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City of Longview
Community Development

SEPA ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST
Purpose of checklist:
Governmental agencies use this checklist to help determine whether the environmental impacts of your
proposal are significant. This information is also helpful to determine if available avoidance, minimization
or compensatory mitigation measures will address the probable significant impacts or if an environmental
impact statement will be prepared to further analyze the proposal.
Instructions for applicants: [help]
This environmental checklist asks you to describe some basic information about your proposal. Please
answer each question accurately and carefully, to the best of your knowledge. You may need to consult
with an agency specialist or private consultant for some questions. You may use “not applicable” or
"does not apply" only when you can explain why it does not apply and not when the answer is unknown.
You may also attach or incorporate by reference additional studies reports. Complete and accurate
answers to these questions often avoid delays with the SEPA process as well as later in the decisionmaking process.
The checklist questions apply to all parts of your proposal, even if you plan to do them over a period of
time or on different parcels of land. Attach any additional information that will help describe your proposal
or its environmental effects. The agency to which you submit this checklist may ask you to explain your
answers or provide additional information reasonably related to determining if there may be significant
adverse impact.
Instructions for Lead Agencies:
Please adjust the format of this template as needed. Additional information may be necessary to
evaluate the existing environment, all interrelated aspects of the proposal and an analysis of adverse
impacts. The checklist is considered the first but not necessarily the only source of information needed to
make an adequate threshold determination. Once a threshold determination is made, the lead agency is
responsible for the completeness and accuracy of the checklist and other supporting documents.
Use of checklist for nonproject proposals: [help]
For nonproject proposals (such as ordinances, regulations, plans and programs), complete the applicable
parts of sections A and B plus the SUPPLEMENTAL SHEET FOR NONPROJECT ACTIONS (part D). Please
completely answer all questions that apply and note that the words "project," "applicant," and "property or
site" should be read as "proposal," "proponent," and "affected geographic area," respectively. The lead
agency may exclude (for non-projects) questions in Part B - Environmental Elements –that do not
contribute meaningfully to the analysis of the proposal.
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A. background [help]
1. Name of proposed project, if applicable: [help]
Pacific Coast Fertilizer Project
2. Name of applicant: [help]
Pacific Coast Fertilizer LLC (PCF)
3. Address and phone number of applicant and contact person: [help]
Scott Charpentier
Pacific Coast Fertilizer LLC (PCF)
363 North Sam Houston Parkway East, Suite 1710,
Houston, Texas 77060
360-430-6762
4. Date checklist prepared: [help]
September, 29, 2017
5. Agency requesting checklist: [help]
City of Longview
6. Proposed timing or schedule (including phasing, if applicable): [help]
PCF anticipates construction of the proposal to begin in early to mid-2019, following receipt of
necessary permits and approvals.
7. Do you have any plans for future additions, expansion, or further activity related to or
connected with this proposal? If yes, explain. [help]
No plans for future additions, expansion, or further activity related to or connected with the proposed
project are anticipated.
8. List any environmental information you know about that has been prepared, or will be
prepared, directly related to this proposal. [help]
The following environmental analyses are anticipated to be prepared for the proposed project:
x Wetland Delineation Report
x Summary of Wetlands and Waters Permitting Memorandum
x Ordinary High Water Mark (OHWM) Determination and Priority Habitat Species (PHS) Data
Review Memorandum
x Longview Berth Assessment
x Preliminary Geotechnical Assessment
x Noise Impact Analysis
x Phase 1 Environmental Site Assessment
x Cultural Resources Survey
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Plumbing, Electrical, Mechanical and Fire
Safety Permits

City of Longview

Commercial Demolition Permit

City of Longview

Special Property Use Permit

City of Longview

Grading Permit

City of Longview/ Cowlitz County

ROW Permit

City of Longview/ Cowlitz County

Shoreline Substantial Development Permit
(SSDP)

Cowlitz County

Oversized Transport Permit

Cowlitz County

Air Discharge Permit

Southwest Clean Air Agency (SWCAA)
Three Rivers Regional Wastewater Authority
(TRRWA)

Pretreatment Permit

11. Give brief, complete description of your proposal, including the proposed uses and
the size of the project and site. There are several questions later in this checklist that
ask you to describe certain aspects of your proposal. You do not need to repeat those
answers on this page. (Lead agencies may modify this form to include additional
specific information on project description.) [help]
Pacific Coast Fertilizer LLC (PCF), a joint venture between Saturn Ferrostaal Gas Chemicals LLC
(“SFSGC”) and Ferrostaal Topsøe Projects Inc. (“FTP”), is proposing to construct and operate a midscale fertilizer manufacturing facility (Facility) in the city of Longview, Washington (Attachment 1 –
Figure 1). The project would manufacture fertilizer by processing natural gas into anhydrous ammonia
(ammonia), temporarily store the ammonia on site, and transfer and load ammonia for shipping off site
via tanker trucks and marine vessels. The project would consist of the following main elements: natural
gas supply; ammonia manufacturing; ammonia storage; tanker truck loading; ammonia transfer to the
salt dock; and marine vessel loading. The project would also incorporate various systems and
associated facilities to support operations. The Facility would operate 24 hours per day, 365 days per
year, and would be designed to produce approximately 1,650 tons of ammonia per day.
Natural gas would be supplied to the Facility via the existing 12-inch-diameter Ostrander natural gas
lateral pipeline operated by Nippon Dynawave Packaging Co. The existing lateral pipeline runs
approximately 0.4 miles east of the proposed project site. An approximately 4,000-foot extension would
be constructed to connect the lateral pipeline to the proposed Facility. Ammonia would be
manufactured at the Facility through an industrial process that combines hydrogen from natural gas and
nitrogen from the air to form ammonia. The ammonia product would be stored in two on-site,
refrigerated 33,000ton (30,000-metric tonne) storage tanks prior to loading in trucks or marine vessels.
The truck loading facility would include the components needed to load the manufactured ammonia in
11,500-gallon capacity tanker trucks. Ammonia would be transported from the storage tanks to the
marine loading facility via a 16-inch diameter, approximately 1.5-mile insulated product line. The marine
loading facility would be constructed at the existing Nippon Dynawave salt dock. The marine loading
facility would consist of loading lines, a loading arm, a water tank, a hydraulic power unit, and operator
cabinet (Attachment 1 – Figure 2).
Ammonia manufacturing, storage and tanker truck loading would be located on the approximately 61acre Facility site within the Mint Farm Industrial Park in the City (Attachment 1 – Figure 3). The product
line would be located in a corridor established both within the City and within unincorporated Cowlitz
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County. The product line would primarily pass through or around existing industrial developed areas.
The marine loading facility would be constructed at Nippon Dynawave’s salt dock, approximately 1.5
miles south by southwest of the Facility site along the Columbia River.
The objective of the project is to provide ammonia to the Pacific Northwest and West Coast regions
(Washington, Oregon, Montana, Idaho and California), where it would be sold for use as an agricultural
fertilizer, or sold to others for conversion into other ammonia-based fertilizer products. Ammonia
produced at the Facility would also be made available for sale to international markets via shipment by
marine vessel. The project would not include shipment via rail.
12. Location of the proposal. Give sufficient information for a person to understand the
precise location of your proposed project, including a street address, if any, and section,
township, and range, if known. If a proposal would occur over a range of area, provide
the range or boundaries of the site(s). Provide a legal description, site plan, vicinity map,
and topographic map, if reasonably available. While you should submit any plans
required by the agency, you are not required to duplicate maps or detailed plans
submitted with any permit applications related to this checklist. [help]
The proposed project is located in the City of Longview (City) and in unincorporated areas of Cowlitz
County, Washington. The project area is further located in Township 8 North, Section 30, Range 2
West. The project areas consist of the following locations: the Facility site, the feed line corridor, the
Loading Line corridor, and the existing Salt Dock, each identified below.
Facility Site: Ammonia manufacturing, storage and tanker truck loading would be located within the Mint
Farm Industrial Park site in the City of Longview. The Facility site is approximately 61-acres located on
eight parcels:
101930302: SUB:LONGVIEW OUTLOT BLK:LVOL LOT:157F-1 LOT:158A DESC: EXC LVOL
157F-1A,158A-1 FEE 3299133 SECT,TWN,RNG:30-8N-2W PARCEL: 101930302.
053603507: SUB:MINT FARM INDUST PARK #1 LOT:8 SECT,TWN,RNG:30-8N-2W PARCEL:
053603507.
053603519: SUB:MINT FARM INDUST PARK #1 LOT:C DESC: INCL PTN VACATED WEBER
AVE 3357319 SECT,TWN,RNG:30-8N-2W PARCEL: 053603519.
053603508: SUB:MINT FARM INDUST PARK #1 LOT:9 SECT,TWN,RNG:30-8N-2W PARCEL:
053603508.
053603509: SUB:MINT FARM INDUST PARK #1 LOT:10 DESC: INCL PTN VACATED WEBER
AVE 3357319 SECT,TWN,RNG:30-8N-2W PARCEL: 053603509.
053603510: SUB:MINT FARM INDUST PARK #1 LOT:11 SECT,TWN,RNG:30-8N-2W PARCEL:
053603510.
101930307: SUB:LONGVIEW OUTLOT BLK:LVOL LOT:157F1A LOT:158A-1 DESC: LVOL
157F-1A,158A-1,MINT FARM INDUST PARK #1 LOT 13,14 SECT,TWN,RNG:30- 8N-2W
PARCEL: 101930307.
053603518: SUB:MINT FARM INDUST PARK #1 LOT:B DESC: INCL PTN VACATED WEBER
AVE 3357319 SECT,TWN,RNG:30-8N-2W PARCEL: 053603518.
Feed Line Corridor: The natural gas feed line would be permitted separately via the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission (FERC). At this time the alignment of the natural gas feed line has not been

SEPA Environmental checklist (WAC 197-11-960)

rev. May 2014

Page 5 of 32

finalized. The natural gas feed line is considered a connected action and would be reviewed as part of
the EIS.
Salt Dock: The marine loading activities would be located at the existing salt dock, approximately 1.5
miles south/southeast of the Facility site along the Columbia River. The salt dock is located in Cowlitz
County on Parcel 63876.
63876: SUB:FISHER GEORGE DLC DESC: LH-A1 LEASEHOLD PARCEL SECT,TWN,RNG:318N-2W PARCEL: 63876
Loading Line Corridor: A product loading line used to load vessels would be located in a corridor
established both within the City and within unincorporated Cowlitz County. The loading line would be
approximately 1.5 miles long and would primarily pass through or around existing industrial developed
areas. The final routing and design for the product line within the City is yet to be finalized. Parcels
could include the following based on the final routing:
Cowlitz County:
60876: SUB:ORLAND GEORGE DLC DESC: ROS 35163 TR A FKA T-1 EXC LEASEHOLD FEE
3201138 EXC ROS 35163 TR B,C,D,E,F FEE 3551137 SECT,TWN,RNG:6-7N-2W PARCEL:
60876
608780100: SUB:FISHER GEORGE DLC DESC: T-1A,3A,4A SECT,TWN,RNG:31-8N-2W
PARCEL: 608780100
City of Longview:
101930100: SUB:LONGVIEW OUTLOT BLK:LVOL LOT:155C-1 LOT:157A, DESC: LVOL 155C1,157A,157C,155C-3 EXC LVOL 155C-1A,157A-1 FEE 910222026 ALSO INCL LVOL
157C,155C-3 FEE 910213079 SECT,TWN,RNG:31-8N-2W PARCEL: 101930100
10209: SUB:LONGVIEW OUTLOT BLK:LVOL LOT:157 DESC: EXC LVOL 157A FEE 880621003
EXC LVOL 157B FEE 901220017 EXC LVOL 157C FEE 910213079 EXC LVOL 157D FEE
940415022 EXC LVOL 158B EXC LVOL 157E,158C FEE 960709072 EXC LVOL
157F,158,169,170 FEE 970227035 SECT,TWN,RNG:31-8N-2W PARCEL: 10209
101930300: SUB:LONGVIEW OUTLOT BLK:LVOL LOT:155, LOT:155D-1 DESC: LVOL
155,155D-1,155E,157F,158,169,170 EXC LVOL 157F-1,158A FEE 3291901 EXC LVOL 158B
FEE 3305134 EXC LVOL 155D-1A FEE 3319518 EXC LVOL 155E-1,157F,169A, 170A FEE
3368866 EXC R/W FEE 3353267 EXC CDID #1 ESMT FEE 33023249 EXC LVOL 155C5,155D-1B,157F-2 FEE 3421367 SECT,TWN,RNG:30-8N-2W PARCEL: 101930300
053603517: SUB:MINT FARM INDUST PARK #1 LOT:A SECT,TWN,RNG:31-8N-2W PARCEL:
053603517

B.

ENVIRONMENTAL ELEMENTS [help]

1.

Earth

a. General description of the site [help]
(circle one): Flat, rolling, hilly, steep slopes, mountainous, other.
In general, the project area topography is level to gently sloping down to
the west-southwest.
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b. What is the steepest slope on the site (approximate percent slope)? [help]
The project area is generally level, with no steep slopes present. The
project area varies in elevation from 7’ to 12’ and slopes approximately 2
to 4 percent to the west and southwest.
c. What general types of soils are found on the site (for example, clay, sand, gravel, peat,
muck)? If you know the classification of agricultural soils, specify them and note any
agricultural land of long-term commercial significance and whether the proposal
results in removing any of these soils. [help]
According to USDA NRCS (2017) the Facility site is mapped as Caples
silty clay loam (0 to 3 percent slopes), Snohomish silty clay loam (0 to
1 percent slopes) and Pilchuck loamy fine sand (0 to 8 percent slopes).
The southern 17 acres of the Facility site are developed with buildings
and asphalted yard surfaces.
Sub surface soils at the Facility site are composed of silts, sand and
ash layers. Modern fill has also been placed on the site.
The feed line corridor and loading line corridor are located in both
developed and undeveloped areas. Subsurface soils are similar to
soils present at the Facility site; developed areas are overlain by
buildings, structures and asphalted yards and roads.
At the salt dock site soils consist of fill near the river bank, clayey silt
and silty sand beneath modern fill. Except for shoreline areas adjacent
to and under the existing dock structure, areas around the dock are
developed with buildings and asphalted yards.
d. Are there surface indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity? If
so, describe. [help]
Landslide Hazard Areas: Landslide hazard areas are defined through
several possible criteria including areas of historic failure, areas with
slopes greater than 15 percent, based on the criteria set forth in
section 17.10.140(2) of the City CAO and section 19.15.150(E) of the
County CAO. Neither the Mint Farm Industrial Park nor the salt dock
sites are considered to be within mapped landslide hazard areas.
Erosion Hazard Areas: Based on criteria set forth in section
17.10.140(3) of the City CAO and section 19.15.150(D) of the County
CAO, as well as a review of the 1996 Soil Survey of Cowlitz County,
Washington, neither the Mint Farm Industrial Park nor the salt dock site
are located within an erosion hazard area.
Seismic Hazard Areas: Based on the criteria set forth in section
17.10.140(5) of the City CAO and section 19.15.150(A) of the County
CAO, as well as review of the Liquefaction Susceptibility Map of
Cowlitz County, Washington, both the Industrial Park Mint Farm and
salt dock sites are located within seismic hazard areas. Seismic
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hazards relevant to the proposed development specifically relate to the
potential for liquefaction to affect the project site. The potential impacts
of seismic hazards will be further analyzed in the EIS to be prepared
for the project.
e. Describe the purpose, type, total area, and approximate quantities and total affected
area of any filling, excavation, and grading proposed. Indicate source of fill. [help]
The Facility site would be cleared of topsoil and minor vegetation prior
to construction. Approximately 150,000 cubic yards of cut and 300,000
cubic yards of fill would be required for the Facility during construction.
The amount of cut and fill required for construction of the feed line is
yet to be determined.
No cut and fill is anticipated for construction of the loading line as it is
expected to be constructed above ground.
No cut and fill is anticipated for construction of marine loading
equipment at the salt dock.
Fill would be sourced locally as far as reasonable and would likely
comprise sand, gravel and soil.
f. Could erosion occur as a result of clearing, construction, or use? If so, generally
describe. [help]
Some erosion could occur during project construction activities, but erosion control
measures would be implemented to minimize the potential. See Section B.1.h below for
typical Best Management Practices (BMPs) and other measures that could be utilized to
minimize potential for erosion.
g.
About what percent of the site will be covered with impervious surfaces after
project
construction (for example, asphalt or buildings)? [help]
Approximately 70-75 percent (approximately 43 acres) of the site would be covered with
impervious surfaces after project construction.
h.
Proposed measures to reduce or control erosion, or other impacts to the earth, if
any: [help]
Appropriate erosion control measures would be implemented prior to clearing, grading, or
excavation activities. These control measures would be identified in the project plans and
construction specifications and would be implemented as required by the City of Longview
and Cowlitz County and the Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and Erosion
Control Plan prepared in compliance with the Construction Stormwater NPDES permit
which would be issued by Ecology. BMPs would be selected from the Western Washington
Stormwater Manual specific to the construction activities occurring within the Project areas
and may include, but not be limited to:
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x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x

Collecting and controlling stormwater flow in accordance with
the SWPPP;
Installation of filter fabric fences around disturbed areas;
Installation of silt traps in storm drain inlets;
Stabilization of temporary soil stockpiles and exposed solids;
Regular street cleaning for mud and dust control;
Permanent stabilization of disturbed areas after construction is
completed;
Use of appropriate means to minimize tracking of sediment
onto public roadways by construction vehicles; and
Designation of personnel to inspect and maintain temporary
erosion and sediment control measures.

Additional mitigation measures may be considered in the EIS to be
prepared for the project.
2. Air
a. What types of emissions to the air would result from the proposal during
construction, operation, and maintenance when the project is completed? If any,
generally describe and give approximate quantities if known. [help]
Construction of the proposed project would result in short-term and
localized dust emissions from exposed soils and exhaust emissions
from construction equipment.
Operation of the proposed project would result in emissions of
combustion-related pollutants from the primary reformer, CO2 vent,
flares, emergency engines and an auxiliary boiler. Other emissions
during operations would include ammonia emissions associated with
the NOೌ reduction measures in the process, exhaust emissions from
truck engines and marine engines used for transport of the ammonia
product, and, rarely, minor emissions resulting from loading activities to
trucks and vessels. The potential impacts of air emissions will be
further analyzed in the EIS to be prepared for the project.
Operation of the project would result in the release of greenhouse
gases (GHG) which will be managed and controlled in compliance with
applicable Washington state requirements. The project will require a
minor source Air Discharge Permit from the Southwest Clean Air
Agency. The project emissions will be such that a Prevention of
Significant Deterioration Permit will not be required.
The Applicant will identify emission rates of regulated pollutants in the
EIS.
b. Are there any off-site sources of emissions or odor that may affect your proposal? If
so, generally describe. [help]
SEPA Environmental checklist (WAC 197-11-960)
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No off-site sources of emissions or odor would affect the proposed
project.
c. Proposed measures to reduce or control emissions or other impacts to air, if any:
[help]
Typical BMPs would be implemented to minimize construction related
emissions, including but not limited to:
x Requiring proper maintenance of construction equipment;
x Avoiding prolonged idling of construction vehicles; and
x Using water to abate dust emissions resulting from construction
vehicle travel at the construction site.
The project will be equipped with emission control equipment in
accordance with local, state and federal regulatory requirements to
control operation related emissions. The Applicant will select Best
Available Control Technology in accordance with state and federal
requirements to control the emission of criteria and toxic air pollutants.
Emission control systems are currently being considered and selected,
and will be described in additional detail in the EIS and in the application
for Air Discharge Permit. Preliminary assessments indicate that the
following types of control systems would be employed: nitrogen oxides
(NOx) emissions would be controlled by using low-NOx burners and
Selective Catalytic Reduction (SCR) on the primary reformer; low-NOx
burners on the auxiliary boiler; a catalytic oxidation system would control
emissions of volatile organic compounds (VOCs) from the CO2 vent; and
fuel consumed at the Facility would be ultra-low-sulfur diesel fuel.
Additional mitigation measures may be considered in the EIS to be
prepared for the project.
3. Water
a. Surface Water: [help]
1) Is there any surface water body on or in the immediate vicinity of the site
(including year-round and seasonal streams, saltwater, lakes, ponds, wetlands)? If
yes, describe type and provide names. If appropriate, state what stream or river it
flows into. [help]
The Facility site is located within portions of the Mint Farm
Industrial Park where there are wetlands which have been
previously permitted to be filled for the establishment of industrial
1
activity . Certain wetlands are present at the site and for the most
part are the same wetlands permitted to be filled by these
previously issued permits. Mitigation for filling the wetlands has

1

Permits were received by the City of Longview to fill pre-existing jurisdictional wetlands, as identified via
documents presented on the City's website at: http://www.mintfarm.com/land/details.php
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been conducted under these permits. The Applicant is currently
investigating undeveloped areas of the Facility site to determine
project compliance with previously issued permit conditions.
Stormwater drainage ditches represent the only other surface water
features at the Facility site. Outside of the Facility site, i.e. within
the feed and loading line corridors, additional wetland areas and
stormwater conveyance ditches may be present. The Applicant is
conducting additional field surveys to identify these features and
their proximity to the feed and loading line corridors. The result of
these surveys will be discussed in the EIS.
As noted above, the site and immediate vicinity are drained by
several constructed ditches. The ditches on the Mint Farm
Industrial Park site drain Consolidated Diking Improvement District
(CDID) #1 ditches. The ditches ultimately discharge to the
Columbia River by pumps.
The Columbia River (Type S) is located in Cowlitz County adjacent
to the salt dock site.
2) Will the project require any work over, in, or adjacent to (within 200 feet) the
described waters? If yes, please describe and attach available plans. [help]
Construction of the Facility at the site would result in placement of
fill in existing wetlands and some of the drainage ditches and within
200 feet of these waters (Attachment 1 – Figure 3). Construction of
the feed and loading lines may result in placement of fill in wetlands
and waters within the corridors identified for these lines. Because
certain alignments have not yet been finalized, the exact fill
locations cannot be identified at this time; however proposed fill
locations will be identified in the EIS.
The Applicant would obtain permits for any fill or impacts to
jurisdictional water features not previously permitted.
Construction associated with the marine loading area and
installation of marine vessel loading equipment on the salt dock
would occur within the 200-foot County- regulated shoreline buffer
and below the Ordinary High Water Mark (OHWM), however would
be limited to out-of-water work. Potential impacts to the Columbia
River resulting from the construction activities, and vessel loading
activities post-construction will be described, analyzed, and
mitigation for impacts will be presented in the EIS and associated
permit application documents.
3) Estimate the amount of fill and dredge material that would be placed in or removed
from surface water or wetlands and indicate the area of the site that would be
affected. Indicate the source of fill material. [help]
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As indicated above, the Applicant is currently performing surveys to
identify the presence or absence of jurisdictional wetlands and
waters at the Facility site and along the feed and loading line
corridors. In addition, the Applicant is finalizing the alignment of the
loading line corridor. Upon completion of these activities the
Applicant will be able to estimate the acreage of wetlands to be
filled and assess how much of this fill has been previously
permitted. The Applicant will identify the acreage being filled, the
resulting amount of fill material to be placed, and the source of the
fill in the EIS.
No fill is anticipated to be placed below the OHWM of the Columbia
River. All construction would occur above water.
No dredging within the bed of the Columbia River is being
proposed.
4) Will the proposal require surface water withdrawals or diversions? Give general
description, purpose, and approximate quantities if known. [help]
Ditches would be routed into pipes as required to maintain surface
stormwater water flow to the CDID #1 drainage ditches. No other
surface water withdrawals or diversions are anticipated as part of
the proposed project.
5) Does the proposal lie within a 100-year floodplain? If so, note location on the site
plan. [help]
The project site at the Mint Farm Industrial Park is located within
the Cowlitz County CDID # 1 who’s levee system has been
Provisionally Accredited by FEMA as providing protection against
the 100 year flood, and is therefore no longer considered by FEMA
to be located in the 100 year floodplain. The shoreline of the
Columbia River is located within the 100- and 500-year floodplains.
The marine loading area at the salt dock and portions of the
proposed loading line alignment are located in the 100-year
floodplain (FEMA National Flood Hazard Layer 2017).
6) Does the proposal involve any discharges of waste materials to surface waters? If
so, describe the type of waste and anticipated volume of discharge. [help]
No discharges of waste materials to surface waters are anticipated
as part of the proposed project.
b. Ground Water:
1) Will groundwater be withdrawn from a well for drinking water or other purposes? If
so, give a general description of the well, proposed uses and approximate
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quantities withdrawn from the well. Will water be discharged to groundwater? Give
general description, purpose, and approximate quantities if known. [help]
Because of the high water tables, ground water may be
occasionally present in excavations during construction at the
Facility site. Such water would be removed from the area of
excavation and treated prior to disposal in accordance with the
project SWPPP and Construction Stormwater NPDES permit.
Quantities of water removed from excavations will vary depending
on the season.
Construction water would be purchased from the City and delivered
to the site from existing groundwater wells located at the Mint Farm
Industrial Park. No other groundwater withdrawals would occur
during construction.
Process water for facility service operations would be purchased
from the City and delivered to the site from existing groundwater
wells located at the Mint Farm Industrial Park. No other
groundwater withdrawals would occur once construction of the
project is complete.
No discharges of water to ground are proposed.
2) Describe waste material that will be discharged into the ground from septic tanks
or other sources, if any (for example: Domestic sewage; industrial, containing the
following chemicals; agricultural; etc.). Describe the general size of the system,
the number of such systems, the number of houses to be served (if applicable), or
the number of animals or humans the system(s) are expected to serve. [help]
No waste materials would be discharged into the ground as part of
the proposed project.
During construction sanitary waste will be collected in portable
toilets which will be maintained and emptied by a contractor.
Sanitary and industrial waste water generated as a result of
operations would be discharged to the City sewer for treatment at
the Three Rivers Regional Waste Water Authority (TRRWA)
Treatment Plant.
c. Water runoff (including stormwater):
1) Describe the source of runoff (including storm water) and method of collection
and disposal, if any (include quantities, if known). Where will this water flow?
Will this water flow into other waters? If so, describe. [help]
The site would be graded to collect water from the north and south
areas of the Facility. The collected stormwater would be
temporarily stored in south and north storm water collection basins
and then discharged to existing surface/stormwater conveyances
owned by the City and CDID #1.
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On-site stormwater will be collected and treated in accordance with
City of Longview stormwater guidelines and the Ecology
Stormwater Management Manual for Western Washington
(SMMWW). All stormwater will be collected and conveyed to onsite retention ponds. All stormwater collected from on-site pollution
generating impervious areas will be treated using either on-site
stormwater ponds or Ecology-approved stormwater treatment
media filtration vaults. After being treated on site, clean stormwater
will then be pumped from the on-site retention ponds on the north
and south sides of the site into City of Longview owned ditches;
Ditch 4a and 4b. Ditches 4a and 4b will convey the stormwater into
ditches #12 and #5 owned and operated by CDID#1. The CDID#1
ditches collect water before it is eventually discharged to the
Columbia River.
2) Could waste materials enter ground or surface waters? If so, generally describe.
[help]
Construction related waste materials could enter ground or surface
waters due to accidental spills, mechanical failures, or if
construction activities deviate from project specifications or permit
conditions. Soils could also enter surface waters if BMPs are not
properly implemented or maintained. BMPs would be employed to
reduce or control runoff and drainage pattern impacts during
construction.
No waste materials as part of the completed proposed project
would enter the ground or surface waters. Sanitary waste water
would be generated from domestic uses, including toilets, kitchens,
showers, and safety eye washes and showers. Sanitary waste
water would be discharged to City of Longview sewer, for ultimate
treatment at the TRRWA Treatment Plant.
3) Does the proposal alter or otherwise affect drainage patterns in the vicinity of the
site? If so, describe.
The proposed project would not affect drainage patterns in the
vicinity of the site. All stormwater will be collected and conveyed to
on-site retention ponds. After being treated on site, clean
stormwater will then be pumped from the on-site retention ponds
on the north and south sides of the site into City of Longview
owned existing ditches.
d. Proposed measures to reduce or control surface, ground, and runoff water, and
drainage pattern impacts, if any:
Erosion and sediment control BMPs would be used during construction to
reduce and control stormwater runoff impacts. These BMPs would be
selected in accordance with applicable local and state stormwater
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__X_other types of vegetation
b. What kind and amount of vegetation will be removed or altered? [help]
Approximately 44 acres of vegetation would be cleared for
implementation of the project elements at the Facility site.
Clearing and grading for the proposed feed and product loading lines to
the salt dock would also occur. Vegetation would be removed from areas
of undisturbed land only; the loading line corridor south of Industrial Way
is primarily located in asphalted yards where no natural habitat occurs.
Quantities of vegetation removal are unknown at this time.
There is no upland vegetation present at the salt dock. Modifications to
the shoreline are not being proposed, and there would therefore not be
any shoreline vegetation removal expected.
c. List threatened and endangered species known to be on or near the site. [help]
No threatened or endangered plant species are known to be located at
the Facility site, along the feed and loading line corridors, or at the salt
dock site.
d. Proposed landscaping, use of native plants, or other measures to preserve or
enhance vegetation on the site, if any: [help]
Landscaping and replacement of vegetation impacted by implementation
of the project would be conducted in accordance with applicable
regulatory mitigation requirements. As indicated in Sections 3(a) (1) and
(2), wetland fill may occur; impacts to wetland buffers would be mitigated
in accordance with local, state and federal requirements, which may
include preservation or enhancement of vegetation on site. Locations
where vegetation is temporarily removed would be vegetated to preexisting conditions.
Additional mitigation measures may be considered in the EIS to be
prepared for the project.
e. List all noxious weeds and invasive species known to be on or near the site.
Noxious weeds observed on the Facility site include Himalayan
blackberry and reed canarygrass.
5. Animals
a. List any birds and other animals which have been observed on or near the site or are
known to be on or near the site. Examples include: [help]
birds: hawk, heron, eagle, songbirds, other: mallards,
American coot and barn swallows were observed near the
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ditches and wetlands at the proposed Facility site. An osprey was
observed on the Columbia River near the salt dock.
In addition, PHS data obtained from the WDFW website showed
three Osprey (Pandion haliaetus) point occurrences along the
shoreline; the closest occurrence to the salt dock is
approximately 600 feet. These points correspond to osprey
nesting platforms. However, Osprey is not a PHS listed species.
mammals: deer, bear, elk, beaver, other: Beaver lodge was observed in a ditch
(Ditch 4a) at the proposed Facility site.
fish: bass, salmon, trout, herring, shellfish, other: endangered anadromous fish are
known to be present in the Columbia river (see below), as well as other fish
species (e.g. lamprey). Sticklebacks were observed in ditches on the Mint Farm
Industrial Park site during field visits. Other: Tree frogs were observed on the
Mint Farm Industrial Park site during field visits.
b. List any threatened and endangered species known to be on or near the site. [help]
The Priority Habitat Species (PHS) data obtained from the WDFW
website does not indicate the presence of habitat for any federally or state
listed species or any additional PHS species. Preliminary foot surveys
conducted at the Facility site did not result in observations of any habitats
that correspond to PHS habitat descriptions.
The Columbia River supports habitat for species listed under Endangered
Species Act (ESA). The marine loading elements at the salt dock overlap
the Columbia River, which is designated as critical habitat for various
listed fish species including bull trout (Salvelinus confluentus; threatened),
Columbia River chum (Oncorhynchus keta; threatened), Lower Columbia
River (LCR) Chinook (Oncorhyncus tshawytscha; threatened), LCR
steelhead (Oncorhyncus mykiss; threatened), and LCR coho
(Oncorhyncus kisutch; threatened).
c. Is the site part of a migration route? If so, explain. [help]
The proposed project is located within the Pacific Flyway migration route
which extends from Alaska to Patagonia.
d. Proposed measures to preserve or enhance wildlife, if any: [help]
No measures are proposed to preserve or enhance wildlife at this time.
Additional mitigation measures may be considered in the EIS and
Biological Assessment to be prepared for the project.
e. List any invasive animal species known to be on or near the site.
No invasive animal species are known to be on or near the site.
6. Energy and natural resources
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a. What kinds of energy (electric, natural gas, oil, wood stove, solar) will be used to meet
the completed project's energy needs? Describe whether it will be used for heating,
manufacturing, etc. [help]
Electricity: The project would consume on average 166,500,000 Kwhrs of purchased electricity per year for operating equipment, utilities
and buildings.
Diesel Fuel: Ultra-low-sulfur diesel fuel will be used to operate emergency generators.
Natural gas: Natural gas will be used as a feedstock for the manufacture of ammonia.
b. Would your project affect the potential use of solar energy by adjacent properties?
If so, generally describe. [help]
No, the proposed project would not affect the potential use of solar
energy by adjacent properties.
c. What kinds of energy conservation features are included in the plans of this
proposal? List other proposed measures to reduce or control energy impacts, if any:
[help]
The ammonia production process has been designed for minimum
natural gas and electric power utilization, by way of balancing steam
production, steam consumption and power consumption of the Facility.
The proposed project would purchase rather than self-generate
electricity, keeping consumption of natural gas to the minimum.
Additional mitigation measures may be considered in the EIS to be
prepared for the project.
7. Environmental health
a. Are there any environmental health hazards, including exposure to toxic chemicals,
risk of fire and explosion, spill, or hazardous waste, that could occur as a result of this
proposal? If so, describe. [help]
A portion of the Project site is located in an area which has been
previously developed and is currently used for metal recycling
activities. The Applicant will conduct an assessment to determine the
potential presence of contaminated soils or groundwater at the Facility
site. Should such contamination be present, it could be encountered
during construction activities. Project plans and construction
specifications would include measures to safely handle and dispose of
contaminated soil or water in the event any contamination is
encountered during construction. Accidental spills or releases of
hazardous materials used for construction (e.g. motor oils or fuels)
could occur during project construction.
Anhydrous ammonia requires special handling procedures during
manufacturing at the Facility. There is no explosive hazard; anhydrous
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ammonia is considered a corrosive chemical and bonds rapidly with
water and becomes inert. In a strong concentration, anhydrous
ammonia can be harmful to humans. The Facility would be designed
with precautions to minimize potential releases of product and to
protect vulnerable locations such as the loading area at the salt dock
from accidental releases.
1) Describe any known or possible contamination at the site from present or past
uses.
A Phase 1 Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) will be completed for the proposed
project. The Phase 1 ESA would be completed in accordance with ASTM Practice and
would be compliant with EPA’s standards. The results of this assessment will be
presented in the EIS.
2) Describe existing hazardous chemicals/conditions that might affect project
development and design. This includes underground hazardous liquid and gas
transmission pipelines located within the project area and in the vicinity.
The adjacent Mint Farm Generation Project receives natural gas
via an underground natural gas pipeline. An existing 12-inchdiameter Ostrander natural gas lateral pipeline operated by
Nippon Dynawave Packaging Co. runs approximately 0.4 miles
east of the proposed project site. The project will interconnect to
this lateral. A review of existing underground utilities and
transmission pipelines will be conducted to identify their location
relative to proposed construction of the project. The results of this
analysis will be presented in the EIS.
3)

Describe any toxic or hazardous chemicals that might be stored, used, or
produced during the project's development or construction, or at any time
during the operating life of the project.
The project would manufacture anhydrous ammonia (ammonia)
from natural gas and temporarily store the ammonia on site in two
33,000-ton storage tanks. Natural gas will be received at the
project via a natural gas lateral pipeline. Hazardous materials
anticipated to be stored, used or produced at the project during
construction and operation will be identified in the EIS.

4) Describe special emergency services that might be required.
Beyond fire or medical services during construction, and fire,
medical and HAZMAT response services during operations, no
special emergency services are required for the proposed project.
The Applicant plans to conduct outreach to local emergency
responders during the public scoping period for the EIS to be
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prepared for the project. The potential impacts to local emergency
response services will be further analyzed in the EIS.
5) Proposed measures to reduce or control environmental health hazards, if any:
As described in items B.1.h and B.3.d above, BMPs and other
measures would be used to avoid or contain and control any
accidental spills or releases of hazardous materials during project
construction. Project plans and construction specifications include
measures to safely handle and dispose of contaminated soil or
water in the event any contamination is encountered during
construction. Construction contractors would be required to
comply with applicable provisions of OSHA/WISHA for
construction activities. The contractor would also prepare a health
and safety plan for the proposed project prior to the start of
construction. This plan will comply with all applicable health and
safety regulations and would provide measures to control
environmental health and occupational safety hazards.
The proposed project would be designed to minimize potential for
spills. For example, the ammonia storage tanks would be
designed to provide full containment if a spill occurred. The tanks
would be double-walled, with a steel inner tank surrounded by a
steel outer tank. Storage of diesel fuel on site would also include
secondary containment as required by local, state and federal
regulations. Operations SPCCP would be developed and
implemented in accordance with local, state and federal
requirements.
Marine vessel loading would be conducted in accordance with
applicable federal U.S. Coast Guard requirements:
x 33 CFR Part 6 – Protection and Security of Vessels,
Harbors, and Waterfront Faculties
x 33 CFR Part 101– Maritime Security: General
x 33 CFR Part 105 – Maritime Security: Facilities
x 33 CFR Part 125 – Identification Credentials for Persons
Requiring Access to Waterfront Facilities or Vessels
x 33 CFR Part 126 – Handing of Dangerous Cargo at
Waterfront Facilities
x 33 CFR Part 153 – Control of Pollution By Oil and
Hazardous Substances, Discharge Removal
x 33 CFR Part 154 – Facilities Transferring Oil or Hazardous
Material in Bulk
x 33 CFR Part 155 – Oil or Hazardous Material Pollution
Prevention Regulations for Vessels
x 33 CFR Part 160 – Ports and Waterways Safety- General
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x

46 CFR Part 153 – Lifesaving Equipment

Some of these requirements require review and approval of
project design and planning documents by the U.S. Coast Guard.
The dock would be equipped with appropriate spill containment.
The truck-loading area would be equipped with appropriate
containment measures, gas detection equipment and water
deluge systems.
The product pipeline will be equipped with gas detection alarms
and shut-off valves to isolate sections of pipe.
To ensure safe and secure operations at all times, the proposed
Facility would meet or exceed industry operating standards.
Company personnel and contract employees would undergo
extensive safety and process operations training on a routine
basis, including training in hazardous materials (HAZMAT)
emergency response. Many such drills would include first
responders from the local community.
Generally accepted best engineering practices would be
employed in the design and engineering of the project, to ensure
that normal operations and maintenance can be carried out safely.
The control systems would be designed with triple redundancy.
The Applicant plans to conduct outreach to local emergency
responders during the public scoping period for the EIS to be
prepared for the project. Additional mitigation measures may be
considered in the EIS.
b. Noise
1) What types of noise exist in the area which may affect your project (for example:
traffic, equipment, operation, other)? [help]
Existing noise is consistent with a heavy industrial area and would not
affect the proposed project.
2) What types and levels of noise would be created by or associated with the project
on a short-term or a long-term basis (for example: traffic, construction, operation,
other)? Indicate what hours noise would come from the site. [help]
Construction activities would generally occur during regular working
hours for 10 hours per day, five days per week. No night work is
anticipated.
Short-term construction related noise may include engine and
mechanical equipment noises associated with the use of heavy
equipment such as bulldozers, graders, loaders, excavators, cranes,
drill rigs, and concrete mixers. These noise levels would likely exceed
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existing background noise. Hauling activities to and from the project
area would also contribute to traffic noise.
The proposed project would generate noise involved in the
manufacturing process from operation of process equipment. The
Applicant is conducting an analysis of the anticipated operational
noise levels of the Facility. The potential impacts of operational noise
will be further analyzed in the EIS to be prepared for the project.
3) Proposed measures to reduce or control noise impacts, if any: [help]
All construction activities would comply with City of Longview and
Cowlitz County noise ordinances. All impacts from noise generated by
construction would be short-term and temporary in nature.
Construction BMPs would be used to minimize construction noise and
could include:
x Locating activities away from sensitive receptors when
possible;
x Notifying adjacent or nearby property owners near active
construction areas of upcoming noisy construction activities;
and
x Using effective vehicle mufflers, engine intake silencers,
and engine enclosures, and shutting off equipment when
not in use.
The land use in the surrounding area is zoned as Heavy Industrial and
intended for industrial uses. Noise generated from the operation of the
proposed project would not exceed noise levels for a typical
manufacturer. The proposed project would comply with the City of
Longview and Cowlitz County noise standards.
The Applicant is conducting an analysis of the anticipated operational
noise levels of the Facility. The project will comply with the applicable
provisions of local and state noise emission regulations, including
RCW 70.107, WAC 173-60, LMC 19.55 and 9.22 and CCC Chapter
10.25. Additional mitigation measures may be considered in the EIS
to be prepared for the project.
8. Land and shoreline use
a. What is the current use of the site and adjacent properties? Will the proposal affect
current land uses on nearby or adjacent properties? If so, describe. [help]
The current use of the Mint Farm Industrial Park site and surrounding
area is heavy industrial. The Mint Farm Industrial Park is currently
developed and used as a metal recycling facility. The area proposed
for the product loading line passes through or around existing industrial
developed areas. Some light industrial or mixed-use
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commercial/industrial zoning designations are located south and west
of the project area.
The salt dock is in an industrial area along the banks of the Columbia
River. The existing salt dock is operated by Nippon. The dock currently
receives approximately two deliveries per year and is operating at 5%
of its total capacity. It is capable of accommodating river barges and
ocean-going liquid bulk vessels of up to 40,000 DWT capacity.
b. Has the project site been used as working farmlands or working forest lands? If so,
describe. How much agricultural or forest land of long-term commercial significance
will be converted to other uses as a result of the proposal, if any? If resource lands
have not been designated, how many acres in farmland or forest land tax status will be
converted to nonfarm or nonforest use? [help]
In the 1970s, prior to the development of the Mint Farm as an industrial
park, the site was used for agriculture. Development of the Mint Farm
as an industrial property began in the 1980s. The City of Longview
acquired the property in 1995 and completed the first phase of
industrial park development in 1998. The second phase of
development was completed in the mid 2000s.
1) Will the proposal affect or be affected by surrounding working farm or forest land
normal business operations, such as oversize equipment access, the application of
pesticides, tilling, and harvesting? If so, how:
There is no farm or forest land in the vicinity of the project area. The
project area is located in a developed and industrial area.
c. Describe any structures on the site. [help]
Several warehouse and office buildings are present on the 17-acre
developed portion of the site, though the majority of this portion is paved
with asphaltic concrete with some limited Portland concrete cement.
d. Will any structures be demolished? If so, what? [help]
The metal recycling plant on the Mint Farm Industrial Park site,
comprising an administration building, several workshop/warehouse
structures and existing paving, would be demolished during construction.
e. What is the current zoning classification of the site? [help]
The proposed project located in the City of Longview are within the Heavy
Industrial (HI) zoning district. Project elements proposed in Cowlitz
County are located within the Heavy Manufacturing (HM) zoning district.
f. What is the current comprehensive plan designation of the site? [help]
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The proposed site land use is designated as Heavy Industrial in the
current comprehensive plan for the City of Longview.
g. If applicable, what is the current shoreline master program designation of the site?
[help]
Shoreline areas are regulated under the City (LMC Chapter 17.60) and
Cowlitz County’s (CCC Chapter 19.20) Shoreline Management Plans,
Shoreline Management Ordinances and the State of Washington
Shoreline Management Act (RCW 90.58). No portion of the Project
occurs within the City’s shoreline jurisdiction. The Cowlitz County portion
of the project occurs within shoreline areas, which extends 200 feet
landward of the Columbia River ordinary high water mark (OHWM). The
shoreline is designated as “High Intensity”.
h. Has any part of the site been classified as a critical area by the city or county? If so,
specify. [help]
The City (LMC 17.20.260) and Cowlitz County (CCC 19.11.050) have
defined environmentally sensitive areas in accordance with WAC 197-11908. The City (LMC Chapter 17.10) and Cowlitz County (CCC Chapter
19.15) have enacted Critical Area Ordinances to protect the following
areas and ecosystems:
x Wetlands – see 3(a)(1) above for a description of wetlands
in the project area. In addition, some ditches are mapped
along Industrial Way (see 3[a][1] for a description of
ditches).
x Frequently flooded areas – see 3 (a)(5) above for a
description of areas potentially subject to flooding.
x Critical aquifer recharge areas - There are no publicly
identified critical aquifer recharge areas that have been
mapped within the project area boundary. However, there
are several wells mapped within the study area and on
adjacent parcels, including water wells and resource
protection wells. In addition, several Ecology Well head
Protection areas are identified on the southeast portion of
the Mint Farm Industrial Park site.
x Geologically hazardous areas - See 1(d) for a description of
geologically hazardous areas in the project area.
x Fish and wildlife conservations areas - Within the Cowlitz
County portion of the Project, fish and wildlife conservation
areas include the Columbia River, which is considered a
water of the state (Type S Water) and is designated critical
habitat for various Endangered Species Act (ESA)-listed
fish species. See 5(b) above for a description of ESA listed
fish species.
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i. Approximately how many people would reside or work in the completed project? [help]
The proposed project, once operational, would employ up to 100
permanent employees. No persons would reside at the completed project.
j. Approximately how many people would the completed project displace? [help]
The proposed project would not displace any people.
k. Proposed measures to avoid or reduce displacement impacts, if any: [help]
Not applicable as no people would be displaced as part of the proposed
project.
L. Proposed

measures to ensure the proposal is compatible with existing and projected
land uses and plans, if any: [help]

The proposed project is an allowed use within the Mint Farm and
compatible with existing and surrounding land uses in both the City of
Longview and Cowlitz County.
m. Proposed measures to ensure the proposal is compatible with nearby agricultural and
forest lands of long-term commercial significance, if any:
The proposed project is not located in an area near agricultural or forest
lands. The project area is located in a developed and industrial area.
9. Housing
a. Approximately how many units would be provided, if any? Indicate whether high,
middle, or low-income housing. [help]
No housing units would be provided as part of the proposed project.
b. Approximately how many units, if any, would be eliminated? Indicate whether high,
middle, or low-income housing. [help]
No housing units would be eliminated as part of the proposed project.
c. Proposed measures to reduce or control housing impacts, if any: [help]
Not applicable, as no units would be added or eliminated.
10. Aesthetics
a. What is the tallest height of any proposed structure(s), not including antennas; what is
the principal exterior building material(s) proposed? [help]
The tallest structure, as part of the proposed project, is the Facility flare,
with a height of approximately 197 feet..
b. What views in the immediate vicinity would be altered or obstructed? [help]
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No views in the immediate vicinity would be altered or obstructed as part
of the proposed project. Feed and loading lines may be installed aboveor below-grade, depending on final configuration. Views of the Facility,
storage tanks, piping and dock improvements would be typical for an
industrial area.
c. Proposed measures to reduce or control aesthetic impacts, if any: [help]
No measures are proposed to reduce or control aesthetic impacts
because none are anticipated at this time. The project would apply for a
Special Property Use Permit in accordance with LMC 19.58.030. The
project would also comply with the Industrial/Manufacturing Zone
performance standards of LMC 19.55. Additional mitigation measures
may be considered in the EIS to be prepared for the project.
11. Light and glare
a. What type of light or glare will the proposal produce? What time of day would it
mainly occur? [help]
Lights will be required for safety and security from dusk until dawn.
b. Could light or glare from the finished project be a safety hazard or interfere with
views? [help]
No impact to views from the proposed project is anticipated. Interference
from light or glare to traffic on nearby roads will be avoided.
Aircraft warning lights would be installed as per prevailing rules and
regulations.
Lighting would be installed on and around dock loading equipment in
order to meet USCG requirements.
c. What existing off-site sources of light or glare may affect your proposal? [help]
No known off-site sources of light or glare would affect the proposed
project.
d. Proposed measures to reduce or control light and glare impacts, if any: [help]
Light fixtures would be focused downwards and away from adjacent
roads to reduce off-site glare and light pollution. Security lights would
operate from dusk to dawn only and would be off during daylight hours to
conserve energy. Lighting would only be bright enough to provide for safe
working and security.
Additional mitigation measures may be considered in the EIS to be
prepared for the project.
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12. Recreation
a. What designated and informal recreational opportunities are in the immediate
vicinity? [help]
The proposed project is located in a heavy industrial area. No bike or
walking trials or parks are located near the proposed project. The only
recreational activities that occur near the proposed project would occur on
the Columbia River.
b. Would the proposed project displace any existing recreational uses? If so, describe.
[help]
The proposed project would not displace any existing recreational uses.
c. Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts on recreation, including recreation
opportunities to be provided by the project or applicant, if any: [help]
No measures are proposed because no impacts on recreation
opportunities are anticipated as a result of the proposed project.
Additional mitigation measures may be considered in the EIS to be
prepared for the project.
13. Historic and cultural preservation
a. Are there any buildings, structures, or sites, located on or near the site that are over
45 years old listed in or eligible for listing in national, state, or local preservation
registers located on or near the site? If so, specifically describe. [help]
A cultural resources records search was conducted for the proposed
project. A cultural resources survey will be conducted and coordination
with DAHP and local tribes will occur based on results identified.
b. Are there any landmarks, features, or other evidence of Indian or historic use or
occupation? This may include human burials or old cemeteries. Are there any material
evidence, artifacts, or areas of cultural importance on or near the site? Please list any
professional studies conducted at the site to identify such resources. [help]
A cultural resources survey will be conducted and any landmarks or
evidence of historic, archaeological, scientific, or cultural importance
identified will be coordinated with DAHP and local tribes as appropriate.
c. Describe the methods used to assess the potential impacts to cultural and historic
resources on or near the project site. Examples include consultation with tribes and
the department of archeology and historic preservation, archaeological surveys,
historic maps, GIS data, etc. [help]
To complete a cultural resources investigation, data was reviewed from
the Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation’s (DAHP) online
databases for previously recorded cultural resources and previously
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conducted cultural resources investigations. Historic maps of the area
and background information regarding the history and prehistory of the
area was also reviewed. A cultural resources survey will be conducted
and a survey report and resource records would be prepared (if any are
needed) according to the DAHP guidelines and requirements. The survey
results will be submitted to DAHP and appropriate tribes for review and
comment.
d. Proposed measures to avoid, minimize, or compensate for loss, changes to, and
disturbance to resources. Please include plans for the above and any permits that may
be required.
A cultural resources survey will be conducted for the proposed project.
Based on survey results, site monitoring would be proposed based on the
types of resources that might be identified as a result of the survey.
Potential impacts to historic and cultural resources will be further
analyzed in the EIS to be prepared for the project. Additional mitigation
measures may be considered in the EIS.
14. Transportation
a. Identify public streets and highways serving the site or affected geographic area and
describe proposed access to the existing street system. Show on site plans, if any.
[help]
The Mint Farm Industrial Park, located approximately 2 miles northwest of
the Port of Longview, is between Memorial Park Drive and Industrial Way.
The product line corridor to the salt dock is located south of Industrial
Way and Hoehne Avenue.
b. Is the site or affected geographic area currently served by public transit? If so,
generally describe. If not, what is the approximate distance to the nearest transit
stop? [help]
The site is not currently served by public transit. The nearest bus line is
Route 31 located along 32nd Avenue approximately 0.7 miles east of the
Mint Farm Industrial Park.
c. How many additional parking spaces would the completed project or non-project
proposal have? How many would the project or proposal eliminate? [help]
The completed project will have approximately 195 parking spaces. The
proposed project will comply with the City of Longview zoning code
requirements for allocation of required number of parking spaces(Chapter
19.78).
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d. Will the proposal require any new or improvements to existing roads, streets,
pedestrian, bicycle or state transportation facilities, not including driveways? If so,
generally describe (indicate whether public or private). [help]
No new public roads would be added as part of the proposed project.
Access roads would be constructed within the Facility fence line on the
Mint Farm Industrial Park site.
The logistics of bringing in larger pieces of equipment (both construction
and Facility-related) may require temporary measures to be implemented
on the route between the Port of Longview and the Mint Farm Industrial
Park site area.
New or improved access roads within the Mint Farm Industrial Park site
may need to be developed for the completed project. Existing roads to the
salt dock should not require improvements. This information is being
developed and will be further analyzed in the EIS to be prepared for the
project.
Improvements to roads may be required for the product loading pipeline
depending on the final configuration and based on whether it is installed
above or below ground. The loading pipeline would be bored under
Industrial Way.
e. Will the project or proposal use (or occur in the immediate vicinity of) water, rail, or air
transportation? If so, generally describe. [help]
Ammonia produced at the Facility would be transported off site via
11,500-gallon capacity tanker trucks for delivery to sites in the Pacific
Northwest and California, and would also be shipped off site via marine
vessels for delivery to international markets.
f. How many vehicular trips per day would be generated by the completed project or
proposal? If known, indicate when peak volumes would occur and what percentage of
the volume would be trucks (such as commercial and nonpassenger vehicles). What
data or transportation models were used to make these estimates? [help]
Approximately 100-200 trucks would be loaded per week, with loading
operations running 24 hours per day, 7 days per week. This number is
expected to drop during winter months when agricultural demand for
ammonia is reduced in the Pacific Northwest.
g. Will the proposal interfere with, affect or be affected by the movement of agricultural
and forest products on roads or streets in the area? If so, generally describe.
The proposed project would not interfere with or affect or be affected by
the movement of agricultural and forest products on roads or streets in
the area due to the industrial nature of the site and surrounding area.
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h. Proposed measures to reduce or control transportation impacts, if any: [help]
The Applicant will conduct a transportation analysis to assess potential
impacts to transportation and local Level of Service. Additional mitigation
measures may be considered in the EIS to be prepared for the project.
15. Public services
a. Would the project result in an increased need for public services (for example: fire
protection, police protection, public transit, health care, schools, other)? If so,
generally describe. [help]
The proposed project is not anticipated to result in an increased need for
public services. Potential impacts to local emergency response services
will be analyzed further in the EIS to be prepared for the project. See
Section 7(a) above.
b. Proposed measures to reduce or control direct impacts on public services, if any.
[help]
No measures are proposed at this time. Additional mitigation measures
may be considered in the EIS to be prepared for the project.
16. Utilities
a. Circle utilities currently available at the site: [help]
electricity, natural gas, water, refuse service, telephone, sanitary sewer, septic system,
other.
b. Describe the utilities that are proposed for the project, the utility providing the service,
and the general construction activities on the site or in the immediate vicinity which
might be needed. [help]
Ammonia manufacturing would require the following utilities:
x

x

x

PCF would receive natural gas via the existing 12-inchdiameter Ostrander line. Natural gas would be supplied at
an approximate average rate of 50 million standard cubic
feet per day (mmscfd), and a peak rate of 60 mmscfd.
Natural gas would be received under pressure
(approximately 640 to 550 pounds per square inch [psi]).
Electrical supply would be acquired from the Cowlitz County
Public Utility District (PUD) via interconnection at the
existing PUD Substation No.1 (North Mint Farm), with
redundancy potentially available via the South Mint Farm
Substation. Approximately 19 megawatts (MW) of supply
would be required (on an average basis).
Process water would be purchased from the City of
Longview (City) and delivered to the site from existing water
wells located at the Mint Farm Industrial Park. Cooling
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x

x

water make-up would also be purchased from the City or
from neighboring large industrial facilities (such as
Weyerhaeuser or Millennium Bulk Terminals (if
constructed). Potable water would be obtained from the
City. All water would be obtained under existing water
rights.
Process wastewater would be pretreated on site and
discharged to the City sewer system for treatment at the
Three Rivers Regional Wastewater Authority Publicly
Owned Treatment Works (TRRWA POTW).
Construction and industrial stormwater would be collected,
treated and discharged to surface water off site.

D. supplemental sheet for nonproject actions [help]
(IT IS NOT NECESSARY to use this sheet for project actions)
Because these questions are very general, it may be helpful to read them in conjunction
with the list of the elements of the environment.
When answering these questions, be aware of the extent the proposal, or the types of
activities likely to result from the proposal, would affect the item at a greater intensity or
at a faster rate than if the proposal were not implemented. Respond briefly and in
general
terms.
1. How would the proposal be likely to increase discharge to water; emissions to air; production, storage, or release of toxic or hazardous substances; or production of noise?

Proposed measures to avoid or reduce such increases are:

2. How would the proposal be likely to affect plants, animals, fish, or marine life?
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Proposed measures to protect or conserve plants, animals, fish, or marine life are:

3. How would the proposal be likely to deplete energy or natural resources?

Proposed measures to protect or conserve energy and natural resources are:

4. How would the proposal be likely to use or affect environmentally sensitive areas or
areas designated (or eligible or under study) for governmental protection; such as parks,
wilderness, wild and scenic rivers, threatened or endangered species habitat, historic or
cultural sites, wetlands, floodplains, or prime farmlands?

Proposed measures to protect such resources or to avoid or reduce impacts are:
5. How would the proposal be likely to affect land and shoreline use, including whether it
would allow or encourage land or shoreline uses incompatible with existing plans?

Proposed measures to avoid or reduce shoreline and land use impacts are:

6. How would the proposal be likely to increase demands on transportation or public
services and utilities?

Proposed measures to reduce or respond to such demand(s) are:

7. Identify, if possible, whether the proposal may conflict with local, state, or federal laws or
requirements for the protection of the environment.
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Attachment 1 ͲͲ Pacific Coast Fertilizer Project Figures

Figure 1: Ammonia Manufacturing Facility Site Plan

Figure 3: Project Area

Figure 4: Ammonia Storage Tank Schematic

