Position 3

USDA-Rural Development
Form RD 1940-21

(Rev. 6-88)
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FOR CLASS I ACTION
1. Description
a.  Name of Project: Rainier Biocgas LLC
b.  Project Number: 125029042

C. Location: 43218 208th Ave. SE, Enumclaw, WA 98022

2. Protected Resonrces

The following land uses o environmental resources will either be affected by the proposal or are located within the project site. (Check
appropriate box for every item of the following checklist. If more than one item is checked "yes” the environmental assessment format for a
Class II action must be completed, except if the action under review is either (1) an application for a Housing Preservation Grant or (2)
normally a categorical exclusion that has lost its exclusion status. The reviewer should not inifiate the Assessmenl for a Class [ action when if
is obvious that the assessment format for a Class H action will be required)

YES NO
a.  Wetlands ]
b. Floodplains O
¢.  Wildemess (designated or proposed under the Wilderness Act) O
d.  Wild or Scenic River (proposed or designated under the Wild and Scenic Rivers 4ct) O
e.  Historical, Archeological Sites O
tlisted on the National Register of Historic Places or which may be eligible for listing} .

. Critical Habitat or Endangered/Threatened Species (#sted or proposed) O
g Coasta! Barrier included in Coastal Barrier Resources System d
h. Natural Landmark (Zisted on National Registry of Nature Landmark} d
i, Important Farmlands O
j. Prime Forest Lands O
k. Prime Rangelémd O
1. Approved Coastal Zone Management Area W
' O

m.  Sole Source Aquifer Recharge Area
(designated by Environmental Protection Agency)

For an itemn checked "yes", 1 have attached as Exhibit I both the necessary documentation lo demonstrate compliance with the Ageticy's
requirements for the protection of the resource and a discussion setting forth the reasons why the potential impact cn the resource is not con-
sidered to be significant. If item e. is checked "no”, the results of the consultation process with the State Historic Preservation Officer is also

attached.
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General Impacts

I have reviewed the environmental data submitted, dated and signed by the applicant as well as any previcusly completed environmen-
tal impact analysis and conclude the following:

a. The project, the project area, and the. primary beneficiaries are adequately identified;
No incompatible land uses will be created nor direct mlpacf.s to parks, beaches, dunes, barrier islands, or important wildlife
habitats or recreational areas; and

c. Only minimal impacts or no impacts will result i the following checked items:

Air Quality Wildlife

Water Quality Energy

Solid Waste Management Construction Impacts
Transportation Secondary Impacts
Noise

An analysis of an item which cannot be checked, therefore having a potential for more than minimal impacts, is attached as Exhibit
(If more than one item is unchecked, the environmental assessment format for a Class I action must be completed).

State, Regional and/or Local Government Consultation

O Yes No This project is subject to review by State, regional, or local agencies under the requirements of Executive Order
12372, Intergovernmental Review of Federal Programns.

If "Yes" is checked, complete (a), or (b) or (c). (If megative environmental comments have been received, the environmental assessment
Jormat for a Class Il action must be completed).

a [0 The review period has expired and no comments were received.

b. [0 No negative comments of an environmental nature were received and the review period is complete, with the comments
attached. '

c. [0 Negative comments of an environmental nature have been received.

Controversy

O Yes No  This action is controversial for environmental reasons or is the subject of an environmental complaint.
If yes, check one of the following::

[0  The action is the subject of isolated environmental complaints or questions have been raised which focus on a sigle impact.
Attached as Exhibit is an analysis of the complaint or questions, and no further analysis is considered necessary.

Cumulative Impacts

O Yes No  The cumulative impacts of this action and other Rural Development actions, other federal actions, or related
nonfederal actions exceed the criteria for a Class I action; or the action represents a phase or segment of a larger
praject, the latter which exceeds the criteria for a Class [ action.

Need for the Project and Alternatives to it

Attached as Exhibit is a brief statement of Rural Development's position regarding the need for the project. Also, briefly discussed
are (a) the alternatives witich have heen considered by the applicant and Rural Development and (b) the environmental impacts of these

alternatives. Alternatives include alternative locations, alternative designs, alternative projects having similar benefits, and no action.
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Measures to Avoid or Mitigate Adverse Environmental Impacts

O Yes No = Mitigation measures are required. Attached as Exhibit is a description of the site or design change that
the applicant has agreed to make as well as mitigation measures that will be placed as special condition within the
offer of financial assistance or subdivision approval.

Compliance With Highly Erodible Land and Wetland Conservation Requirements

O Yes No  This action is subject to the highly erodible and wetland conservation requirements contained in Exhibit M of
RD Instruction 1940-G.

If "yes" is checked, complete (a), (b), (c), and (d).

a. Attached as Exhibit _____  is a completed Form SCS-CPA-026 which documents the following:
O Yes O No  Highly erodible land is present on the farm property.
O Yes ONo Wetland is present on the farm property.
[ Yes I No Convel;ted wetland is present on the farm property.

b. O Yes O No This action qualifies for the following exemption allowed under Exhibit M :

c. OO Yes [OONo The applicant must complete the following requirements prior to approval of the action in order to retain or regain
its eligibility for Agency financial assistance:

d. O Yes ONo Under the requirements of Exhibit M, the applicant's proposed activities are eligible for Agency financial assistance.
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10. Environmental Determinations

The following recommendations shall be completed and the environmental reviewer shall sign the assessment in the space provided
below. :

a. Based on an examination and review of the foregoing information and such supplemental information attached hereto, I recom-
mend that the approving official determine that this project:

[0  will have a significant effect on the quality of the humnan environment and an Environmental Impact Statement must be
prepared;

K1  will not have a significant effect on the quality of the human environment,

O  will require further analysis through completion of the assessment format for a Class I action.

b. 1 recommend that the approving official make the following compliance determinations for the below listed environmental
requirements.
NotIn In
Compliance Compliance
O Clean Air Act
| Federal Water Pollution Control Act .
O : Safe Drinking Water Act-Section 1424(e)
O Endangered Species Act
O Coastal Barrier Resources Act
O Coastal Zone Management Act-Section 307(c)(1) and (2)
O Wild and Scenic Rivers Act
O National Historic Preservation Act
O Archeological and Historic Preservation Act
O Highly Erodible Land and Wetland Conservation, Food Security Act
d Executive Order 11988, Floodplain Management
| Executive Order 11990, Protection of Wetlands
O Farmland Protection Policy Act
O Departmental Regulation 9500-3, Land Use Policy
O State Office Natural Resource Management Guide

¢.  Ihave reviewed and considered the types and degrees of adverse environmental impacts identified by this assessment, [ have also analyzed
the proposal for its consistency with Rural Development environmental policies, particularly those related to land use, and have con-
sidered the potential benefits of the proposal. Based upon a consideration and balancing of these factors, I recommend from an
environmental standpoint that the project

be approved O not be approved because of the attached reasons (see Exhibit )-
- M 09-01-2010
Signature of Prepﬁ“é{* (\—) Date
- 3

Title Business Programs Specialist

*See Section 1940.302 for listing of officials responsible for preparing assessment.
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09-01-2010
Signature of Concurring Official 1 "Date

Title

I have reviewed this environmental assessment and supporting documentation. Following are my Positions regarding its adequacy and the
recommendations reached by the preparer. For any matter in which I do not concur, my reasons are attached as Exhibit

Do not
Concur Concur
(1 Adequate Assessment )
O Environmental Impact Determination
O Compliance Determinations
O Project Recommendation

09-01-2010
Date

S eHature of State Environmental Coordinator 2

1 See Section 1940.316 for both the instances when a coneurring official must sign the assessment and who is authorized to sign as the concurring official.

2 8oe Section 1940.316 for instances when State Environmental Coordinator's review is required.
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AMENDED
CLASS 1
ENVIRONMENTAL
ASSESSMENT
ATTACHMENT
SEPTEMBER 1, 2010

RAINIER BIOGAS LLC
COMMUNITY
ANAEROBIC MANURE
DIGESTER




PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Applicant’s Name: Rainier Biogas LL.C
20206 436" St.
Enumclaw, WA 98022

Project Title, Size, or Capacity:
Anaerobic Digester to be located in Enumclaw, WA.

Project Number/Case Number: 125029042

Location:
The Rainier Biogas LLC site will be situated on property located at 43218
208" Ave. SE, Enumclaw, WA 98022

Legal Description:

Located on a tract of land identified as parcel ID 202006-9001

Project Description:

This project is located in a rural area serving rural residents. It is a proposal
to construct a farm based anaerobic digester for processing dairy manure
and the production of electrical power in King County. This digester will be
located on a tract of farm land located off of 436™ and 208" west of
Enumclaw.

Rainier Biogas LLC plans to install an anaerobic manure digester, a
concrete receiving pit, a mechanical building with an attached fiber storage
area. There will also be two pipelines associated with the project. An
approximate 500 foot pipeline will run from the neighboring dairy barn to
the Rainier Biogas pit, and an approximately 1000 foot pipe will run from



the Rainier Biogas pit to the neighboring dairy farm lagoon storage. Both
pipes will be directionally drilled under the county road.

A manure digester is a heated, concrete vessel that processes dairy manure
and other organic wastes in an oxygen-free environment designed to induce
digestion by anaerobic bacteria. Afterwards, the digested fiber solids are
separated and dried. The processed manure liquid returns to the farms via
truck or pipe and is stored in existing farmers’ lagoons and spread on fields
in accordance with the Department of Agriculture’s Livestock Nutrient
Management Program. The digester facility itself will be operated in
accordance with the Department of Ecology’s Guidelines for Operating an
Anaerobic Digester Exempt from Solid Waste Permitting, which allows the
importation of limited food-based materials for processing in the digester.
The digestion process kills insect larvae, bacteriological pathogens and
weed seeds; it greatly reduces manure odor and breaks down macronutrients
for faster plant uptake and reduced risk of nitrate runoff. Additionally
Rainier Biogas will install post-digestion equipment to remove solids from
the manure. This will result in reduction in manure macronutrients
phosphorous and nitrogen. The reduced nutrient content of the manure, as
well as the reduction of chemical oxygen demand and near-elimination of
manure fecal coliform will protect area water quality and also reduce
farmer’s manure application expenses. The harvested nutrients will meet
Washington Class A Biosolids specifications (although they will contain no
“biosolids” materials such as human waste) and will be sold into various
soil amendment markets or else land-applied as manure on fields that can
absorb the nutrients at an agronomic rate.

The digestion process also produces methane-rich biogas which has a
variety of uses. The gas will be burned in a piston engine generator on site
to create electricity for export to the Puget Sound Energy electrical grid
while also heating the digester vessel to sustain bacteria growth and reduce
pathogens.

The digester on this site will measure approximately 75x175 feet. It is 16
feet tall in total and will be buried approximately 8 feet in the ground, or
less as limited by the depth of the water table. Earth is piled against the
digester on all sides as insulation. The digester will be built by Andgar
Corporation, of Ferndale Washington. Andgar has constructed
Washington’s four operational manure digesters. This digester will be
capable of converting animal manure from up to 2000 cows into methane
gas used to drive electrical power generators

Next to the digester will sit an approximately 45 X 45 pre-engineered steel
mechanical building that houses the control equipment, electrical transfer
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equipment, and up to two sixteen-cylinder continuous duty gensets that run
on methane with a combined output of 1.5 megawatts. The initial
installation will include only a single, 750 kW generator (commonly
referred to as a “genset”). Excess methane gas from the digester is flared so
that no combustible gas will be stored on site.

There will also be a roughly 45 X 25 covered area beside the mechanical
building for storing digested fiber and a 20X 75 concrete slab for electrical
auxiliary equipment.

The facility will receive manure from up to 2,000 milking cows on 4-8
partner farms via truck and pipeline. Processed manure will be returned via
return trips on the truck. Approximately 10 round trips per day each
consisting of an average of eight miles will be necessary to supply the
digester. The facility will also receive food waste via truck at the rate of
approximately one load per day. The facility will comply with Dept of
Ecology guidelines for processing food waste in ag-exempt anaerobic
digesters and will obtain an air emissions permit from the Northwest Clean
Air Agency. The facility will also generate approximately one truck round
trip per day for the hauling of digested fiber to farms. This type of truck
traffic is within norms for agricultural operations in the area.

The digester system will be designed for a life span of 30 to 50 years. If for
any reason the concrete vessel would need to be decommissioned, the cover
would be removed and the vessel would be cleaned and filled with an inert
material which will render the site stable and prevent people from falling
into the tank.

Equipment would be disassembled and salvaged wherever possible. The
manure from within the vessel would be pumped into the farmers’ lagoons
for future use as fertilizer for their crops so that no animal waste remains on
site. If any additional substrates had been processed at the digester, any
remaining amounts of that material would also be removed as appropriate.

There are no wastes that create a special concern for disposal during the
dismantling and decommissioning of the anaerobic digester system. It is
estimated to take four people two months and a forklift, excavator and crane
to dismantle and dispose of the entire system the piping would be cut up and
sold as scrap metal and the equipment would be sold as used equipment
depending on the condition and remaining useful life of the equipment.

It is estimated that labor ($80,000), equipment rental ($60,000) and fill dirt
($25,000) necessary to dismantle and dispose of the system would cost
$165,000. Project is expected to have a lifetime of 30 years.



Decommissioning of the complete facility includes:
® Performing the digester system decommissioning described above
¢ Buildings and other permanent structures that can be reused would
be cleaned and left in place.
® Process equipment would be removed and salvaged
e Other land would be returned to predevelopment conditions.

The proposal is made in response to the Renewable Energy Grant and Loan
Program and the Business and Industry Loan Guarantee Program and is
consistent with the objectives of the US Department of Agriculture to
develop alternative and renewable energy sources and to support creation of
new businesses. The project meets criteria for “Green Tags” and is an
approved design consistent with the AgSTAR program. AgSTAR is a joint
program of the USDA, EPA and DOE designed to encourage the
widespread use of livestock manure as an energy source.

Proposed Action and USDA Rural Development's Position Regarding
the Need for the Project:

USDA’s proposed action is to allow Rainier Biogas LLC to use USDA’s
$500,000 funds for a grant and USDA’s$1,386,500 funds for a loan
guarantee to assist in the financing of the Anaerobic Digester Project. Also,
through the Department of Energy’s (DOE) State Energy Program (SEP)
funding, DOE is proposing to allow Rainier Biogas LLC to use $417,750
funds for a grant and $974,750 funds for a direct loan to further assist in the
financing of the Anaerobic Digester Project.

The project is needed to generate electricity, initially 750 kW and later up to
1.5 megawatts, while reducing emissions of carbon dioxide from fossil fuel
combustion as well as to offer an alternative method to dispose of livestock
manures that reduces emissions of methane, and improves air and water
quality.

The USDA Rural Development’s mission is to enhance the ability of rural
communities to develop, to grow, and to improve their quality of life by
funding projects that create or preserve quality jobs or promote a clean rural
environment. This project adheres to the Rural Development mission.



Applicant’s Contact Person:

Name: Daryl Maas
Title: Co-Owner
Rainier Biogas LLC
Address: 20206 436™ St
Enumclaw, WA 98022
Phone: (360) 424.4519
Fax: 360-419.4669

Rural Development’s Contact Person:

Name: Sharon Exley

Title: Business Programs Specialist

Address: 2021 E. College Way, Suite 216
Mount Vernon, WA 98273

Phone: (360) 428.4322 x159

Business and Developments That Will Expand and Benefit Due to the
Project:

The primary beneficiary will be Rainier Biogas LLC, a newly formed
business that will benefit by utilizing a portion of the energy produced to
run the digester and provide excess production to the grid for sale. Fiber
material derived from the digester will be sold to area businesses as a
sawdust replacement.

Ritter Dairy, on site, will provide manure for the digester. There are several
neighboring farms in a five mile radius that may provide additional manure,
however at this time no additional contract have been signed. Manure will
be delivered to the digester for processing and in turn the farm will be
receiving processed manure liquid to spread on fields in accordance with the
Department of Agriculture’s Livestock Nutrient Management Plan.
Additionally, some fiber will be returned to the dairy for use as cow
bedding.

Local area residents and those who work in the general vicinity are expected
to benefit by an estimated 90% reduction in odor normally associated with
dairy operations.



Related Activities (Interdependent Parts) of Rural Development Action:

There are no known related Federal actions that are related or would be
affected by this proposal.

Description of Project Site:
The project site is an approximately 4 acre parcel of farmland along the west

side the city of Enumclaw. It lies within a portion of the NE %4 of Section
20, Township 20, Range 06 E.W.M. within King County.

The land is flat farmland. Traffic near the site is light and consists largely of
agricultural vehicles. There is no known wildlife use of the site.

There are no known streams or ditches on the proposed site.

According to current FEMA flood maps, the site not within the floodplain.
This parcel also contains a small mobile home and some barns. According
to NRCS data, the site’s soil is 100%

Alderwood Gravelly Sandy Loam. Soil compression tests and water table
measurements are anticipated but not completed.

Present Land use of Project site:

This site is currently in planted with grass and corn which is chopped and
stored for cow food, with applications of cow manure between cuttings.
Surrounding Land Uses:

The surrounding land is primarily zoned Agricultural and is used as

farmland or for isolated homes. The site selected for this project is unique in
that it lies near dozens of active dairy farms.



Surrounding Sensitive Areas:

The surrounding land is all zoned Agricultural and is used as farmland or
isolated homes. The land is flat. There are no known streams or ditches on
the proposed site. There is no known wildlife use of the site.

A State Environment Policy Act checklist will be filed within a week of
energy grant award. King County Water and Land Resources Division
responded in a letter for review and comment that the county has been
supOportive of this project from its early developmental state. Dairies on
the Enumclaw Plateau have been under significant financial pressure from
rising costs of animal feed, bedding material and environmentally-sound
manure management. At the same time, declining milk prices are reducing
revenue. This project seeks to reduce the dairies costs for manure
management and bedding while providing environmental benefits through
production of renewable energy and improvements in water quality in the
Green and Wither River watersheds. These objectives are consistent with
the county’s environmental stewardship, renewable energy and agricultural
policies.” regarding a proposed conditional land use permit for the project
and states “

Any manure digester will be reviewed for consistency with state and local
regulation including but not limited to SEPA, Building Code, Fire Code,
and from a preliminary standpoint, the proposal appears to be consistent
with those regulations.”



1.0

SECTION I

Compliance with Air Quality Requirements

An email response was received from Claude Williams of Northwest Clean
Air Agency indicating an Order of Approval to Construct (OAC) permit will
be required prior to construction and is listed as a mitigation measure within
this report.

In addition, manure slurry and digester liquid effluent will need to be stored
safely on site until processed or transferred offsite to avoid hydrogen sulfide
and ammonia emissions. NWCAA will require full review of the
engineering data to determine the complete permit conditions.

Other sources of criteria pollutant emissions associated with construction
and operation of the facility would include exhaust and fugitive emissions
from construction equipment, trucks for delivery to the site of construction
materials and animal manure in future years and for hauling away from the
site of construction debris and solid byproduct material and vehicles for
commuting by workers and visitors. Only a few construction
machines/vehicles and a small number of commuting vehicles are expected
during the projected 4-6 month construction period. The number of truck
trips used for delivery of construction materials to the proposed facility site
and removal of construction debris would be about one per day, and that for
hauling away dried solid material for sale would average about one to two
per day. Collection and delivery of manure in future years would require an
additional ten truck round-trips per day. A few commuting vehicles are
expected for a full time operator of the facility and potentially a part time
worker during the operational period.

Emissions from construction equipment would be intermittent and
temporary. Emissions would exist only during daytime working hours.
Water spraying techniques will be used to control fugitive dust when
necessary.

Any future waste would be delivered in a sealed tank on a truck and pumped
through an air-sealed connection to a covered collection tank. Thus, sources
of odor at the facility would be limited to the solid composting area, an
enclosed area adjacent to the digester, only during the time while the solid
recovered from the separator is being transferred to the area for temporary



2.0

3.0

storage and while the solid material is being loaded onto trucks to be hauled
away for sale.

Compliance with Coastal Zone Management Act:

A. Coastal Zone Management Area Requirements:

The project is located in King County, which is within a coastal zone
management area. A Certification of Consistency with
Washington’s Coastal Zone Management Program was submitted to
Ms. Loree Randle, Federal Consistency Coordinator for the
Department of Ecology on 5/17/2010. Brenda McFarland, Section
Manager responded that Ecology agreed that funding this project is
consistent with Washington’s coastal Zone Management Program
and that any construction activities will be subject to all enforceable
policies of the Coastal Zone management program, such as the State
Environmental Policy act and State Air Quality Requirements.

B. State Shoreline Permit Requirements:

The property is outside of the shoreline jurisdictional area and no
shoreline permit is required.

Per the King County Critical Area Ordinance website, the subject
site appears to be outside of the state shoreline area. All land use
and development permit applications submitted to King County
Planning are reviewed for conformance with the provisions of the
King County Critical Area Ordinance. King County reserves the
right to require additional information and conditions associated
with permit review/approval.

Compliance with Endangered Species Act:

A. Effect on Endangered or Candidates to Become Endangered Species:

Mr. Larry Fisher, Area Habitat Biologist for the Washington
Department of Fish and Wildlife confirmed in a letter dated
10



4.0

5.0

5/26/2010 that WDFW concurs with the information submitted to
them that none of the state listed endangered species would be
affected by the project, as habitat for these animals was not found at
the project site during the WDFW review. It also does not appear
the pipeline linking to the DeGroot Dairy will cross any
jurisdictional watercourses, so a Hydraulic Project Approval permit
is not required for the project.

Compliance with Farmland Protection Policy Act and Department
Regulation 9500-3, Land Use Policy:

Land use will change a cow food producing parcel by creating the low
profile digester and a small building to house the mechanical equipment to
be placed on the building lot.

All surrounding land, directly impacted by this action, is currently in dairy
operations and minimal corn crop production and is expected to remain so
for the foreseeable future.

The Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) database was
consulted regarding this project’s impact on important forest land and
farmland in the area. Based on the King County Soil survey, the land is
comprised of Alderwood Gravelly Sandy Loam. In previous discussions
with Chuck Natsuhara, NRCS Soil Conservationist, he stated the site would
not be considered prime forestland or rangeland or farmland. It would only
be prime farmland if irrigated, which the site is not”.

Compliance with Executive Order 11988, Floodplain Management, and
Executive Order 11990, Protection of Wetlands:

A. Project Relationship to Floodplains:

The digester project is not located within the 100 year floodplain.
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6.0

7.0

B. Project Relationship to Wetlands:

There are no wetlands listed for this location. The project site is
currently in corn crop production.

Compliance with Forestland Protection Policy Act and Department
Regulation 9500-3, Land Use Policy:

The Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) database was
consulted regarding this project’s impact on important forest land in the
area. NRCS indicated that the soil is not a hydric soil. Alderwood Gravelly
Sandy Loam is not a hydric soil and therefore is not considered prime
forestland.

Compliance with National Historic Preservation Act and
Archaeological and Historic Preservation Act:

A Historic and Cultural Resources Project Review was requested of the
Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation Office (DAHP) on
5/17/2010

The Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation Office, by letter
dated 5/17/2010 concurred with USDA’s determination of the Area of
Potential Effect (APE) as detailed in our letter.

Letters were written on 5/13/2010 to the following Tribes, advising them of
the proposed construction and requesting their assistance with information
or comments on the project, the potential effect of the project and any
potential effect on the undertaking of any historic property which might be
affected by the proposed project:

Colville Tribe
Muckleshoot Tribe
Snoqualmie Tribe
Yakama Nation

One independent tribal response was received from Muckleshoot requesting
a cultural resource study. This study was ordered on 6/3 and conducted by
Equinox Research Consulting (Kelley Bush). No protected cultural
resources or historic properties were identified during the archaeological
investigation within the project area.
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A copy of this study was forwarded to DHAP and the four tribes on
6/17/2010. DHAP responded 6/21/2010 concurring with the determination
of No Historic Properties affected.

8. A Compliance with National Natural Landmarks Program:

A. National Historic Places:

A review of the National Register of Historic Places indicates that this
site is not on the National Historic Registry. Washington State has no
National Memorials, National Battlefields, National Cemeteries,
National Seashores or National Parkways.

B. National Areas Reserves:

According to the Washington State Department of Natural Resources
Natural Heritage Information System website the parcel does not appear
as a surveyed land section identified as reported to contain Natural
Heritage Features

Mr. John Gamon, Natural Heritage Program Manager for Washington
State Department of Natural Resources was consulted on May 14, 2010
and a follow-up request was placed to obtain comments, however no
response has been received to date. Since the farm is previously
disturbed site that is currently planted in grass and corn, no take to
natural plants is anticipated.

Washington State has only two National Historic Sites: Whitman
Mission and Fort Vancouver.

8. B Compliance with USDA policy re: impact to a National Parks System:

A review of the National Parks Service website shows that there are no
National Parks in the vicinity of the project.
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8.C

8.D

9.0

Washington State has only two National Historic Parks: San Juan Island
and Klondike Gold Rush-Seattle Unit.

Washington State has three National Recreational Areas: Lake Roosevelt,
Lake Chelan and Ross Lake.

Compliance with Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area Act:

The proposed location is not in the vicinity of and will not impact the
Columbia River Gorge.

Compliance with USDA policy re: impact to a National Parks System:

A review of the National Trails Service website shows that there are no
National Trails in the vicinity of the project.

Compliance with Department Regulation 9500-3, Land Use Policy on

Rangeland:

The Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) database was
consulted regarding this project’s impact on important forest land and
farmland in the area. Review of the database information confirms this is
not considered Rangeland.

10.0 Sole Source Aquifers

The project is not located in a sole source aquifer per the EPA web-site.

11.0 Water Quality- Compliance with Clean Water Act, Safe Drinking Water
Act, Federal Water Pollution Control Act:

Impacts from construction of the digester should be minor. Construction
will take place on the project site in a previously disturbed area. There is a
potential for minor erosion during construction of the digester facility,
however, Best Management Practices used to control erosion will be
employed to prevent adverse impacts.
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The roads on site will be gravel, and there will be single access onto 208"
Ave. SE.

Because the project site is flat, there should be no significant erosion
impacts during operation of the facility.

The lagoon and digester facility will be contained. Operational impacts to
water quality should not occur from the lagoon and digester if operational
guidelines are followed properly.

King County Planning will review the SEPA application for consistency
with state and local regulation including but not limited to SEPA, Building
Code, Fire Code, and from a preliminary standpoint, the proposal appears to
be consistent with those regulations

A Storm Water Construction General Permit will be filed with the
Department of Ecology. Department of Ecology is expected to issue a
Construction Stormwater General Permit which explains general permit
requirements and conditions the client must meet in order to satisfy the
permit. Those conditions likely will include weekly visual inspections of
the site and inspection by a Certified Erosion and Sediment Control Lead
and sampling of stormwater discharge.

Ecology’s Water Quality Program encourages AD operators to apply for
Water Quality Discharge Permits. As long as all discharges are prevented,
the digester operation and land application at agronomic rates of AD
effluent may be done under other applicable laws and regulations, for
example dairies must comply with the Dairy Nutrient Management Program
of Ch 90.64 RCW.

Water Quality Discharge Permits (NPDES and/or State Waste Discharge
Permits) are required for all discharges of polluting or waste materials to
waters of the state. Waters of the state include surface waters and ground
waters. Depending on the type of feed stocks accepted for a manure
digester, the operator may be able to manage the digested effluents through
land application at agronomic rates thus preventing discharges.

Washington State Department of Ecology Facilities Specialist Kara Stewart,
Waste 2 Resources program reviewed the proposal and indicated their
program has no comments on the NEPA application.

The application states that the digester facility “will comply with the
Department of Ecology’s Guidelines for Operating an Anaerobic Digester
Exempt from Solid Waste Permitting.” This document is Ecology
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publication no 09-07-029, located at
http://www.ecy.wa.gov/biblio/0907029.html.

The applicant must submit to Ecology a notification of intent to operate an exempt
agricultural anaerobic digester no less than 30-days prior to startup of the operation.
The notification form is available at http://www.ecy.wa.gov/biblio/ecy070356.html.
At that time the W2R program will review the operation to assess compliance with
the conditions of the solid waste handling permit exemption.

Any intent to sell post-digested liquid or solids into various soil amendment
markets (mentioned in Project Description) requires pre-approval by W2R in order
for the digester to remain in compliance with the solid waste handling permit
exemption.

12.0 Compliance with Executive order 11990- Protection of Wetlands,
USDA Regulation 9500-3 Land Use Policy, Public Law 99-198, Food Security
Act of 1985, Wetland Conservation and applicable sections of the 1990 Farm
Bill:

According to USGS Maps and USFW National Inventory Maps, no
wetlands exist at this site.

13.0 Compliance with Wild and Scenic Rivers Act:

Washington State currently has three designated Federal Wild and Scenic
Rivers, those having been described as:

Skagit River: The segment from pipe line at Sedro-Wooley to and
including the mouth of Bacon Creek.

Cascade River: From the mouth to the junction of the north and
south Forks: the south fork to the boundary of Glacier Peak
Wilderness Area:

Suiattle River: From the mouth to the junction of Elliott Creek;
north fork of Saulk River from its junction with the south fork and
the Sauk to the boundary of Glacier Peak Wilderness Area. (See
exhibit 22)

No portion of this site is within one of these three designated rivers.
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14.0 Compliance with the Wilderness Act of 1964:

The act views wilderness areas as “generally larger than 5000 acres that
have retained their primeval character”.  Washington State has 30
wilderness areas managed by four federal agencies. Local comprehensive
plans do not indicate any wilderness areas in the vicinity of the project.

15.0 Compliance with Intergovernmental Review Process:

King County does not participate in the Washington Intergovernmental Review
Process.
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SECTION II

Other Environmental Factors and Concerns

1.0 Hazardous Substances- Waste

There are no hazardous wastes or radioactive wastes identified on or near this
project area per the EPA Hazardous Sites List.

There is no asbestos present at and there are no underground storage tanks on the
site.

Main sources of solid wastes or solid products generated at the facility include
construction debris generated during the construction period and solid material
separated from digester effluent during operations.

The quantity of construction debris is estimated as equal to or less than a truck-load
per day. Construction debris will be hauled away to a licensed landfill site for
disposal.

Solids in the digester effluent would not be disposed of as solid waste; rather they
will be transported to a composting area in the enclosed building for drying and
eventual sale as bedding or soil amendment.

Any manure digester will be reviewed for consistency with state and local

regulation including but not limited to SEPA, Building Code, Fire Code, and from a
preliminary standpoint, the proposal appears to be consistent with those regulations.

2.0 Radioactive Waste

In 1988, Ecology created a new Nuclear Waste Program to deal specifically with
Hanford-related activities and cleanup, and other sources of mixed radioactive and
chemically hazardous wastes. The focus of the NWP is Hanford, but the program
also has regulatory responsibility for mixed wastes generated at the Puget Sound
Naval Shipyard and commercial facilities in the Tri-Cities area, and the program
oversees disposal and policy issues concerning commercial low-level radioactive
wastes. This project will not generate radioactive waste.
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3.0 Underground Storage

There are no known underground storage tanks at this location. Should a tank be
encountered, appropriate removal and groundwater monitoring would be
conducted.

4.0 Radon Gas

Radon is a chemically inert radioactive element found in soils and rocks that make
up the earth’s crust. Because it is a gas, it can easily move thorough soil and water
into the atmosphere. Most of the higher levels of radon have been found in
Northeastern Washington due to the naturally occurring radium in the soil and rock.
Western Washington does not appear to have significant radon levels. The only
way to know is to test. No Federal standards for radon gas exist. State
requirements are regulated by Indoor Air Quality and Uniform Building Codes.
Should there be a concern regarding radon gas in the future, the applicants will
ventilate the building and seal entry points to eliminate entry into the building.

5.0 Asbestos
No buildings exist on the site; therefore the risk of asbestos is highly unlikely and

not anticipated after construction.

6.0 Geological Hazards and Constraints:

In addition to any permit requirements, Andgar, the design/build contractor on the
project, has implemented design characteristics intended to mitigate the results
from any seismic activity.

There would be no vibrations caused by the use of this structure except possibly
during the construction phase. There will be some minor vibration caused during
preparation of soils and foundation construction; however this inconvenience would
be limited to reasonable daylight hours.

7.0 Lead Hazards:

Lead can be found in drinking water and in household paint. No drinking water is
planned at this site and no buildings exist on the site, therefore the risk of lead
hazards is not anticipated.
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8. 0 Clandestine Drug Labs:

No buildings exist on the site; therefore the risk of clandestine drug activity is
highly unlikely and not anticipated after construction.

9.0 Mold:

No buildings exist on the proposed site; therefore the risk of mold hazards is not
anticipated.

10.0 Compliance with Title III of the Energy and Conservation and
Production Act:

There will be no negative impacts to energy resource supplies. The project is an
energy generating project that will utilize a portion of the energy produced on the
farm, provide waste heat to provide excess production to the grid for sale. The
project will not consume energy, but conserve and add to the supplies already
available. The plans call for a sustained yield of energy at 750kW through the
production of methane gas to be burned in a power generation unit.

11.0 Compliance with Subpart B on Noise Abatement and Control:

Next to the digester will sit an approximately 45 x 45 pre-engineered steel
mechanical building that houses the control equipment, electrical transfer
equipment, and up to two sixteen-cylinder continuous duty gensets that run
on methane with a combined output of 1.5 megawatts. The initial
installation will include only a single, 750 kW generator (commonly
referred to as a “genset”). Excess methane gas from the digester is flared so
that no combustible gas will be stored on site.

There will also be a roughly 45 x 25 covered area beside the mechanical
building for storing digested fiber and a 20 x 75 concrete slab for electrical
auxiliary equipment.

The facility will receive manure from up to 2,000 milking cows on 4-8
partner farms via truck. Processed manure will be returned via return trips
on the truck. Approximately 10 round trips per day each consisting of an
average of eight miles will be necessary to supply the digester. The facility
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will also receive food waste via truck at the rate of approximately one load
per day. The facility will comply with Dept of Ecology guidelines for
processing food waste in ag-exempt anaerobic digesters and will obtain an
air emissions permit from the Northwest Clean Air Agency. The facility will
also generate approximately one truck round trip per day for the hauling of
digested fiber to farms. This type of truck traffic is within norms for
agricultural operations in the area. Impacts from the construction and
operations of the Anaerobic Digester Project are expected to be small.

12.0 Socioeconomics and Environmental Justice
Socioeconomic impacts include employment of a full time operator and
potential part time worker. No new or a small change to truck driver labor
would occur since the farmers are currently trucking the material for
disposal. Other impacts include the sale of the electric power to the grid
and sale of soil amendments. Socioeconomic impacts are expected to be
positive.

No impacts to communities with high percentage of minority and low-
income populations were identified that would experience impacts
exceeding those identified for the general population. Disproportionately
high and adverse impacts would be unlikely as a result of the Proposed
Action.

13.0 Reaction to Project

A. Public Comments and Responses-

No stated objections to this project have been received to date. All
persons contacted are supportive of a project that will reduce odors,
improve air quality and produce energy.

A Preliminary Notice of Possible Impact to Important Land
Resource was published the week of May 19 and May 26, 2010 to
allow for additional public comment and responses. No responses
have been received by the RD office.

B. Letters of Support:

Letters of support have been submitted by King County Water and
Land Resources Division, King County Conservation District, King
County Agriculture Commission, Middle Green River Coalition,
Mid-Puget Fisheries Enhancement Group and Muckleshoot Indian
Tribe.
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14.0 Cumulative Impacts, Unavoidable Adverse Impacts; Short-Term Uses

and Long-Term Productivity; and Irretrievable commitments of Resources:

This project would convert farmland used to grow livestock feed to
an anaerobic digester facility. Project is located across the street
from existing farms and except for a small increase in traffic no
other known cumulative impacts, direct or indirect, are expected.

Short-term versus long-term effects are minor. Long term effects of
the proposed action are positive. The project is needed to generate
electricity while reducing emissions of carbon dioxide from fossil
fuel combustion as well as to offer an alternative method to dispose
of livestock manure that reduces emissions of methane, and
improves air and water quality.

Irreversible/irretrievable impacts are small. Current land that is
being used for agriculture will be converted to a facility that will
support local agriculture thereby reducing emissions of methane and
improving air and water quality.

15.0 Alternatives:

A.

Alternate Locations:

Alternative locations were not included because of the required
proximity of the proposed project to the farms as a source of input
material. In particular, it is close to the source of a large portion of
the raw materials to be provided. Any other site would require
extensive construction for roads, power and distribution lines as well
as removal of a site from food crop production. The proposed
project requires the least impact to land and other resources since it
is immediately adjacent to the primary farm and close to the
neighboring farms.

Alternate Designs;
The plug-flow digester design is the most time tested and efficient of
the three digester systems currently in use. Use of an alternate

design would result in less efficiency and less energy output, which
would obviate the need for the project.
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C. Alternate Projects with Similar Benefits:

Alternate projects with similar benefits were considered in the
design phase of the project and found to be acceptable in general
environmental terms; however, the chosen system has a proven track
record for production efficiency and ease of operation and
maintenance.

D. No Action Alternative:
The no-action alternative is to not fund this project. By taking no
action the farmers will continue to apply untreated manure to their
fields. No energy would be generated and no odor would be

mitigated.

This project meets the RD Business Program loan criteria and is an
eligible entity. Environmental and funding criteria have been met...

16.0 Mitigation Measures:

Mitigation Measures recommended are reasonable and follow regulatory
agencies direction to minimize adverse comments and concerns.
Mitigation measures will appear in the USDA Letter of Conditions, or
other financing instruments which offers RD’s commitment for this
project. A copy of the mitigation measures will be sent to the engineer,
architect, or other representative of the applicant, to help ensure that these
measures are incorporated into the project’s development plans as
appropriate. The mitigation measures described in this section and, any
others determined during USDA’s decision processes, will become a
commitment for the applicant to meet. Measures include:

1. Pollution control measures and safety measures in the design and
operating procedures to mitigate impacts resulting from potential
hydrogen sulfide and ammonia gas releases.

2. Construction activities will be scheduled to reduce traffic, dust
and noise impacts in residential areas. = Equipment shall not be
operated without proper mufflers or other noise suppressers as
appropriate for the type of equipment involved. Equipment must
meet current State of Washington regulations for noise.

3. Daily operation of equipment and construction shall comply with
the Maximum Environmental Noise Levels chapter of 173-60
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10.

11

12.

13.

WAC and King County Codes. Public roadways will be swept
daily so as to leave no excavation material on driving surfaces.

Construction hours to be monitored. Normal construction hours
to be Monday through Friday, not to exceed 7:00am to 5:00pm.
(Or daylight hours depending on county restrictions).

Berming will be utilized to guard against excess surface runoff
and erosion entering off site area. Grass swales will be placed to
control surface runoff and erosion. Cuts will be kept to a
minimum and fills will not be required. Storm water run-off
from roofs and storm surfaces will be directed to drainage
swales. Site grading will provide for surface run-off as required
by King County building requirements.

The digester operational plan will include a response plan in case
of a catastrophic event.

. An engineered compaction soils report will be required for all

structures placed on fill material.

Temporary erosion/ sedimentation control measures will be
established in accordance with the King County Department of
Public Works.

Northwest Clean Air Agency requirements will be complied
with, including filing an application for an Order of Approval to
Construct (OAC) permit prior to construction.

The applicant will comply with any provisions of the King
County Drainage Ordinances.

. The applicant will comply with all relevant provisions of the

King County Critical Areas Ordinance.

Any Fire Marshal and King County Health Department
requirements will be met.

WAD 173-201A and 173-200 will be complied with as required
to address surface water quality issues and ground water issues
and permit conditions will be met. Weekly visual site
inspections to ensure best management practices shall be utilized
to prevent interference with and/or degradation of water quality
and to control soil erosion. Whenever possible, the site’s storm
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14.

15.

16.

17.

water will be directed into the digester tank. A Stormwater
Pollution Prevention Plan will be on site prior to start of
construction.

An Unanticipated Discovery Plan (UDP) must be in place before
a Notice to Proceed is issued. In the event that any ground-
disturbing activities in any future development uncover protected
cultural materials (e.g., bones, shell, and stone tools), all work in
the immediate vicinity should stop, the area should be secured,
and any equipment moved to a safe distance away from the
location. Then the contractor or landowner should contact the
Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation (Robert
Whitlam  360-586-3080), a professional and qualified
archaeologist, and the Muckleshoot Indian Tribe (Laura Murphy,
Tribal Archaeologist 253-867-3272) immediately in order to
help assess the situation and determine how to preserve the
resources. Compliance with all applicable laws pertaining to
archaeological resources is required.

If earth disturbing activities during any area of the project
uncover human remains, all work shall cease immediately in
accordance with the Native American Graves Protection and
Repatriation Act of 1990 (NAGPRA) and state statues RCW
27.44. The area around the discovery shall be secured and the
King County Sheriff’s Department (260-296-4155) and the King
County Medical Examiner’s office (206-731-3232) shall be
contacted to determine if the remains are forensic in nature. If
the remains are not forensic in nature, the Department of
Archaeology and Historic Preservation (Guy Tasa, Physical
Anthropologist 360-586-3534) will take the lead on managing
the remains.

Updated nutrient management plans will be required for the
receiving farms.

Submit to Ecology a notification of intent to operate an exempt
agricultural anaerobic digester and comply with all conditions of
Ecology publication # 09-07-029, Guidelines for Operations an
Anaerobic Digester Exempted from Solid Waste Handling
Permit. Provide all necessary design, operational and record
keeping documents to demonstrate compliance.
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18. Client will obtain necessary permits from local and other
governmental agencies.

19. Work in public right-of-ways shall have all necessary permits.

17.0 Environmental Determinations:

Based on an examination and review of the foregoing information and such
supplemental information attached hereto, the proposal is consistent with
USDA Rural Development environmental policies.

I recommend that the approving official determine that this project will not
have a significant effect on the quality of the human environment.

Preparer-Sharon A. Exley/ Business Programs Specialist Date 9/1/2010
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Form RD 1940-2]
{(Rev. 6-88)
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. Wetlands

. Floodplains

. Wilderness (designated or proposed under the Wilderness Act)

. Wild or Scenic River (proposed of designated under the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act)

. Historical, Archeological Sites

- Critical Habitat or Endangered/Threatened Species (listed or proposed)

. Natural Landmark (Listed on National Registry of Natural Landmarks)
. lmportant Farmlands

. Prime Forest Lands

. Prime Rangeland

- Approved Coastal Zone Management Area

- Sole Source Aquifer Recharge Area

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FOR CLASS T ACTION

. Description

a..Name of Project: Rainier Biogas LLC

b. Project Number: 304 | 2592 9042

¢. Location: 43218 208th Ave, SE., Enumdlaw, WA 98022

Protected Resources

The following land uses or cnvironmental resources will either be affected by the proposal or arc located within the
project site. (Check appropriate box Jor every item of ihe following checklist, i more than one item is checked “yes™
the environmentaf assessment Jormai for a Class 1] action must be completed, except if the oetion under review is
either (1) an application Jor a Housing Preservation Grant or (2) normally a caregorical exclusion that has lost its
exclusion status. The reviewer should nor initiate the Assessment for a Class | action when it is obvious that the
assessment formut for a Class 1] will be required )

YES

(listed on the National Register of Historical Places or which may be eligible for listing)

Coastal Barricr included in Coastal Barrier Resources System

U0doou0oOoo ooooao
NENRNANRNNRE RN RAOQE

(designated by Environmental Protection Agency)

For an item ehecked “yes™, ! have attached as Exhibit I both the necessary documentation to demonstrate compliance
with the Agency’s requirements for the protection of the resource and a discussion setting forth the reasons why the
potential impact on the resource is not considered o be significant. If item e. is checked “no’™, the results of the consulta-
tion process with the State Historic Preservation Officer is also attached.

RD 1940-21 (Rev. 6-88)
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3. General Impacts

Thave reviewed the environmental data submitted, dated and'signed by the applicant as well as any previously
completed environmental impact analysis and conclude the loliowing:

a. The project, the project area, and the primary beneficiaries are
b. No incompatible land uses will be created nor direct impacts 1
wildlife habitats or recreational areas; and

¢. Only minimal impacts or no impacts will result to the following checked jtems:

adequately identified;
0 parks, beaches, dunes, barrier istands, or important

Z]  AirQualiyy 1 wildiite

{1 Water Quality ¥ Energy

% Solid Waste Management @ Construction Impacts
Transportation @

Secondary Impacts

(I Noise

An analysis of an item which cannot be checked, there
attached as Exhibit _ . (If more

action must be complered )

fore having a potential for more than minimal impacts, is
than one item is unchecked, the environmental assessment formay Jor a Class 11

. State, Regional and/or Local Government Consultation

[ Yes m No This project is subject to review State, regional, or local agencies under requirements of
Executive Order 12372, Intergovernmental Review of Federal Programs.

If “yes™ is checked, complete (a}, or (b), or (c). (If negative environmental comments have been received, the
environmenial assessment format for a Class 1/ action must be completed )

a. D The review period has expired and no comments were received.

b. D No negative comments of an environmental nature w

ere received and the review period is complete, with
the comments attached. ’

c. D Negative comments of an environmental nature have been received,
3. Confroversy

D Yes m No  This action is controversial for environmental re

asons or is the subject of an environmental
compliant. If yes, check on of the following:

D The action is the subject of isolated environmental col
single impact. Attached as Exhibit
considered neccssary.

mplaints or questions have been raised which focus on a
is an analysis of the complaint or questions, and no further analysis js

6. Cumulative Impacts

] Yes m No  The cumulative impacts of this action and other Rural Development actions, of the federal
actions, or related nonfederal actions exceed the criteria for a
represents a phase or segment of a larg
Class | action,

Class | action; or the action
er project, the latter which exceeds the criteria fora

7. Need for the Project and Alternatives to it

alternative projects having similar benefits, and no action.

RD 1940-21
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8. Measures to Avoid or Mitigate Adverse Environment Impacts

m Yes [ ] No Mitigation measures are required. Attached as Exhibit __._ s adescription of the site or
design change thal the applicant has agreed to make as mitigation measures that witl be

placed as special condition within the offer or financial assistance or subdivision
approval,

9. Compliance With Highly Erodible Land and Wetland Conservation Requirements

D Yes Z No This action is subject to the highly erodible land and wetland conservation requirements

contained in Exhibit M of RD Instruction 1940-G

If “yes™ is checked. please complete (a), (b), (c), and (d).

a. Atlached as Exhibit ____is a completed Form SCS-CPA-026 which documents the following:

D Yes
D Yes
[ Yes

b, D Yes

c. [] Yes

d [] Yes

D No Highly erodible land is present on the farm property.
[(] No wetland is present on the farm property.

D No Converted wetland is present on the farm property.

D No This action qualifies for the following exemption allowed under Exhibit M:

[] No The applicant must complete the following requirements prior to approval of the
action in order to retain or regain its eligibility for Agency financial assistance:

D No Under the requirements of Exhibit M, the applicant’s proposed activities are eligible for

Agency financial assistance.

RD 1940-21
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10. Environmental Determinations

The following recommendations shall be completed and the environmental reviewer shall sign the assessment in the
space provided below.

a. Based on an examination and review of the foregoing information and such supplemental inforination attached
hereto, I recommend that the approving official determine that this project;

D will have significant effect on the quality of the human environment and an Environmental Impact Statement
must be prepared;

m will not have a significant e ffect on the quality of the human environment:

t will require further analysis through completion of the assessment format for a Class I action.

b. ['recommend that the approving official make the following compliance determinations for the below listed
environmental requirements.

Not In In
Compliance - Compliance

Clean Air Act

Federal Water Pollution Conitrol Act

Safe Drinking Water Act-Section 1424(e)

Endangered Species Act

Coastal Barrier Resources Act

Coastal Zone Management Act-Section 307(c)(1) and (2)
Wild and Scenic Rivers Act

National Historic Preservation Act

Archeological and Historic Preservation Act

Highly Erodible Land and Wetland Conservation, Food Security Act
Executive Order 11988, Floodplain management
Executive Order 11990, Protection of Wetlands
Farmland Protection Policy Act

Departmental Regulation 9500-3, Land Use Policy

State Office National Resource Management Guide

INEYS NN N NN SRSV

o o o o o o o

c. Thave reviewed and considered the types and degrees of adverse environmental impacts identified by the
assessment. | have also analyzed the proposal for its consistency with Rural Development environmental policies,
particularly those related to land use, and have considered the potential benefits of the proposal. Based upon a
consideration and balancing of these factors, I recommend from an environmental standpoint that the project

m be approved |:| not be approved because of the attached reason (see Exhibit )

61252010

*Signature of [/’ﬁiépargiva‘an Extoy Date
AN

¥ —_—

Title Business Programs Specialist

*See Section 1940.302 for listing of officials responsible for preparing assessment.

RD 1940-21
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oz

Date

Signature of Concwrring

Title

I have reviewed the environmental assessment and supporting documentation. Following are my positions regarding its
adequacy and the recommendaiions reached by the preparer. For any matter in which [ do not concur, my reasons are
anached as Exhibit .

Do not

Concur Concur
O ?Adequate Assessment

Environmental Impact Determination

U
] [%/./tompliance Determination
;| Project Recommendation

£/2 S;ﬁ @)

' See Section 1940.316 for both the instances when a concurring official must sign the assessment and who is authorized
10 sign as the concurring official.

? See Section 1940.316 for instances Wwhen State Environmental Coordinator’s review is required.

RD 1940-21



Mitigation Measures

Mitigation measures recommended are reasonable and follow regulatory agencies
direction to minimize adverse comments and concerns. Mitigation measures must
appear in the LOC, or other financing instruments which offer RD’s commitment for
this project. 1In addition, please send a copy of the mitigation measures to the
engineer or other representatives of the applicant, to help ensure that these
measures are incorporated into the project development plans as appropriate.

1. Equipment must meet current State of Washington regulations for noise.

2. Construction activities will be scheduled to reduce traffic, dust and
noise impacts in residential areas.

3. Ground-breaking work on the project cannot occur until there is
adequate time for the Tribes to respond to the cultural resource survey
(CRS). This would be at least unti] July 20, 2016, approximately 30
days from the date the CRS was sent out by USDA. This date could be
extended if USDA receives comments from Tribes that would need to be
addressed.

4, An Unanticipated Discovery Plan (UDP) must be “in place” before Notice
to Proceed is issued. If earth disturbing activities during project
construction uncover cultural materials (i.e. structural remains,
historic artifacts, or prehistoric artifacts), all work shall cease and
the Washington State Archaeologist at the Department of Archaeology and
Historic Preservation (DAHP), the interested tribes and the RD State
Environmental Coordinator (SEC) shall be notified immediately.

5. If earth disturbing activities during any area of the project uncover
human remains, all work shall cease immediately in accordance with
Washington State Statutes RCW 27.44. The area around the discovery
shall be secured and the King County Coroner, State Archeologist at
DAHP and the RD SEC shall be notified immediately.

6. Client to obtain necessary permits from local and other governmental
agencies,

7. Work in public right-of-ways shall have all necessary permits.



STATE OF WASHINGTON
DEPARTMENT OF ARCHAEOLOGY & HISTORIC PRESERVATION

1063 S. Capitol Way, Suite 106 » Olympia, Washington 98501
Mailing address: PO Box 48343 » Olympia, Washington 98504-8343
(360) 586-3065 » Fax Number (360) 586-3067 + Website: www.dahp.wa.gov

June 21, 2010

Ms. Janice Roderick
USDA-—Rurat Development
1835 Black Lake Blvd., SW, Suite B
Olymptia, Washington 98512-5716
Re: Rainier Biogas Facility Project
Log No: 051710-02-USDA-RD
Dear Ms. Roderick:

Thank you for contacting our Department. We have reviewed the materials you provided for the

proposed Rainter Biogas Facility Project at 43218 208" Avenue SE, Enumclaw, King County,
Washirngton.

We concur with the determination of No Historic Properties Affected.

We would appreciate receiving any cerrespondence or comments from concemned tribes or other parties
that you receive as you consult under the requirements of 36CFR800.4(a)(4).

These comments are based on the information available at the time of this review and on the behalf of the
State Historic Preservation Officer in conformance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation
Act and its implementing regulations 36CFR800. Should additional information become available, our
assessment may be revised.

In the event that archaeological or historic materials are discovered during project activities, work in the
immediate vicinity must stop, the area secured, and the tribes’ cultural departments and this department

notified. Thank you for the opportunity to comment and a copy of these comments should be included in
subsequent environmental documents.

Sincerely,
Robert G. Whitlam, Ph.D.

State Archaeologist
(360) 586-3080

email; rohwhitlum@(luhgwapov

Frolect the Pcst, Shape ine Funyre

v‘]' l:,—ljiPAR'l'MEN'\' OF ARCHAEOLOGY 2 HISTORIC PRESERVATION
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CERTIFICATION OF CONSISTENCY WITH WASHINGTON'S
COASTAL ZONE MANAGEMENT PROGRAM FOR
ATy v ACTIVITIES FUNDED BY RURAL DEVELOPMENT (USDA/RD)
ECOLOGY

Federal Application Number:
ot o P ~
Applicant: /:bf At .eqg S &l C_

Project Description: { Ay rs -”Il)- C /‘4‘—7 Hiare /_Ef'(u sfer

(attach site plans, location (county/city), and proximity to waterbody (name)) or JARPA Application

This action under CZMA§307(c)(3) is for a project, which will take place within Washington’s coastal zone, or which will affect a land use,
water use, or natural resource of the coastal zone. (The coastal zone includes Clallany, Grays Harbor, Islaud, Jefferson, King, Kitsap, Mason,
Pacific, Pierce, San Juan, Skagit, Snohomish, Thurston, Wahkiakum and Whatcom counties.)

The project complies with the following enforceable policies of the Coastal Zone Management Program:

I.  Shoreline Management Act:
© Is outside of SMA jurisdiction

Applied for shoreline permit (W being reviewed by
Has a valid shoreline permit ()% issued by _on
Has received an SMA Exemption () issued by on
2. State Water Quality Requirements: *
Does not require water quality permits (l,)/
Applied for water quality certification 0
Has received water quality certification () issued on D
Applied for stormsater permit O# issned on
Has received stormwater permit () issuedon
3. State Air Quality Requirements: ’ P 3 4 FE g f”‘: sk S V-,.:f (, % -1
Does not require air quality permits ) App lLeaTien Peef1~ L il /4 =
Applied for Air Quality permit O § being reviewed {y_v_ 4 /(t r /gen \fj
Has aun Air Quality permit O _ issued by on i &
y3 .
4. State Environmental Policy Act: SEPA Lead Agency is: '\ [ Al C('V'-/'. 7(\/
Project is exempt [rom SEPA () L L
SEPA checklist submitted () date
SEPA decision issued/adopted (JDNS ()MDNS ()EIS ()Other date
NEPA decision adopted by ()SEPA # date

I.ead agency to satisfy SEPA

Public Notice for this proposed project was provided through:

¥, 4 /o~ o /e f 3
()notice mailed to interested parties qsing s '”'4_/\ D mailing list on 7// 17‘//(: (date)
()publication in Cae~bwr (ovrier Hirald (newspaper) on il A e (dates)
(yother (include dates) ! L

Therefore, [ certify that this project complies with the enforceable policies of Washington's approved coastal Zone management program and will
be conducted in a manner consisient with such program,

(Signature) C/ /(/ ’?//éz/’//_ : Date 6\//N/C'

USDA, Rural Development concludes this action is consistent to the maximum extent practicable with Washington’s Coastal Zone
Management Program.

TFunds will not be released until all State Agency requirements have becn met.

(Signature) : Date

IT vou require this publication in an alternate furmat, please contact the Shorelands and Environmental Assistance Program at
360-407-6096, or TTY (for the speech or hearing impaired) 7t or 800-833-6388.

ECY 070-131
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Hydric Soils—King County Area, Washington

Rainier Biogas LLC Digester project

Hydric Soils— King County Area, Washington

Map symbol and map unit name Component Percent of Landform Hydric
map unit criteria
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Table 1: Place names of nearby sites recorded in T.T. Waterman's original manuscripts edited by

Hilbert et al 2001.
Map
Waterman Name Number Translation Location
(figure 8)
283 The mouth of a creek that drains
3 k]
TLkEwardis Hone from White River
285 A place where the White River
hwE’tL3si To break off sweeps along the foot of a high
bluff, one mile from Buckley, WA
286 . The White River ford leading to
Sqwobal High place Collin’s Prairie
: 287 The mouth of Boise Creek, off of
3 E] ;)
sqwalE’ttutsid None Wihite River
sqwalElets 288 Huckleberry bush An old village site at Boise Creek
Yetudi’ 294 None A creek running into Green River
Telda’btid 292 None A p}ace where Stuck Jack had his
cabin
Kogwa’sid 293 Ridge fence Site of Snohomish Joe’s place
Wiya’los 296 None A creek on Fred Ross’s place
Ko’bcL 297 None Porter’s Prairie
299 None The site of the community of
TliLda’llts Osceola, approximately 2 miles
southeast of the APE
Dowokub 298 None The prairie which flows from
Nuwaukum Creek
Skald 295 Lip A small lake with Beavers in it

In the early days of homesteading in the White River Valley settlers relied on community activities to
stave off isolation. Church meetings, dances, quilting bees and picnics were a common occurrence.
Transportation between communities was difficult. Settlers utilized stream beds and native trails for
travel (Scott and Wright 2008).

In 1885 the Northern Pacific Railroad extended its transcontinental mainline through the land that
would become Enumclaw. That year Frank and Mary Stevenson plated the town and built a hotel. A
saloon and general store were also erected in the new town (Scott and Wright 2008). Enumclaw
developed as an agricultural area. Farms in the 1880s-and 1890s primarily grew hops, an ingredient in
malt beverages. In the late 1890s, after an infestation of hop lice, many farms became dairies. Danish
Immigrants to Enumclaw established several agricultural cooperatives including Cooperative
Creamery, known today as Darigold Farms. Dairy farming is still the major industry in Enumclaw. In
1897 several Swedish immigrants purchased the White River Lumber and Shingle Company. The
White River Lumber and Shingle Company as well as the various agricultural cooperatives have been
called the cornerstone of Enumclaw’s economic life (Andrews 1998).

Before the arrival of the settlers the area around Enumclaw was dense old growth forest. Settlers used
the trees on their land to build hand hewn homes and barmns. The remaining trees were cleared away to
create open fields for farming (Scott and Wright 2008).
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