Section 307 (c) and 15 CFR 930.34.  
Under Washington’s program, Federal projects that would affect land use, water use, or natural 
resources strive to demonstrate consistency with the enforceable policies of the approved 
State coastal zone management program.  Each of these policies are addressed below. 

3.1.1 State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) 
The proposed action is a Federal action subject to the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA), but not SEPA as there is no State action to be taken for this project.  The USACE is 
preparing a NEPA Supplemental Environmental Assessment (SEA) addressing the environmental 
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impacts of the proposed action.  We anticipate that we would issue the final SEA later in 2019 
and hope to demonstrate NEPA compliance via a Finding of No Significant Impact which is 
consistent with NEPA compliance completed for the 2004 EA and subsequent SEAs for this 
project. 

3.1.2 Clean Water Act (CWA) 
The CWA requires Federal agencies to protect waters of the United States.  The Act disallows 
the placement of dredged or fill material into waters of the U.S. unless it can be demonstrated 
disposal occurs in the least costly, environmentally acceptable manner, consistent with 
engineering requirements established for the project.  Sand placement would fall completely 
within the footprint of the previously authorized breach fill, and would utilize marine sands 
dredged from navigation channel sources identical to the existing sands, or sands derived from 
a suitable upland source meeting the same pertinent characteristics.  As the sand placement 
would not alter the character, scope, or design of the initial 1994 breach fill placement, the 
proposed action would constitute maintenance of a dike or similar structure, as the breach fill 
was constructed as an engineered barrier between the Pacific Ocean on one side, and Half 
Moon Bay and the City of Westport infrastructure on the other.  The breach fill is appropriately 
characterized as a “structure” even though it was not constructed with traditional durable 
materials, but with natural sands that were intended to mimic natural accretion, decretion, and 
erosion characteristics over time.  The consequences of these natural processes were intended 
to be addressed through maintenance on a periodic basis, as required, or through other 
responsive measures deemed necessary.  Thus, although not a typical dike, the breach fill is an 
engineered structure designed to control water, and such placements of material for repair and 
maintenance purposes are therefore exempt from the requirements of Section 404 under 
Section 404(f)(1)(B) of the Clean Water Act.  As no work subject to regulation under Section 404 
is being conducted, a Section 401 certification is not required.   

3.1.3 Clean Air Act (CAA) 
Section 176 of the Clean Air Act (CAA), 42 USC 7506(c), prohibits Federal agencies from 
approving any action that does not conform to an approved state or Federal implementation 
plan.  Some temporary mobile source emission releases are expected during construction (sand 
hauling and placement) activities; however, air quality is not expected to be affected to any 
significant degree.  The project constitutes a routine facility maintenance and repair activity, 
generating an increase in emissions that is clearly de minimis under 40 CFR 93.153 (c)(2)(iv), and 
is thus exempt from the CAA conformity requirements. 

3.1.4 Ocean Resources Management Act 
The proposed action includes sites that are upland.  The enforceable policies of Chapter 43.143 
RCW apply to coastal waters of the Pacific Ocean from three miles seaward to the boundary of 
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the 200-mile exclusive economic zone.  As the proposed action occurs in uplands, there will be 
no impact to coastal or marine resources or uses.  

3.1.5 Energy Facility Site-Evaluation Council 
The proposed project does not involve siting of energy facilities in the State of Washington and 
does not apply to the proposed action. 

3.1.6 Shoreline Management Act  
The determination of consistency with the CZMA for this proposed action is based on review of 
the policies and standards of the Shoreline Management Plans for the City of Westport, as well 
as Grays Harbor County, Washington, as defined in RCW 90.58 and WAC Chapter 173-26.  
Applicable sections of each plan appear below with details on how the proposed USACE sand 
placement activities are consistent with each in bold italics. 

4 Consistency Determination 
4.1 City of Westport Shoreline Master Program 

The City of Westport implemented the SMA through preparation of a SMP (Title 17- Westport 
Zoning Ordinance, Chapter 17.32), adopted April 28, 1998.  The SMP was updated May 15, 
2017.  The City of Westport SMP includes goals, policies, and regulations.  Goals provide the 
basis for the more detailed SMP shoreline use environments, policies, regulations, and 
administrative procedures.  Policies are broad statements of intention.  Regulations are 
requirements that are necessary to implement the policies.  Together they provide direction 
and context for the specific policies and regulations in the Program.  

The City of Westport SMP describes the shoreline environment designations that are applied to 
each shoreline reach.  According to RCW 35.21.160, the city’s shoreline jurisdiction extends 
offshore to the three-mile territorial limit of the state in the Pacific Ocean and to the middle of 
the marine channel between the cities of Ocean Shores and Westport and extends to the 
middle of Grays Harbor.  Waterward of the ordinary high water mark (OHWM) along HMB is 
designated as Aquatic, while landward of the OHWM is designated as Urban Conservancy for 
the western half of the beach.  Each relevant section of the City of Westport SMP appears 
below with the USACE description of how the proposed Federal action is consistent with the 
code in bold italic text. 

3. Shoreline Environment 
3.1 Shoreline Environment Designation System 
3.1.5 Urban Conservancy 
A. Purpose 

The Urban Conservancy shoreline environment designation is intended to provide for ecological 
protection and rehabilitation in relatively underdeveloped areas of shoreline jurisdiction, while 
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allowing water-oriented and non-water oriented recreational development, and limited 
development suitable to lands characterized by ecological and flood hazard constraints.  

Consistent.  The western portion of the beach along HMB is designated as Urban Conservancy 
shoreline.  Sand placement adjacent to the South Jetty will maintain the existing ecological 
functions of the existing dune between South Beach and HMB while maintaining access to the 
South Jetty.  The proposed action maintains an existing structure/feature and will not conflict 
with physical or visual access.  

C. Management Policies 
Development within the Urban Conservancy shoreline environment designation shall be 
consistent with the following policies: 

1. Allow uses that preserve the natural character of the shoreline environment designation, 
promote preservation of open space, floodplain, or critical areas directly, or over the long-term 
as the primary allowed uses.  Allow uses that result in restoration of ecological functions if the 
use is otherwise compatible with the purpose of the environment and setting. 

Consistent.  Sand placement will preserve the natural character of the shoreline and maintain 
the ecological functions of South Beach and HMB. 

2. Implement public access and public recreation objectives whenever feasible and significant 
ecological impacts can be mitigated. 

Consistent.  Public access will be temporarily impacted during sand placement.  Post 
construction, access to the South Jetty will be maintained for recreational purposes.  Sand 
placement will preserve the natural character of the shoreline and maintain the ecological 
functions of South Beach and HMB 

3. Give preferred water-oriented uses priority instead of non-water-oriented uses.  Water-
dependent and recreational development should be given highest priority. 

Consistent.  Maintaining the sand spit connecting the South Jetty with the mainland 
maintains water-oriented use by nourishing the beaches of South Beach and HMB and 
maintains public access for recreational purposes. 

4. Water-dependent and recreational and water-enjoyment recreation facilities, angling, and 
wildlife viewing trails are preferred uses, provided significant adverse impacts to the shoreline 
are mitigated. 

Consistent.  Maintaining the sand spit connecting the South Jetty with the mainland will 
maintain water-dependent and recreational and water-enjoyment recreation facilities, 
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angling, and wildlife viewing.  Sand placement will maintain access to the South Jetty and 
also maintain the hydrological functions of South Beach and HMB. 

6. Ensure that standards for new development for shoreline stabilization measures, vegetation 
conservation, water quality, and shoreline modifications do not result in a net loss of ecological 
functions or degrade other shoreline values. 

Consistent.  Maintaining the sand spit connecting the South Jetty with the mainland will not 
affect water quality as no fill will be placed below mean higher high water.  Sand placement 
will maintain the shoreline in its current ecological and hydrological state. 

4. General Policies & Regulations 
4.2 Archaeological and Historic Resources  
4.2.1 Policies 

A. Encourage consultation with professional archaeologists and historians to identify areas 
containing potentially valuable archaeological or historic resources, and establish procedures 
for protecting, and if necessary, salvaging the resource.  Appropriate agencies to consult 
include, but are not limited to, the Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation 
(DAHP), the Confederated Tribes of the Chehalis Reservation, the Shoalwater Bay Tribe, and the 
Quinault Indian Tribe. 

Consistent.  The USACE has determined that no historic properties will be affected by 
continued maintenance of the sand spit connecting the South Jetty to the mainland. The 
USACE has initiated Section 106 consultation with affected Tribes and DAHP and will 
complete it prior to finalizing the NEPA process. 

C. Preserve archeological or historic sites permanently for scientific study and public 
observation whenever feasible. 

Consistent.  The USACE has determined that no historic properties will be affected by 
continued maintenance of the sand spit connecting the South Jetty to the mainland. 

D. Prevent the destruction of or damage to a site that has been inadvertently uncovered and 
has historic, cultural, scientific, or educational value as identified by the appropriate authorities, 
including affected tribes and the DAHP. 

Consistent.  The USACE has determined that no historic properties will be affected by 
continued maintenance of the sand spit connecting the South Jetty to the mainland. 
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E. Design and operate the proposed development to be compatible with the continued 
protection of the site, where development or demolition activity is proposed adjacent to an 
identified archaeological or historic site. 

Consistent.  The USACE has determined that no historic properties will be affected by 
continued maintenance of the sand spit connecting the South Jetty to the mainland. 

4.2.2 Regulations 

A. Upon receipt of application for a shoreline permit or request for a statement of exemption 
for development on properties within 500 feet of a site known to contain a historic, cultural, or 
archaeological resource(s), the city shall require a cultural resource site assessment. The site 
assessment shall be conducted by a professional archaeologist or historic preservation 
professional, as applicable, to determine the presence of historic or archaeological resources. 
The fee for the services of the professional archaeologist or historic preservation professional 
shall be paid by the landowner or responsible party. 

Consistent.  The USACE has determined that no historic properties will be affected by 
continued maintenance of the sand spit connecting the South Jetty to the mainland. 

B. Where a professional archaeologist has identified an area or site as having significant value, 
or where an area or site is listed in local, state, or federal historical registers, the Shoreline 
Administrator may condition the development approval to preserve the features.  Potential 
conditions may include measures to preserve or retrieve the resources, modify the site 
development plan to reduce impacts, or mitigate the impacts as authorized through SEPA, or 
other local, state, or federal laws. 

Consistent.  The USACE has determined that no historic properties will be affected by 
continued maintenance of the sand spit connecting the South Jetty to the mainland. 

C. The applicant shall stop work immediately and contact the city, the DAHP, and affected tribes 
if any archaeological resources are uncovered during work within shoreline jurisdiction. 

Consistent. The USACE has determined that no historic properties will be affected by 
continued maintenance of the sand spit connecting the South Jetty to the mainland, but will 
take appropriate measures if any resources are uncovered during work. 

4.3 Environmental Impacts and Mitigation 
4.3.1 Policy 

A. Avoid or mitigate impacts to shoreline jurisdiction to ensure the standards of no net loss to 
function are met 
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Consistent.  The proposed action will preserve the status quo of the shoreline and maintain 
the current ecological functions of South Beach and HMB. 

B. Where required, mitigation measures shall be applied in the following sequence of steps 
listed in order of priority: 

1. Avoiding the impact altogether by not taking a certain action or parts of an action; 
2. Minimizing impacts by limiting the degree or magnitude of the action and its implementation 
by using appropriate technology or by taking affirmative steps to avoid or reduce impacts; 
3. Rectifying the impact by repairing, rehabilitating, or restoring the affected environment; 
4. Reducing or eliminating the impact over time by preservation and maintenance operations; 
5. Compensating for the impact by replacing, enhancing, or providing substitute resources or 
environments; and 
6. Monitoring the impact and the compensation projects and taking appropriate corrective 
measures. 
 
C. In determining appropriate mitigation measures applicable to development in shoreline 
jurisdiction, lower priority measures should be applied only where higher priority measures are 
determined to be infeasible or inapplicable.  

D. Mitigation shall not be required that exceeds what is necessary to assure the development 
will result in no net loss of ecological functions in shoreline jurisdiction. 

E. When compensatory measures are appropriate pursuant to the mitigation priority sequence 
above, preferential consideration shall be given to measures that replace the impacted 
functions directly and in the immediate vicinity of the impact.  However, alternative 
compensatory mitigation measures that have been identified within a watershed plan, and 
address limiting factors or other critical resource conservation needs in shoreline jurisdiction 
may be authorized.  Authorization of compensatory mitigation measures may require 
appropriate safeguards, terms, or conditions as necessary to ensure no net loss of ecological 
functions. 

Consistent (with 4.3.1 [B-E]). Maintaining the sand spit connecting the South Jetty with the 
mainland follows the general sequence of steps in 4.3.1(B), and primarily avoids 
environmental impacts through the use of best management practices (BMPs) and avoidance 
measures. 

4.4 Critical Areas and Shoreline Vegetation Conservation 
4.4.1 Policies 
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A. Ensure no net loss of shoreline ecological functions through the effective integration of the 
SMP with critical areas regulations. 
B. Include critical areas objectives in the protection and restoration of degraded ecological 
functions and ecosystem-wide processes. 
C. Balance the various facets of the SMP in critical area regulations, including public access, 
water-dependent uses, aesthetic considerations, and the maintenance of shoreline ecological 
functions. 
D. Protect and restore ecological functions and ecosystem-wide processes provided by native 
vegetation along shorelines. 
E. Explore opportunities to eliminate non-native vegetation and invasive species and encourage 
the planting and enhancement of native vegetation within shoreline jurisdiction. 
F. Prohibit speculative vegetation removal within shoreline jurisdiction. 
G. Replant cleared and disturbed sites promptly after completion of any clearance or 
construction with native vegetation in those locations where there was previously native 
vegetation or with other species in those areas previously vegetated with non-native or 
ornamental species. 
H. Allow the selective pruning of trees for safety and view protection unless specifically 
prohibited in SMP Appendix 2: Critical Areas Regulations. 
I. Conduct removal of invasive aquatic vegetation in a manner that minimizes adverse impacts 
to native plant communities and wildlife habitats, and appropriately handles and disposes of 
weed materials and attached sediments. 
J. Permit clearing of vegetation associated with dike or levee maintenance as necessary to 
provide protection from flood hazards. 
 
Consistent (with 4.4.1 [A-J]).  This action will avoid disturbance of native plants, as native 
plants are not present in the placement sites or access corridors.  Maintaining the sand spit 
connecting the South Jetty with the mainland will preserve the status quo of the shoreline and 
maintain the current ecological functions of South Beach and HMB.   

4.4.2 Regulations 
A. General Regulations 

1. Whether or not a shoreline permit or written statement of exemption is required, the 
provisions of this section shall apply to all uses, alterations, or developments within shoreline 
jurisdiction or shoreline buffers.  All shoreline uses and activities shall be located, designed, 
constructed, and managed to protect the ecological functions and ecosystem wide processes 
provided by critical areas and shoreline vegetation.  
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2. The critical areas regulations found in SMP Appendix 2: Critical Areas Regulations are integral 
and applicable to the SMP.  All uses and development occurring within critical areas or their 
buffers within shoreline Jurisdiction shall comply with these regulations. 
3. Uses and development may be subject to both shoreline buffers and additional buffers due 
to presence of wetlands, Type S waters, habitats for federally listed threatened or endangered 
species, or other critical areas.  These additional buffers would be measured from the edge of 
the critical area and not necessarily added to the shoreline buffers unless the critical area was 
adjacent to or contiguous with the shoreline waterbody. 
4. If there are any conflicts or unclear distinctions between the provisions of SMP Appendix 2: 
Critical Areas Regulations and this section, the requirements most consistent with the SMA and 
most protective of the resource shall apply, as determined by the Shoreline Administrator. 
5. Within shoreline jurisdiction, critical area review, approval, notice, and appeal 
periods/processes shall be integrated with the associated shoreline permit or exemption found 
in SMP chapter 7: Shoreline Administration. 
6. Within shoreline jurisdiction, applicants seeking relief from the provisions of SMP Appendix 
2: Critical Areas Regulations shall apply for a shoreline variance under SMP Section 7.04.03. 
7. The provisions of SMP Appendix 2: Critical Areas Regulations do not extend shoreline 
jurisdiction beyond the limits specified in SMP Section 1.06 Shoreline Jurisdiction. 
 
Consistent (with 4.4.2 A. 1-7).  Maintaining the sand spit connecting the South Jetty to the 
mainland is consistent with the shoreline buffer zones.  Sand placement is designed, 
constructed and managed to protect the ecological functions and ecosystem wide processes 
by maintaining the hydrologic functions of South Beach and HMB.  The maintenance of the 
spit (an existing structure) is an allowed activity under the provisions of the SMP Appendix 2 
provided it does not alter or increase impacts to critical areas or buffers or increase risk to life 
or property. 

D. General Buffer Regulations 

1. Shoreline Buffers. The following new uses and activities are allowed within shoreline buffers 
without a shoreline variance, when located, constructed, and maintained in a manner that 
minimizes adverse impacts on shoreline ecological functions, and when otherwise in 
compliance with this SMP 

a. Uses and activities outlined in SMP Appendix 2: Section 1.05: Allowed Activities, when 
consistent with all other applicable provisions of the SMP. 

b. Accessory Uses. Uses and development accessory to water –dependent uses shall be located 
outside the shoreline buffer unless at least one of the following criteria is me: 
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1) A location in the shoreline buffer is necessary for operation of the primary water-
dependent use or development, such as a road to a boat launch facility; or 

2) The accessory use is on legally established public lands and is primarily related to 
access, enjoyment, and use of the water; and the use does not conflict with or limit 
opportunities for the other water-oriented uses.  

c. Essential Public Facilities.  Essential public facilities, as defined by RCW 36.70A.200, may be 
located and expanded in the shoreline buffer if the use cannot be reasonably accommodated or 
accomplished outside of the standard or reduced shoreline buffer. 

1) Proposals for essential public facilities must demonstrate that alternative sites that 
meet facility requirements are not available. 

2) These uses must be designed and located to minimize intrusion into the shoreline 
buffer and shall be consistent with the mitigation sequence in SMP Section 4.03 and 
comply with SMP Appendix 2: Critical Areas Regulations, as modified in SMP Section 
4.04.02(A) above. 

3) Impacts to the shoreline buffer shall be fully mitigated. 

d. Water-oriented education, scientific research, and passive recreational uses. These uses may 
include, but are not limited to fishing, bird watching, hiking, hunting, boating, horseback riding, 
skiing, swimming, canoeing, and bicycling.  Such uses are allowed within shoreline buffers 
provided the use does not include construction except as follows: wildlife viewing structures 
and permeable trails or raised boardwalks may be allowed within shoreline and wetland buffers 
in accordance with the mitigation sequence in SMP Section 4.03 and comply with SMP 
Appendix 2: Critical Areas Regulations, as modified in SMP Section 4.04.02(A) above. 

e. Site investigative work necessary for land use applications submittals such as surveys, soil 
logs, drainage tests, and other related work, including monitoring of restoration or mitigation 
sites.  In every case, shoreline buffer impacts should be avoided or minimized and disturbed 
areas shall be immediately restored. 

f. Shoreline modifications in conformance with the applicable provisions found in SMP Chapter 
6: Shoreline Modification Policies & Regulations. 

2. Critical Areas Buffers.  The uses and activities allowed within critical areas buffers in SMP 
Appendix 2:  Critical Areas Regulations, may be allowed without a shoreline variance, when 
located, constructed, and maintained in a manner that minimizes adverse impacts on shoreline 
ecological functions, and in compliance with the SMP 
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Consistent (with 4.4.2 D. 1-2).  Maintaining the sand spit connecting the South Jetty to the 
mainland is consistent with the shoreline buffer zones and actions are designed to maintain 
the status quo of shoreline ecological functions.  

E. Vegetation Conservation Standards. 

2. Authorized uses shall be designed to avoid removing existing native vegetation to the 
maximum extent feasible within shoreline and critical areas buffers consistent with safe 
construction practices, and other provisions of this section.  Any impacts to existing native 
vegetation must follow the mitigation sequence in SMP Section 4.03 above and comply with 
SMP Appendix 2: Critical Areas Regulation, as modified in SMP Section 4.04.02(A) above. 

Consistent.  Maintaining the sand spit connecting the South Jetty will avoid impacts to native 
plants as native vegetation does not occur in the placement sites or access corridors.  Due to 
numerous natural and human disturbances in the past few decades the breach fill area is 
largely devoid of vegetation.  

4. Removal of native vegetation from shoreline buffers must be compensated at a minimum 1:1 
ratio, which the Shoreline Administrator may increase if necessary to assure no net loss of 
shoreline ecological functions.  Increases may be necessary to compensate for temporal losses, 
uncertainty of performance, and differences in ecological functions and values. 

Consistent.  This action would continue the status quo by adding material, as necessary, to 
the South Beach and HMB placement sites above MHHW, reducing the likelihood of a breach 
occurring. This in turn would continue the present situation by maintaining the sand spit and 
allowing the continued presence of vegetation in some areas of the breach fill area, but 
primarily in areas to the south of the placement sites (European beach grass, Scot’s broom 
and Himalayan blackberry).  Native vegetation does not occur in the placement sites or access 
corridors.. 
 
5. Mitigation ratios shall be based on a scientifically valid measures of habitat function, value, 
and area.  Critical area reports shall include a description of how the proposal complies with the 
mitigation sequence in SMP Section 4.03 and how mitigations areas will be monitored and 
maintained to ensure no net loss of shoreline ecological functions. 

Consistent.  No direct mitigation measures are planned as impacts to native plants are not 
anticipated. 

7. Clearing of invasive, noxious non-native vegetation in shoreline buffers is allowed by hand 
labor or with light equipment.  Removal of noxious weeds as listed by the state in Chapter 16-
750 WAC is allowed in a manner consistent with Washington State Noxious Weed Control 
Board regulations.  Native vegetation shall be promptly reestablished in the disturbed area. 
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Consistent.  If noxious non-native vegetation is removed it will be disposed of according to 
State and local regulations. 

F. Re-vegetation 

1. Surfaces that are cleared of vegetation in shoreline or critical area buffers, aside from normal 
maintenance described in SMP Section 4.04.02(E)(6), and are not developed must be replanted 
within one year.  Replanted areas shall be planted and maintained such that within three years 
the vegetation cover is at least 90% reestablished.  Areas that fail to reestablish vegetation 
adequately shall be replanted with approved plant materials until the plantings are viable.  Re-
vegetation areas will be maintained in good growing condition, and kept free of noxious weeds, 
and with removal of dead of dying plants for a five-year monitoring period. 

Consistent.  Maintaining the sand spit connecting the South Jetty to the mainland will avoid 
impacts to native plants, as they are not present in the placements sites or access corridors.  
Due to numerous natural and human disturbances in the breach fill area over the past few 
decades the area is largely un-vegetated. 

4.05 Dune Management 
4.5.1 Policies 

A. Manage dunes to reduce hazards to human life and property from natural or human-induced 
actions. 

Consistent.  Maintaining the sand spit connecting the South Jetty with the mainland is 
necessary to provide, maintain, and protect navigation features, including the South Jetty and 
the Federal Navigation Channel.   

B. Provide for diverse and appropriate use of dune areas consistent with their ecological, 
recreational, aesthetic, and economic values.  

Consistent.  Maintaining the sand spit connecting the South Jetty with the mainland will 
preserve the status quo by protecting against an undue risk of the recurrence of a breach in 
the sand spit.  Ecological and hydrological functions of both South Beach and HMB will be 
maintained.  The action will only have minor temporary effects to aesthetics, recreation, or 
economic values. 

4.5.2 Regulations 
A. General 

1. Dunes in shoreline jurisdiction shall be managed to conserve, protect, develop where 
appropriate, and restore where suitable the resources and benefits of the beach 
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Consistent.  Sand placement adjacent to the South Jetty will maintain the existing ecological 
functions of the existing dune between South Beach and HMB. 

3. The height if development in the dune areas shall be according to Table 5-3: Shoreline Height 
Limits- Pacific Ocean.  Dune modification shall be allowed consistent with state and federal 
regulations when it will not result in a net loss of shoreline ecological functions. 

Consistent.  The sand placement will restore eroded areas to their maintained height of +35 
feet MLLW. 

4.8 Public Access 
4.8.1 Policies 

A. Protect and enhance the public’s visual and physical access to shorelines of the state to the 
greatest extent feasible 

Consistent.  Sand placement will preserve the status quo of the shoreline, maintain the 
current ecological functions on South Beach and HMB and maintain physical access to the 
South Jetty. 

B. Increase the amount and diversity of public access opportunities to shorelines where 
consistent with the natural shoreline character, property rights, and public safety. 

Consistent.  Sand placement will preserve the status quo of the shoreline and maintain the 
current ecological functions of South Beach and HMB. 

C. Maintain, enhance, and increase public access in accordance with the following priorities 
unless found infeasible: 

1. Maintain existing public access sites and facilities, right-of-way, and easements. 

Consistent.  Sand placement will preserve the status quo of the shoreline, maintain the 
current ecological functions of South Beach and HMB and maintain physical access to the 
South Jetty. 

E. Ensure that development does not impair or detract from public access to the water through 
standards for design, construction, and operation.  

G. Development, uses and activities on or near the shoreline should not impair or detract from 
the public’s visual access to the water. 

Consistent.  The placement of sand will not affect visual access to the water. 

4.8.2 Regulations 
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A. Public access shall be designed to achieve no net loss of ecological functions.  Where 
impacts are identified, mitigation shall be required. 

Consistent.  Sand placement on the sand spit connecting the South Jetty with the mainland 
will maintain the ecological functions at South Beach and HMB.  

B. Public access shall be required for the following shoreline developments and uses: 

4. All other development not subject to the restrictions in SMP Section 4.8.2(C). 

Consistent.  This action will not restrict public access.  During sand placement activities access 
will be temporarily restricted at the placement site. 

5. Specific Shoreline use Policies & Regulations 
5.2 General Shoreline Use 
5.2.1 Policies 
F. Do not permit uses where they would result in a net loss of shoreline ecological functions, 
adversely affect the quality or extent of habitat for native species, adversely affect other 
habitat conservation areas, or interfere with navigation or other water-dependent uses. 

Consistent.  No aspect of the action will permanently alter existing ecological functions.  Sand 
placement on the sand spit connecting the South Jetty with the mainland will maintain the 
ecological functions at South Beach and HMB. 

G. Avoid adverse impacts to the shoreline or, if that is not feasible, minimize to the extent 
feasible and mitigate unavoidable impacts. 

Consistent.  Sand placement on the sand spit connecting the South Jetty with the mainland 
will maintain the ecological functions at South Beach and HMB. 

6. Shoreline Modification Policies & Regulations 
6.2 General Shoreline Modification Provisions 
6.2.1 Policies 

A. Ensure shoreline modifications individually and cumulatively do not result in a net loss of 
ecological functions. 

Consistent.  Sand placement on the sand spit connecting the South Jetty with the mainland 
will maintain the ecological functions at South Beach and HMB. 

6.2.2 Regulations 
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D. Shoreline modifications must be designed and located to ensure that they will not result in a 
net loss of shoreline ecological functions or will not have significant adverse impacts to 
shoreline uses, resources, and values provided for in RCW 90.58.020 

Consistent.  Sand placement on the sand spit connecting the South Jetty and the mainland will 
preserve the status quo of the ecological functions at South Beach and HMB, and will not 
have significant adverse impacts to shoreline uses, resources, and values in RCW 90.58.020. 

E. Shoreline modifications and use shall be designed and managed to prevent degradation of 
water quality and alteration of natural hydrographic conditions. 

Consistent.  Sand placement on the sand spit connecting the South Jetty and the mainland will 
not affect water quality as all fill will be placed above MHHW.  This action will maintain the 
status quo of the hydrographic conditions at South Beach and HMB. 

6.3 Clearing, Grading, and Fill 

Clearing, grading, and fill are the activities associated with preparing a site for development, as 
well as physically altering topography. The clearing and grading regulations in this section apply 
to activities landward of the OHWM and fill activity applies both waterward and landward of 
the OHWM 

6.3.2 Regulations 

A. All clearing, grading, and fill shall be located, designed, and constructed to protect shoreline 
ecological functions and ecosystem-wide processes. 

Consistent.  The placement of fill and grading of fill materials will be located above MHHW 
and will maintain the current ecological functions at South Beach and HMB.  

B. Clearing, grading, and fill shall be minimized to the extent feasible and only allowed when 
necessary to accommodate an approved shoreline use of development. 

Consistent.  Grading and fill will be limited to the South Beach and HMB sites and placed as 
needed to maintain the sand spit to maintain the status quo. 

H. Grading, fill, and beach nourishment shall be designed to blend physically and visually with 
the existing topography whenever feasible, so as not to interfere with lawful access and 
enjoyment of scenery. 

Consistent.  Grading and fill will be limited to the South Beach and HMB sites and placed as 
needed.  Sand placement will not interfere with access and enjoyment of scenery. 
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4.2 County of Grays Harbor Shoreline Master Program 
Grays Harbor County implemented the SMA through the preparation of a SMP, adopted on 
June 3, 1974 (Resolution #7419) and updated on April 5, 2002.  The applicable portions of this 
SMP appear below with the USACE consistency determination indicated in bold italic text. 

Chapter 2.  Shoreline Management Policies, Activity Policies, 9. Shoreline Works and 
Structures (SWS): 

d. SWS should minimize and/or compensate adverse effects on beach sand movement 
and further, minimize alteration of the natural shoreline.  

Consistent. Sand placement on the sand spit connecting the South Jetty and the mainland will 
maintain the status quo of the ecological and hydrographic conditions at South Beach and 
HMB. 

Chapter 2.  Shoreline Management Policies, Amenity Policies, 1. Visual Enhancement. 

c. The natural shoreline configuration should be preserved to protect scenic beauty.  The 
leveling of hills and dunes, the filling of troughs or the terracing of slopes are other activities 
which can have the effect of creating an unnatural and visually unappealing shoreland 
configuration. 

Consistent.  The project is designed to preserve the status quo of the spit connecting the 
mainland to the South Jetty, preserving the shoreline configuration and current visual appeal. 

Chapter 2.  Shoreline Management Policies, Amenity Policies, 3 Archeological Areas and Historic 
Sites 

a. Where possible local government should consult professional archeologists to identify areas 
containing potentially valuable archeological data, and to establish procedures for salvaging the 
data. 

Consistent.  Several cultural resources surveys have been conducted for previous USACE 
projects within the vicinity of Grays Harbor.  In 1984, Shapiro and Associates conducted a 
survey for historic sunken shipwrecks.  Based on the information they compiled there are no 
shipwrecks within the vicinity of the project (Shapiro and Associates 1984).  In 2002, USACE 
conducted a cultural resource survey of the project area and determined that the project area 
is composed of recent dredge spoil fill and twentieth-century sand dune deposits.  The USACE 
determined that no historic properties would be affected by project (Kent 2003).  The State 
Historic Preservation Officer concurred with the determination in correspondence with USACE 
in September 2003. 
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d. The National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 and Chapter 43.51 RCW are hereby adopted 
as policies of this Master Program and their administration and enforcement is encouraged.  

Consistent.  The project footprint has not increased since the 1994 initial breach fill project.  
The project does not involve any excavation but adds additional material to a highly 
disturbed site that has had multiple episodes of material added to it throughout the years 
caused by high-energy and strong natural erosive properties.  The nature of the undertaking 
(maintenance work associated with an existing USACE structure) is of a type that has No 
Potential to Cause Effects to Historic Properties.  The USACE has initiated Section 106 
consultation with affected Tribes and DAHP and will complete it prior to finalizing the NEPA 
process. 

Chapter 2.  Shoreline Management Policies, Environment Policies, 5. Ocean Beach Environment. 

a. The Ocean Beach Environment is intended to apply to the beach, dune and upland areas 
associated with the Pacific Ocean.  The environment is intended to preserve the natural 
systems and amenities which attract people to the area while providing for development of 
accommodations and services related to and necessary for support of human use of the beach 
areas. 

Consistent.  The project is designed to prevent undue risk of recurrence of a breach and to 
maintain the existing ocean shoreline.  If a breach between South Beach and Half Moon Bay 
appears to be imminent, up to 60,000 cubic yards of sand will be placed at the South Beach 
placement site (Figure 3, Placement Area B).  This maintains the status quo of the ecological 
functions of this area. 

Chapter 2.  Shoreline Management Policies, Administration Policies, 2. Shorelines of 
Statewide Significance.   

d.1. Leaving undeveloped those areas that contain a unique or fragile natural resource. 

Consistent.  The project will protect the resources and ecology of HMB and South Beach. 

Chapter 22, Conservancy Environment Regulations, 1. Purpose 

The Conservancy Environment Regulations are intended to protect lands, wetlands, and water 
of economic, recreational, and natural value.  Development for purposes which would be 
detrimental to resources capability and utilization is not permitted.  

Consistent.  This action is to maintain the sand spit connecting the South Jetty to the 
mainland.  This protects the economic, recreational, and natural value of both South Beach 
and HMB. 
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5 Conclusion 
Based on the preceding evaluation, USACE has determined that the proposed maintenance of 
the sand spit connecting the South Jetty with the mainland, complies with the policies, general 
conditions, and general activities specified in the City of Westport SMP and the Grays Harbor 
County SMP.  Taking into consideration the evaluation of consistency with the other enforceable 
policies, the proposed action is thus considered to be consistent to the maximum extent 
practicable with the enforceable policies of the approved State of Washington Coastal Zone 
Management Program. 
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