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STATE ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT
DETERMINATION OF NONSIGNIFICANCE

Date of Issuance: October 22, 2021
Lead agency: Department of Ecology, Toxics Cleanup Program, and Northwest Regional Office

Agency Contact: Tanner Bushnell, tanner.bushnell@ecy.wa.gov, (425) 691-0571

Description of proposal:

The Subject Property is composed of 1 tax parcel totaling approximately 2.3 acres located in a
mixed-use commercial and residential area of the Rainier Valley area of Seattle, Washington.
The Subject Property has been vacant since 2016. The single story retail building constructed in
1967 remains on the Property. Three different dry-cleaning facilities operated on the Property
between the 1930s and 1960s, releasing hazardous substances into soil and groundwater. In
addition, contamination came from creosote-treated wooden pilings that formed the foundation of the
retail facility.

The proposed cleanup action consists of treatment of dry-cleaning solvent contaminated soil and
groundwater in place. Treatment will be conducted by soil heating, vapor extraction, and
injection of reducing agents. Unused creosote treated timber piles and surrounding soil will be
removed.

Property redevelopment will consist of a mix of affordable and market rate housing with some
retail space and underground parking. The redevelopment project will result in approximately

380 housing units near the Columbia City Link Light Rail Station.

Location of proposal: Rainier Mall Site- 4208 Rainier Avenue South, Seattle, WA 98118

Applicant/Proponent:

Norah Potter
norah@lakeunionpartners.com
(360) 713-8206

401 North 36 Street, Suite 104
Seattle, WA 98103
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Ecology has determined that this proposal will not have a probable significant adverse impact on
the environment. An environmental impact statement (EIS) is not required under RCW
43.21C.030(2)(c). We have reviewed the attached Environmental Checklist, the Remedial
Investigation/Feasibility Study, and the Draft Cleanup Action Plan for the Site. These are available
at: Rainier Mall Documents

This determination is based on the following findings and conclusions:

The project proponent is removing the detected soil contaminants where feasible. Soil
contamination will remain in place adjacent to treated timber piles needed for structural stability.
Groundwater contamination will be chemically and biologically reduced to non-toxic compounds.
Primary cleanup of the property will be completed prior to redevelopment.

The comment period for this DNS corresponds with the comment period for the Remedial
Investigation/Feasibility Study Report, and the Draft Cleanup Action Plan, which will end on April
16,2022.

Responsible official:

Robert Warren

Section Manger

Toxics Cleanup Program, NWRO
Department of Ecology

15700 Dayton Ave N

Shoreline, WA 98133
206-594-0093
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AN AN
Signature Date October 22, 2021

This SEPA decision may be appealed in conjunction with an appeal on the underlying agency
action. In this case, the permit, rule amendment, plan, order or other may be appealed by the
applicable citation and summary of timeline.



SEPA ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST
UPDATED 2016

Purpose of checklist:

Governmental agencies use this checklist to help determine whether the environmental impacts ofyour
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 anenvironmental
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 decision-making 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 explainyour
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 supportingdocuments.

Use of checklist for nonproject proposals:

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.

A. BACKGROUND

1. Name of proposed project, if applicable: Rainier Mall Cleanup

2. Name of applicant: Rainier & Genesee LLC

3. Address and phone number of applicant and contact person:

Norah Potter

401 N 36th Street, Suite 104
Seattle, WA 98103
360-713-8206
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4. Date checklist prepared: 9-7-21
5. Agency requesting checklist: WA Ecology

6. Proposed timing or schedule (including phasing, if applicable):

Project is still in design/permitting stage.

Anticipated implementation will start in November, 2021and proceed for
approximately 15 months to 18 months

7. Do you have any plans for future additions, expansion, or further
activity related to or connected with this proposal? If yes, explain.

No, this is a remedial cleanup project.

After the described cleanup is completed, groundwater monitoring will
proceed for approximately 2 years into 2023

8. List any environmental information you know about that has been prepared, or
will be prepared, directly related to this proposal.

Several technical reports have been prepared as follows:

1)- Remedial Investigation/Focused Feasibility Study - Rainier Mall
Property

2)- Draft Cleanup Action Plan - Rainier Mall Property

9. Do you know whether applications are pending for governmental

approvals of other proposals directly affecting the property coveredby
your proposal? If yes, explain.

No, no other applications related to the remedial cleanup are pending.
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10. List any government approvals or permits that will be needed for
your proposal, if known.

We will need an Underground Injection Control (UIC) permit from WA
Ecology.

A street use permit is needed from DCI/SDOT.
A notification will need to go in to PSCAA for minimal air discharges.
We will need a stormwater discharge permit.

11. Give brief, complete description of your proposal, including the
proposed uses and the size of the project and site. There are several
guestions 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.)

The Rainier Mall Site (Site) is located at 4208 Rainier Ave S near the
Columbia City neighborhood of Seattle. The Site is primarily located on one
2.3 acre King County parcel. The Site has been used for commercial
dry-cleaning and for a retail building that was constructed over
creosote-treated wood piles. These historic uses resulted in soil and
groundwater contamination with dry cleaner solvent, perchloroethylene (PCE)
on the south part of the property. Under the present building, a class of
compounds called PAHSs is present at low levels in soil in close proximity to
each of the underground piles.

The remedial cleanup will use 2 technologies to address the PCE in soil and
groundwater on the south part. The PCE source area will be teated with
Electrical Resistive Heating (ERH). The associated PCE groundwater plume
will be treated with in-situ chemical reduction (ISCR) that will treat the
dissolved phase contaminants by Enhanced Reductive Dechlorination (ERD).

12. Location of the proposal. Give sufficient information for a personto
understand the precise location of your proposed project, including a
street address, if any, and section, township, and range, if known. Ifa
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 permitapplications
related to this checklist.

The site is at 4208 Rainier venue South as shown on Figures 1 and 2 (attached).

The following is an abbreviated legal description of the Property as provided by the
King County Department of Assessments:

SQUIRES LAKESIDE ADD & POR VAC ALLEY ADJ LESS ST

Plat Block: 9

Plat Lot: 7 THRU 38
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B. ENVIRONMENTAL ELEMENTS
1. Earth

a. General description of the site
(check one): [T] Flat, [] rolling,[] hilly, ] steep slopes, [] mountainous,

[] other

b. What is the steepest slope on the site (approximate percent slope)?

less than 1% slope

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.

The site has 10 feet of fill, which is underlain by glacial lacustrine soils.
No agricultural use is documented in the site history

d. Are there surface indications or history of unstable soils inthe
immediate vicinity? If so, describe.

No
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e. Describe the purpose, type, total area, and approximate quantities
and total affected area of any filling, excavation, and gradingproposed.
Indicate source of fill.

A small area of PCE contaminated soil will be excavated and filled. The quantity is
estimated at approximately 90 Tons of material removed. Fill will be sourced from a
local gravel pit, not yet determined.

An approximate 33,000 square foot building will be demolished, and the concrete
floor slab will be removed, and replaced. Approximately 2,000 Tons of dirt from the
surface may be removed in the process.

There are 16 treated wood piles that will be removed in one section of the Property.

f. Could erosion occur as a result of clearing, construction, or use? If
so, generally describe.

Some slight soil erosion is possible during excavation, and concrete slab
demolition/removal. Appropriate TESC measures will be implemented to
control and manage that erosion, and insure it does not leave the site.

g. About what percent of the site will be covered with impervious
surfaces after project construction (for example, asphalt or buildings)?

Not Applicable to the ERH/ISCR-ERD remedial project which will occur
under asphalt paved surfaces that exist.

The present building slab of the pile supported building will be replaced
with a new floor slab for the planned subsequent development after
remedial work is completed. Upon completion of development

construction, after cleanup, approximately 98% of the site area will be
covered with impervious surfaces.

h. Proposed measures to reduce or control erosion, or other impacts to
the earth, if any:

The site will remain paved during remedial activities. Typical BMPs will be
used, such as cloth filters on drainage culverts, and straw bundle filters in
limited drainage channels.
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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 quantitiesif
known.

No air emission discharges are anticipated. The remedial plan incorporates

suitable filtering mechanisms on the air discharge component of the ERH
system.

When cleanup work is completed, there are no emissions anticipated.

b. Are there any off-site sources of emissions or odor that may affect
your proposal? If so, generally describe.

None that are known.

c. Proposed measures to reduce or control emissions or otherimpacts
to air, if any:

The ERH plan includes the use of granular activated carbon (GAC) to filter
air discharges from the ERH process. Monitoring will be performed to
determine when it is necessary to change out the GAC.
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3. Water

a. Surface Water:
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.

No

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.

No

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.

None
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4) Will the proposal require surface water withdrawals or diversions?
Give general description, purpose, and approximate quantities if
known.

No

5) Does the proposal lie within a 100-year floodplain? If so, note
location on the site plan.

No

6) Does the proposal involve any discharges of waste materialsto
surface waters? If so, describe the type of waste and anticipated
volume of discharge.

No
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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 quantities withdrawn from thewell.
Will water be discharged to groundwater? Give generaldescription,
purpose, and approximate quantities if known.

Minor amounts of groundwater will be evaporated during the ERH period.
The evaporated GW as steam will be collected in a condenser unit, and
cleaned through charcoal filtering, and then returned into the source wells,
to replace the removed moisture and wet the electrodes in the ERH
treatment area.

The anticipated amount is about a total of 1,500 to 2,000 total gallons per
day evaporated and collected as steam. The returned water will be trickled
into the electrodes at a drip rate of approximately 0.5 to 1.0 gallons per
minute, for a total of less than 1,500 gallons per day.

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, then
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.

None-Not applicable.
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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.

Typical precipitation during this project will be the on-site rainfall run-off. It
will not come into contact with contaminated soil The run-off will go to the

storm system, which at this property is a combined system with the sewer,
so stormwater will go to the sewer.

2) Could waste materials enter ground or surface waters? If so,
generally describe.

No

3) Does the proposal alter or otherwise affect drainage patternsin
the vicinity of the site? If so, describe.

No
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d. Proposed measures to reduce or control surface, ground, and runoff
water, and drainage pattern impacts, if any:

Typical TESC measures will be used, such as straw wattles/rolls, hay bails,
silt fencing, interceptor swales and directional drainage channels and
earthen dikes, to direct storm water to a collection point for appropriate
treatment. Area drainage patterns off the property will not be impacted.

4. Plants

a. Check the types of vegetation found on the site:
[] deciduous tree: alder, maple, aspen, other
[] evergreen tree: fir, cedar, pine, other
[2] shrubs

[ grass

[] pasture

[] crop or grain

[] Orchards, vineyards or other permanent crops

[ wet soil plants: cattail, buttercup, bullrush, skunk cabbage, other
[J water plants: water lily, eelgrass, milfoil, other

[] other types of vegetation

b. What kind and amount of vegetation will be removed or altered?

Several shrubs in planter boxes in the parking lot may be cut-back or
removed

c. List threatened and endangered species known to be on or near the
site.

None are known.
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d. Proposed landscaping, use of native plants, or other measuresto
preserve or enhance vegetation on the site, if any:

None required. Paving will remain in place during ERH remedial work.

e. List all noxious weeds and invasive species known to be on ornear
the site.

None

5. Animals

a. List any birds and other animals which have been observed onor
near the site or are known to be on or near the site. Examplesinclude:
birds: hawk, heron, eagle, songbirds, other:

mammals: deer, bear, elk, beaver, other:
fish: bass, salmon, trout, herring, shellfish, other

Crow, gull, rat

b. List any threatened and endangered species known to be on or near
the site.

No endangered or threatened species are known to be at this site.
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c. Is the site part of a migration route? If so, explain.

The site is a paved lot with a large building in an urban area. No migrating

birds or mammals have been observed at this site over a five year
investigation period.

d. Proposed measures to preserve or enhance wildlife, if any:

None are needed for the remedial project.

e. List any invasive animal species known to be on or near the site.

None are known on the site, or in the immediate area.

6. Energy and natural resources
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.

Electricity will be supplied by Seattle City Light for the remedial application.
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b. Would your project affect the potential use of solar energy by adjacent
properties? If so, generally describe.

No

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:

None are contemplated.

7. Environmental health

a. Are there any environmental health hazards, including exposureto
toxic chemicals, risk of fire and explosion, spill, or hazardous waste,
that could occur as a result of this proposal? If so, describe.

There is PCE contamination in soil and groundwater, and there are PAHSs in
soil. Potential human exposures to these compounds are possible during
the drilling of electrodes, removal of wooden piles, and excavation of soil.
However, the remedial work will be performed under controls of a written
Health and Safety Plan (HASP) and through use of Personal Protective
Equipment (PPE) in managing the treated wood poles, and excavated soil,
or drill cuttings.

1) Describe any known or possible contamination at the site from
present or past uses.

PCE, and degradation products in soil and groundwater from former dry
cleaning operations.

PAHSs in soil in close association with creosote-treated wood piles under the
present building.
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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.

Then remedial project is designed to address and eliminate the known
contamination to below applicable cleanup levels.

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 remedial project is designed to address and eliminate the known
contamination to below applicable cleanup levels. The chemical contaminants
are the dry cleaner solvent PCE, and its degradation products; and PAHSs in
soil adjacent to treated wood poles as piles. A reducing agent-zero valent iron
(2VI1) and an emulsified organic fat will be injected. Safety protocols will be
followed to mange the handling of chemicals during this operation.

Diesel fuel will be used to power field equipment, and lubrication and fueling
will occur on a daily basis by a service vehicle, and no fuels will be stored on
the site. No other toxic or hazardous chemical will be introduced during the
remedial activities.

4) Describe special emergency services that might be required.

No special, emergency service needs are anticipated.
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5)Proposed measures to reduce or control environmental health
hazards, if any:

The entire remedial project is designed to achieve cleanup of contamination
to applicable cleanup levels.

b. Noise

1) What types of noise exist in the area which may affect your project
(for example: traffic, equipment, operation, other)?

General major arterial traffic noise, and light industrial land use noises are
typically present.

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.

Some limited additional traffic noise during mobilization and electrode
installation is expected from associated vehicles The operation of the ERH
system is generally quiet.

The injection of GW treatment chemicals is also generally quiet.
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3) Proposed measures to reduce or control noise impacts, if any:

Mobilization and Installation activities will adhere to standard city noise
control timelines. No other controls are expected to be needed.

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? Ifso,
describe.

Commercial retail, parking were the past uses of the property. There is no
present tenant and the building is vacant.

No affects are expected on land use from the remedial project.

The property will be developed with apartments after the remedial work is
completed.

b. Has the project site been used as working farmlands or working forest
lands? If so, describe. How much agricultural or forest land oflong-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?

No
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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:

No

c. Describe any structures on the site.

An approximate 33,000 square feet building is on the north part of the
property.

The remainder of the property is a paved parking lot.

d. Will any structures be demolished? If so, what?

Yes, the existing building will be demolished in the subsequent
redevelopment of the property.
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e. What is the current zoning classification of the site?

NA to remedial project

The property is zoned NC2-55 (M), neighborhood commercial with a 55-foot
height limit, which allows commercial uses under residential units.

f. What is the current comprehensive plan designation of the site?

NA to remedial project

g. If applicable, what is the current shoreline master program designation of the site?

NA
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h. Has any part of the site been classified as a critical area by the city or
county? If so, specify.

No

i. Approximately how many people would reside or work in the completed
project?

NA to remedial project. Upon completion of the full development, 370
apartment units will have an average of 1.5 people per unit. The completed
project will house approximately 550 people plus 60-65 employees for the
retail space.

j- Approximately how many people would the completed project displace?

None, the property is currently vacant.

k. Proposed measures to avoid or reduce displacement impacts, if any:

NA
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|. Proposed measures to ensure the proposal is compatible with existingand
projected land uses and plans, if any:

NA for remediation

m. Proposed measures to ensure the proposal is compatible with nearby
agricultural and forest lands of long-term commercial significance, ifany:

NA for remedaition

9. Housing
a. Approximately how many units would be provided, if any? Indicate
whether high, middle, or low-income housing.

NA for remedial project.

The subsequent development project will have a total of 370 Dwelling Units
with 6% of that total designated as mandatory housing affordablity (MHA)
and 20% designated as multi-family tax exempt (MFTE).
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b. Approximately how many units, if any, would be eliminated? Indicate
whether high, middle, or low-income housing.

NA for remedial project

c. Proposed measures to reduce or control housing impacts, if any:

NA
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10. Aesthetics

a. What is the tallest height of any proposed structure(s), notincluding
antennas; what is the principal exterior building material(s) proposed?

NA

b. What views in the immediate vicinity would be altered orobstructed?
NA

c. Proposed measures to reduce or control aesthetic impacts, if any:

NA
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11. Light and glare

a. What type of light or glare will the proposal produce? What time of
day would it mainly occur?

None

b. Could light or glare from the finished project be a safety hazard orinterfere
with views?

No

c. What existing off-site sources of light or glare may affectyour
proposal?

None known
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d. Proposed measures to reduce or control light and glare impacts, if any:

NA

12. Recreation

a. What designated and informal recreational opportunities are inthe
immediate vicinity?

Genesee park is in the area

b. Would the proposed project displace any existing recreationaluses?
If so, describe.

No
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c. Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts on recreation,
including recreation opportunities to be provided by the projector
applicant, if any:

NA

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 innational,
state, or local preservation registers located on or near the site? Ifso,
specifically describe.

No, none.

b. Are there any landmarks, features, or other evidence of Indian or
historic use or occupation? This may include human burials orold
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.

No.
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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.

No potential impacts to cultural and historic resources on or near the
project site are likely since there were no findings of landmarks, features,
or other evidence of cultural or historic use or occupation. Resources:
Seattle Historic Resources Survey Database, Seattle Dept. of
Neighborhoods Landmarks Map, and GIS data, and Cultural Resource
Consultation (CRC) by Ecology. An IDF will be prepared before any

grading and excavation work begins for the planned remediation and
development construction.

d. Proposed measures to avoid, minimize, or compensate for loss,
changes to, and disturbance to resources. Please include plans forthe
above and any permits that may be required.

NA

14. Transportation

a. ldentify 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.

Rainier Avenue South - west adjacent

South Genesee Street - access via curb-cut driveway on south side of
property
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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?

Yes, Metro Bus lines on Rainier Avenue South, and on South Genesee
Stops are within 50 feet

c. How many additional parking spaces would the completed projector
non-project proposal have? How many would the project or proposal
eliminate?

NA

d. Will the proposal require any new or improvements to existing roads,
streets, pedestrian, bicycle or state transportation facilities, notincluding
driveways? If so, generally describe (indicate whether public orprivate).

No, for the remediation project.
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e. Will the project or proposal use (or occur in the immediate vicinity of)
water, rail, or air transportation? If so, generally describe.

No

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?

Approximately 5 round-trip vehicular trips per day for the staff planned to
operate the ERH system. Between 7 AM and 6 PM.

g. Will the proposal interfere with, affect or be affected by the movementof
agricultural and forest products on roads or streets in the area? If so,
generally describe.

No
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h. Proposed measures to reduce or control transportation impacts, if
any:

NA

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.

No

b. Proposed measures to reduce or control direct impacts on public
services, if any.

NA
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16. Utilities
a. Check utilities currently available at the site:

[C] electricity [T] natural gas water |:| refuse service [] telephone E|] 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.

Electricity by SCL
Sewer by SPU/KC Metro
Water by City of Seattle

C. Signature

The above answers are true and complete to the best of my knowledge.
| understand that the lead agency is relying on them to make its decision.

Signature:

Name of signee:  JOhN R Funderburk

Position and Agency/Organization: Manager, UEP llc
Date Submitted: 9-7-21

This checklist was reviewed by:

Land Use Planner, Seattle Department of Construction and Inspections
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D. Supplemental sheet for nonproject actions

(IT IS NOT NECESSARY to use this sheet for projectactions)

Because these questions are very general, it may be helpfulto
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 afaster
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:
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2. How would the proposal be likely to affect plants, animals, fish,or
marine life?

Proposed measures to protect or conserve plants, animals, fish, or marine
life are:

3. How would the proposal be likely to deplete energy ornatural
resources?
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Proposed measures to protect or conserve energy and natural resources
are:

4. How would the proposal be likely to use or affectenvironmentally
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:
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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:
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6. How would the proposal be likely to increase demandson
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 withlocal,
state, or federal laws or requirements for the protection of the
environment.
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	Name of proposed project: Rainier Mall Cleanup
	Name of applicant: Rainier & Genesee LLC
	Name and phone number of applicant and contact person: Norah Potter
401 N 36th Street, Suite 104
Seattle, WA 98103
360-713-8206
	Date checklist prepared: 9-7-21
	Agency requesting checklist: WA Ecology
	Proposed timing or schedule: Project is still in design/permitting stage.
Anticipated implementation will start in November, 2021and proceed for approximately 15 months to 18 months
	Future additions, expansion, or further activity related to this proposal: No, this is a remedial cleanup project.
After the described cleanup is completed, groundwater monitoring will proceed for approximately 2 years into 2023
	Environmental information related to this proposal: Several technical reports have been prepared as follows:
1)- Remedial Investigation/Focused Feasibility Study - Rainier Mall Property
2)- Draft Cleanup Action Plan - Rainier Mall Property
	Other applications pending for government approvals: No, no other applications related to the remedial cleanup are pending.    

 
	Other required government approvals: We will need an Underground Injection Control (UIC) permit from WA Ecology.
A street use permit is needed from DCI/SDOT.
A notification will need to go in to PSCAA for minimal air discharges.
We will need a stormwater discharge permit.
	Brief description of your proposal: The Rainier Mall Site (Site) is located at 4208 Rainier Ave S near the Columbia City neighborhood of Seattle.  The Site is primarily located on one 2.3 acre King County parcel. The Site has been used for commercial dry-cleaning and for a retail building that was constructed over creosote-treated wood piles. These historic uses resulted in soil and groundwater contamination with dry cleaner solvent, perchloroethylene (PCE) on the south part of the property.  Under the present building, a class of compounds called PAHs is present at low levels in soil in close proximity to each of the underground piles.

The remedial cleanup will use 2 technologies to address the PCE in soil and groundwater on the south part.  The PCE source area will be teated with Electrical Resistive Heating (ERH). The associated PCE groundwater plume will be treated with in-situ chemical reduction (ISCR) that will treat the dissolved phase contaminants by Enhanced Reductive Dechlorination (ERD).
	Location of the proposal: The site is at 4208 Rainier venue South as shown on Figures 1 and 2 (attached).

The following is an abbreviated legal description of the Property as provided by the King County Department of Assessments:
SQUIRES LAKESIDE ADD & POR VAC ALLEY ADJ LESS ST
Plat Block: 9 
Plat Lot: 7 THRU 38
.
	Flat: Yes
	rolling: Off
	hilly: Off
	steep slopes: Off
	mountainous: Off
	Other description: 
	What is the steepest slope on the site (approximate percent slope)?: less than 1% slope
	General types of soils found on the site: The site has 10 feet of fill, which is underlain by glacial lacustrine soils.
No agricultural use is documented in the site history
	Any indications or history of unstable soils in the area?: No
	Describe proposed filling, excavation, and grading: 
A small area of PCE contaminated soil will be excavated and filled. The quantity is estimated at approximately 90 Tons of material removed. Fill will be sourced from a local gravel pit, not yet determined.

An approximate 33,000 square foot building will be demolished, and the concrete floor slab will be removed, and replaced. Approximately 2,000 Tons of dirt from the surface may be removed in the process.

There are 16 treated wood piles that will be removed in one section of the Property.

	Could erosion occur as a result of clearing, construction, or use?: Some slight soil erosion is possible during excavation, and concrete slab demolition/removal.  Appropriate TESC measures will be implemented to control and manage that erosion, and insure it does not leave the site.
	What percent of the site will be covered with impervious surfaces?: Not Applicable to the ERH/ISCR-ERD  remedial project which will occur under asphalt paved surfaces that exist.

The present building slab of the pile supported building will be replaced with a new floor slab for the planned subsequent development after remedial work is completed. Upon completion of development construction, after cleanup, approximately 98% of the site area will be covered with impervious surfaces.
	Proposed erosion control: The site will remain paved during remedial activities. Typical BMPs will be used, such as cloth filters on drainage culverts, and straw bundle filters in limited drainage channels.
	What types of emissions to the air would result from the proposal?: No air emission discharges are anticipated. The remedial plan incorporates suitable filtering mechanisms on the air discharge component of the ERH system.

When cleanup work is completed, there are no emissions anticipated.
	Any off-site sources of emissions or odor that may affect your project: None that are known.
	Proposed measures to reduce or control emissions: The ERH plan includes the use of granular activated carbon (GAC) to filter air discharges from the ERH process.  Monitoring will be performed to determine when it is necessary to change out the GAC.
	Is there any surface water body on or in the immediate area?: No
	Will the project require any work over, in, or adjacent to a water body?: No
	Estimated fill and dredge material placed in or removed from a water body: None
	Will the proposal require surface water withdrawals or diversions?: No
	Does the proposal lie within a 100-year floodplain?: No
	Does the proposal involve any discharges of waste materials to surface waters?: No
	Will groundwater be withdrawn from a well for drinking water?: Minor amounts of groundwater will be evaporated during the ERH period. The evaporated GW as steam will be collected in a condenser unit, and cleaned through charcoal filtering, and then returned into the source wells, to replace the removed moisture and wet the electrodes in the ERH treatment area.

The anticipated amount is about a total of 1,500 to 2,000 total gallons per day evaporated and collected as steam. The returned water will be trickled into the electrodes at a drip rate of approximately 0.5 to 1.0 gallons per minute, for a total of less than 1,500 gallons per day.
	Describe waste material that will be discharged into the ground: None-Not applicable.
	Describe the source of runoff (including storm water) and method of collection and disposal: Typical precipitation during this project will be the on-site rainfall run-off.  It will not come into contact with contaminated soil  The run-off will go to the storm system, which at this property is a combined system with the sewer, so stormwater will go to the sewer.
	Could waste materials enter ground or surface waters?: No
	Does the proposal alter drainage patterns?: No
	Proposed measures to reduce or control surface, ground, and runoff water: Typical TESC measures will be used, such as straw wattles/rolls, hay bails, silt fencing, interceptor swales and directional drainage channels and earthen dikes, to direct storm water to a collection point for appropriate treatment. Area drainage patterns off the property will not be impacted.
	deciduous tree: alder, maple, aspen, other: Off
	evergreen tree: fir, cedar, pine, other: Off
	shrubs: Yes
	grass: Off
	pasture: Off
	crop or grain: Off
	orchards, vinyards or other permanent crops: Off
	wet soil plants: cattail, buttercup, bullrush, skunk cabbage, other: Off
	water plants: water lily, eelgrass, milfoil, other: Off
	other types of vegetation: Off
	What kind and amount of vegetation will be removed or altered?: Several shrubs in planter boxes in the parking lot may be cut-back or removed
	List threatened and endangered species known to be on or near the site: None are known.
	Proposed landscaping, if any: None required.  Paving will remain in place during ERH remedial work.
	Known noxious weeds and invasive species: None
	Animals near site: Crow, gull, rat
	Known threatened and endangered species: 
No endangered or threatened species are known to be at this site.

	Is the site part of a migration route? If so, explain: The site is a paved lot with a large building in an urban area. No migrating birds or mammals have been observed at this site over a five year investigation period.
	Proposed measures to preserve or enhance wildlife, if any:: None are needed for the remedial project.
	List any invasive animal species known to be on or near the site: None are known on the site, or in the immediate area.
	What kind of energy will be used?: Electricity will be supplied by Seattle City Light for the remedial application.
	Would your project affect solar energy use nearby?: No
	Energy conservation features of project: None are contemplated.
	Environmental health hazards: There is PCE contamination in soil and groundwater, and there are PAHs in soil.  Potential human exposures to these compounds are possible during the drilling of electrodes, removal of wooden piles, and excavation of soil. However, the remedial work will be performed under controls of a written Health and Safety Plan (HASP) and through use of Personal Protective Equipment (PPE) in managing the treated wood poles, and excavated soil, or drill cuttings.
	Known or possible contamination at the site: PCE, and degradation products in soil and groundwater from former dry cleaning operations.

PAHs in soil in close association with creosote-treated wood piles under the present building.
	Describe existing hazardous checmicals or conditions: Then remedial project is designed to address and eliminate the known contamination to below applicable cleanup levels.
	Describe any toxic or hazardous chemicals that might be stored, used, or produced: The remedial project is designed to address and eliminate the known contamination to below applicable cleanup levels. The chemical contaminants are the dry cleaner solvent PCE, and its degradation products; and PAHs in soil adjacent to treated wood poles as piles. A reducing agent-zero valent iron (ZVI) and an emulsified organic fat will be injected. Safety protocols will be followed to mange the handling of chemicals during this operation.

Diesel fuel will be used to power field equipment, and lubrication and fueling will occur on a daily basis by a service vehicle, and no fuels will be stored on the site. No other toxic or hazardous chemical will be introduced during the remedial activities.
	Possible emergency services: No special, emergency service needs are anticipated.
	Measures to reduce or control environmental health hazards: The entire remedial project is designed to achieve cleanup of contamination to applicable cleanup levels.
	Types of noise that may affect your project: General major arterial traffic noise, and light industrial land use noises are typically present.
	Types and levels of noise would be created or associated with the project: Some limited additional traffic noise during mobilization and electrode installation is expected from associated vehicles The operation of the ERH system is generally quiet.

The injection of GW treatment chemicals is also generally quiet.
	Measures to reduce or control noise impacts: Mobilization and Installation activities will adhere to standard city noise control timelines. No other controls are expected to be needed. 
	Current use of the site and adjacent properties: Commercial retail, parking were the past uses of the property.  There is no present tenant and the building is vacant.

No affects are expected on land use from the remedial project.

The property will be developed with apartments after the remedial work is completed.
	Working farmlands or working forest: No
	Proposal affect or affected by working farm or forest: No
	Describe any structures on the site: An approximate 33,000 square feet building is on the north part of the property.

The remainder of the property is a paved parking lot.
	Will structures be demolished: Yes, the existing building will be demolished in the subsequent redevelopment of the property.
	Current zoning classification: NA to remedial project

The property is zoned NC2-55 (M), neighborhood commercial with a 55-foot height limit, which allows commercial uses under residential units.
	Current comprehensive plan designation of site: NA to remedial project
	Current shoreline master program dsignation of the site: NA
	Any part of the site classified as a critical area: No
	Number of people residing or working in completed project: NA to remedial project.  Upon completion of the full development, 370 apartment units will have an average of 1.5 people per unit. The completed project will house approximately 550 people plus 60-65 employees for the retail space.
	Number of people displaced by project: None, the property is currently vacant.
	Measures to avoid or reduce displacement impacts: NA
	Proposed mesaures to make project compatible with land use: NA for remediation
	Propsed measures to make project compatible with agricultural and forest lands: NA for remedaition
	Number of housing units provided: NA for remedial project.

The subsequent development project will have a total of 370 Dwelling Units with 6% of that total designated as mandatory housing affordablity (MHA) and 20% designated as multi-family tax exempt (MFTE).
	Number of housing units eliminated: NA for remedial project
	Proposed measures to reduce or control housing impacts: NA
	Height of proposed structure: NA
	Altered or obstructed views: NA
	Proposed measures to control aesthetic impacts: NA
	Type of light or glare: None
	Could light or glare be a hazard or interfere with views: No
	Off-site sources of light or glare: None known
	Measures to reduce or control light: NA
	Recreational opportunities: Genesee park is in the area
	Displacement of existing recreational uses: No
	Measures to reduce or control impacts on recreation: NA
	Building, structures, or sites over 45 years old: No, none.
	Landmarks, features or other evidence of Indian or historic use: No.
	Methods used to assess potential cutural or historic impacts: No potential impacts to cultural and historic resources on or near the project site are likely since there were no findings of landmarks, features, or other evidence of cultural or historic use or occupation. Resources:  Seattle Historic Resources Survey Database, Seattle Dept. of Neighborhoods Landmarks Map, and GIS data, and Cultural Resource Consultation (CRC) by Ecology.  An IDF will be prepared before any grading and excavation work begins for the planned remediation and development construction. 
	Proposed measures to avoid disturbing resources: NA
	Public streets and highways: Rainier Avenue South - west adjacent
South Genesee Street - access via curb-cut driveway on south side of property
	Public transit: Yes, Metro Bus lines on Rainier Avenue South, and on South Genesee
Stops are within 50 feet
	Additional parking spaces: NA
	Roads, streets, pedestrian, bicycle, or state transporation facilities: No, for the remediation project.
	Water, rail, or air transportation: No
	Vehicular trips per day: Approximately 5 round-trip vehicular trips per day for the staff planned to operate the ERH system. Between 7 AM and 6 PM.
	Transportation of agricultural and forest products: No
	Proposed mesaures to reduce or control transportation impacts: NA
	Public services needs: No
	Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts on public services: NA
	electricity: Yes
	natural gas: Yes
	water: Yes
	refuse service: Off
	telephone: Off
	sanitary sewer: Yes
	septic system: Off
	other 1: Off
	other description 1: 
	Utilities needs: Electricity by SCL
Sewer by SPU/KC Metro
Water by City of Seattle
	Name of signee: John R Funderburk
	Position and AgencyOrganization: Manager, UEP llc
	Date Submitted: 9-7-21
	Land Use Planner Seattle Department of Construction and Inspections: 
	Dischage into the environemnt: 
	Proposed measures to avoid or reduce discharges: 
	Impacts on plants, animals, fish, or marine life: 
	Proposed measures to protect or conserve plants, animals, fish, or marine life: 
	Deplete energy or natural resources: 
	Proposed measures to protect or conserve energy and natural resources: 
	Environmentally sensitive areas: 
	Proposed measures to protect such resources or to avoid or reduce impacts: 
	Land and shoreline use: 
	Proposed measures to avoid or reduce shoreline and land use impacts: 
	Demands on transportation, public services, and utilities: 
	Proposed measures to reduce or respond to such demand(s): 
	Conflicts with laws or requirements: 


