Bulk Commodities Ocean Terminal RFQ
Consultant Questions

Following is a list of questions asked by the various firms interested in providing an SOQ for the
Bulk Commodities Ocean Terminal Study. Questions answered by a simple reference to the
requirements in the RFQ have not been listed below.

Question: As the Coalition’s engineering firm, does Jones & DeMille Engineering anticipate
being involved in the facility infrastructure status assessments at the subject port locations?

Answer: No. The proposing firm should include all necessary consultants to accomplish
the full scope of work.

Question: As the Coalition’s engineering firm, does Jones & DeMille Engineering anticipate
being involved in assessing the facility environmental and regulatory requirements at the subject

port locations?

Answer: No. The proposing firm should include all necessary consultants to accomplish
the full scope of work.

Question: Will the Coalition consider additional throughput port locations on the west coast?

Answer: Yes. The Coalition is interested in learning all it can about high potential bulk
commodity throughput ocean terminals on the west coast as part of the study.

Question: We have a question regarding the source of funding for this project. Will it be
state funded or federally funded?

Answer: This work is being funded with state resources dedicated to this purpose.

Question: AECOM is a delivery partner for the investment group DHIP working on the Uinta
Rail Project, would this conflict AECOM out of pursuing the work?

Answer: We don't see your work on the Uinta Rail as a conflict and we would love to have
you submit for this project.

Question: If no conflict of interest is determined, would the SCIC consider a three-week
extension to the February 4, 2026 submittal deadline?

Answer: Unfortunately, we are on a tight timeline but our hope is you can get something
submitted by the due date.



Question: What is meant by Oakland? Would a review of the options such as Richmond or
Redwood City, also be of interest? If so, then we would refer to Oakland as the San Francisco
Bay.

Answer: Specifically, we are interested in the Port of Oakland, which is initiating
construction of a bulk commodities terminal focusing on coal. Equally we are keen on Longview
as a potential bulk commodities development project. Other sites, both in the Bay Area and
elsewhere are of secondary interest and we believe only merit analysis as they relate to the
Oakland and Longview projects.

Question: Is Asia the intended market for coal, mineral and agricultural exports? Would
other markets in Europe, the Mediterranean or more Western regions of Asia also be desirable?

Answer: Our understanding is that the primary markets for Utah Coal and other bulk
commodities are in Asia, specifically Japan and Korea. Our expectation is that any deep dive
analysis would focus there with only cursory review of other markets especially as they relate to
Asian market demand.

Question: How important is Guaymas to the overall project? We are able to cover Guaymas
on a desktop basis (no site visits), if that is acceptable. Otherwise we need to add travel costs to
our proposal.

Answer: Desktop review of Guaymas should be sufficient. Guaymas is secondary to US
Ports unless a cursory review reveals otherwise.

Question: The Environmental and Regulatory Compliance section can get very time
consuming and costly. Given the limits of the budget provided, can we confirm this project
would be constrained to a higher level analysis regarding identifying necessary documents,
permits, and regulatory needs/steps.

Answer: Confirmed

Question: Can we rely on the USGS for reserve estimates for the main commodities
intended for export?

Answer: Yes

Question: Does the Seven County Infrastructure Coalition have stated relationships with the
other mountain states, and/or the federally recognized tribes?



Answer: There are no formal agreements in place. There have been conversations
outside our organization and we simply wish to recognize outside interest and consider that
cooperative relations may ensue.

Question: Should travel and accommodations be included within the budget?
Answer: Yes, to the extent you see travel necessary, it should be included in the budget.
Question: Will the contracting mechanism be a purchase order or contract? Are the terms of

each open to negotiation or is it take it or leave it?

Answer: It will be a contract rather than a purchase order, simply because the Coalition
does not have a specific PO system or program. The terms of the contract would be negotiated
in good faith. The contract will need to be awarded in full, the Coalition is not looking at splitting
up the study. If they have a question about a particular deliverable, they can seek clarification.
However, that is the extent of what the Coalition can provide. The deliverables are set and need
to remain so to ensure a fair process to all interested parties.

Question: There are three terminals, if there are other options, would you be willing to
entertain additional options?

Answer: Yes. We are an inland state with no experience in port terminals, our budget is
always in consideration. If there are other options that are more cost effective and can be used
for multiple commodities, we would entertain those.

Question: Would there be a joint meeting with everyone involved or would everyone be kept
separate.
Answer: There would be a joint meeting with everyone involved for introductions and

shared information for an effective combined collaboration.

Question: How deep do you want to go in each of those commodities, in a sense of
marketing, most everything we can cover, however agriculture is not part of our coverage.

Answer: We are an energy organization and state. We want to make sure there is a
future. Coal is going to be the main commaodity, but other commaodities are going to have to be
looked at and be given a brief overview.



