JOBS & Northwest Innovation Works LLC: an overview
Over‐broad definition of “local” employment
NWIW executives have touted local employment as a positive aspect of their proposed methanol
refinery. However, a closer look at the ECONorthwest report commissioned by the company reveals that
their definition of “local” is a 12‐county region with a 90 minute or less commute to Kalama.1 According
to the report, the labor market for NWIW’s 192 jobs includes more than 1.4 million workers.2 The pool
of qualified construction workers that NWIW considers “local” includes nearly 42,000 workers.3
Counties included in the NWIW definition of “local”:
Cowlitz County, Washington
Clackamas County, Oregon
Clark County, Washington
Columbia County, Oregon
Lewis County, Washington
Multnomah County, Oregon
Pacific County, Washington
Skamania County, Washington
Thurston County, Washington
Wahkiakum County, Washington
Washington County, Oregon
Yamhill County, Oregon
Over‐stating construction jobs and impact
NWIW admits that “much of the equipment and engineering work necessary will come from outside the
local region.”4 Refinery components will be shipped to Kalama, not created in Kalama and workers from
outside the region who specialize in methanol refinery construction will be brought in to build it.
NWIW promises approximately 1,000 jobs during refinery construction. A deeper look at these numbers
shows that this level of employment would last just three months. The average employment level during
construction is closer to 500 workers, though NWIW admits that, during some months, it would be as
low as 100.5
Only a fraction of the total construction cost for the proposed methanol refinery will be spent locally.
According to their own report, NWIW estimates that only 1/3 of the total construction costs will come
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