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How did we narrow
the list of potential project locations?

Stage 3 Criteria:

« towing distance.

24 potential

locations screened « waterfront length.

* land access.

\ Stage 1: Is the site big enough? Is there access to open water? Is the site available? / + existing facilities, such as docks or bulkheads.

1 » proximity of other commercial marine facilities.

Stage 2: Is the water deep enough? Is there protection from wind and waves? « proximity of local rail service.
Are there any known cultural sites? Is there any known chemical contamination?
* access to aggregate.
» proximity of commercial concrete plants.
Stage 3: Relative ranking of remaining sites by site features
« utilities on or adjacent to site.
4 |ocations passed all three
evaluation stages . .
* local community support for project.
Stage 4: Relative ranking of sites by * availabi"ty of current site data
environmental criteria
Stage 4 Criteria:
Proposed project location
in Hoquiam identified™

» potential disturbance to public parks.
* One additional site passed all the evaluation stages, but is no longer available * local land use regulations.

+ availability of tradespeople.

* community compatibility.



