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Appendix A 
Scoping Comments 

On April 4, 2014, the City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology (co-lead 
agencies under the Washington State Environmental Policy Act [SEPA]) issued a Determination of 
Significance and Request for Comments on the Scope of the Environmental Impact Statements (EISs) 
for the Westway and Imperium Terminal Services Expansion Projects. Agencies, affected tribes, and 
members of the public were invited to comment on the scope of the EISs within a 47-day expanded 
scoping comment period beginning April 10, 2014, and closing May 27, 2014. 

During the scoping periods for these two projects, the co-lead agencies accepted comments 
submitted in the following ways. 

 Project website. Commenters could enter their comments or upload them directly to the project 
website. 

 Mail. Commenters could submit their comments by mail, which could include emailed letters, 
hard copies sent by regular mail, or delivery of other materials, such as compact discs or thumb 
drives to either co-lead agency or the co-lead agencies’ third-party consultant, ICF International. 

 Scoping meetings. Two scoping meetings were held in Hoquiam, Washington on April 24, 2014, 
and in Centralia, Washington on April 29, 2014. At each meeting, members of the public were 
invited to provide comments in the following ways. 

 Oral comment. Commenters could sign up and speak for a maximum of two minutes before 
representatives of the co-lead agencies. These comments were recorded but not transcribed 
and are not presented in this report. However, the recordings are available on the project 
website at http://www.ecy.wa.gov/geographic/graysharbor/westwayterminal.html. 

 Written comment. Commenters could bring their own comment letters or fill out comment 
sheets at each meeting and provide them to the co-lead agencies. 

This document catalogs all the public comments received during the formal scoping period. All such 
comments are presented verbatim except for oral comments, which were recorded but not 
transcribed. All comments were considered equally by the co-lead agencies and their third-party 
consultant in the development of the Draft EISs for each proposed action. The comments are 
provided in the following attachments. 

 Attachment A1, Web-Based Comments. These include comments from agencies, tribes, 
organizations, and the public submitted via the project website. 

 Attachment A2, Hard-Copy Comment Letters. These include comments from agencies, tribes, 
organizations and the public submitted by mail or at the scoping meetings. 

 Agency Comment Letters 

 Tribal Comment Letters 

 Organization Comment Letters 

 General Public Comment Letters 

 Form Letters1 

                                                 
1 Because more than 20,000 form letters were received, an example of each form letter is presented. 
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A.1 Web-Based Comments 
Table A-1 identifies the commenters who submitted comments through the project website, sorted 
by the unique submission number of each commenter. Table A-2 repeats this list but is sorted by the 
name(s) of the commenter(s).  

Table A-1. Web-Based Comments Sorted by Submission Number 

Submission 
Number Commenter Submission 

Number Commenter 

000000001 Test Comment 000000002 Test Comment 
000000003 Phillips, Garrett  000000004 Environmental Services Directory for 

Washington State–Mattox, Jeremy  
000000005 Autrey, Yovonne  000000006 Wood, John and Polly  
000000007 Young, Michael  000000008 Johnson, Vicki  
000000009 Perk, David  000000010 Test Comment 
000000011 Test Comment 000000012 Test Comment 
000000013 Hazen, Libby  000000014 Test Comment 
000000015 Phillips, Garrett  000000016 Tharp, Rodney  
000000017 Northbeach Community Group–

Riemer, Lisa  
000000018 Crawford, Tom  

000000019 Anderson, Glen  000000020 Duddles, Janis  
000000021 Bartlett, Wendy  000000022 University of Washington–

Gunderson, Donald  
000000023 World Temperate Rainforest 

Network–Rasmussen, Pat  
000000024 Elkins, Anne  

000000025 Holz, Thomas  000000026 Dale, Garry  
000000027 Hicks, Diane  000000028 Kovach, Tori  
000000029 Meyers, Mary  000000030 Carmack, Inga  
000000031 Health Care for All-WA–Koester, 

Martha  
000000032 Friends of the Library, Oakville 

Community Hall Library (FOTL)–
Holmes, Constance  

000000033 McFeely, Mark  000000034 McFeely, Mark  
000000035 Sterling, Sandra  000000036 Bishop, David  
000000037 Johnson, Daryl  000000038 Ms.Tharp, Rod  
000000039 Ms.Tharp, Rod  000000040 Costa, Demelza  
000000041 Streicker, Gail  000000042 Tell, Jodi Tanner  
000000043 Joos, Sandra 000000044 Brod, Dainela  
000000045 McMonegal, Mary  000000046 Friends of the Gorge–Ray, Gisela  
000000047 Grammer, Kat  000000048 Eickmann, Margaret 
000000049 Pizanelli, Phil  000000050 Eubanks, Arlene  
000000051 Nettleton, John  000000052 Rickman, Sharon  
000000053 Bard, Holly  000000054 Rose, Carol  
000000055 Sahnow, Charlotte  000000056 Lorax, Nick  
000000057 Lorax, Nick  000000058 Dornfeld, Susan  
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Submission 
Number Commenter Submission 

Number Commenter 

000000059 Eddy, John  000000060 van Fleet, Laura  
000000061 Drake, Kevin  000000062 Valentine, Rex  
000000063 El Centro de la Raza–Ortega, Estela  000000064 Wild Game Fish Conservation 

International–Wilcox, James  
000000065 Wild Game Fish Conservation 

International–Wilcox, James  
000000066 Wild Game Fish Conservation 

International–Wilcox, James  
000000067 Vataja, Roy  000000068 Warford, James  
000000069 Miller, Alexander  000000070 Szot, Patricia  
000000071 Brumfield, Carol  000000072 Grimstad, Karen  
000000073 Steitz, Jim  000000074 Steitz, Jim  
000000075 Steitz, Jim  000000076 Steitz, Jim  
000000077 Steitz, Jim  000000078 Wood, Sandy  
000000079 Wood, Sandy  000000080 Sierra Club–Miller, Sharon  
000000081 Wiley, Jana  000000082 DeBuhr, Robert  
000000083 Heinze, Travis  000000084 LaBrant, Eric  
000000085 LaBrant, Eric  000000086 Hawk, Ronald  
000000087 Hethcote, Herb  000000088 Tharp, Rodney  
000000089 Test Comment 000000090 Test Comment 
000000091 Test Comment 000000092 Test Comment 
000000093 Test Comment 000000094 Test Comment 
000000095 Test Comment 000000096 Tharp, Rodney  
000000097 Tharp, Rodney  000000098 Ward, Willam  
000000099 Moore, Robin  000000100 Haverfield, Heather  
000000101 Holm, Patricia  000000102 Callos, Duane  
000000103 Tharp, Rod  000000104 Carlson, Joel  
000000105 Collins, Allison  000000106 Verrinder, Jan  
000000107 Dungan, Marilyn  000000108 Shustak, Raymond  
000000109 Linn, David  000000110 Burke, Denise  
000000111 Test Comment 000000112 Test Comment 
000000113 Test Comment 000000114 Moore, Robin  
000000115 Test Comment 000000116 League of Women Voters of 

Washington–Abel, Kim  
000000117 Brockway, Abby  000000118 Brockway, Abby  
000000119 Gordon, Diana  000000120 Test Comment 
000000121 Test Comment 000000122 Test Comment 
000000123 Hermenegildo, Kristin  000000124 Test Comment 
000000125 Flood, Gregory  000000126 Test Comment 
000000127 Test Comment 000000128 Test Comment 
000000129 Test Comment 000000130 Test Comment 
000000131 Sunshine, Susan  000000132 Harper, Teresa  
000000133 Estalilla, Francis  000000134 Bridenback, Larry  
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Submission 
Number Commenter Submission 

Number Commenter 

000000135 Haaga, Larry  000000136 Rinnert, Bruce  
000000137 Vermillion, Dale and Margret  000000138 Murray, Shawn  
000000139 Overby, Don  000000140 Northern Plains Resource Council–

McManus, Nancy  
000000141 Staigmiller, Judy  000000142 CCA–Kearse, William  
000000143 Wilder, Lee  000000144 AlterTone Music–Blalack, Russell  
000000145 Kiehn, Don  000000146 Dixon, Lynne  
000000147 Miller, Peggy  000000148 Grafix, Rich Clawson  
000000149 Young, Bob  000000150 Davis, Jim  
000000151 Moore, Robin  000000152 Moore, Robin  
000000153 Stormo, Paul  000000154 Garvey, Lydia  
000000155 Campbell, Cate  000000156 Northern Plains Resource Council–

Kresich, Joan  
000000157 House, Verne  000000158 Moore, Robin  
000000159 Siebrass, Karen and Ronald  000000160 Appel, Walter  
000000161 Meyer, Chris  000000162 Moe, Howard  
000000163 Morris, David  000000164 Metz, Kelle  
000000165 O'Connor, Roy  000000166 League of Women Voters / Spokane 

Area–Murphy, Ann  
000000167 Zeigler, Bob  000000168 Gig Harbor Puget Sound Anglers–Ng, 

Steve  
000000169 Gig Harbor Puget Sound Anglers–

Ng, Steve  
000000170 Brown, Virjeana  

000000171 King, Randy  000000172 Clark, Anne  
000000173 Pentt, Fred  000000174 Twin Harbors Fish & Wildlife 

Advocacy–Hamilton, Tim  
000000175 Grays Harbor County–Gordon, 

Frank  
000000176 FOGH (Friends of Grays Harbor)–

Grunbaum, Arthur  
000000177 Mak, Hans  000000178 League of Women Voters of Grays 

Harbor–Vandenbush, Shannon  
000000179 Vandenbush, Shannon  000000180 Vandenbush, Shannon  
000000181 Vandenbush, Shannon  000000182 Vandenbush, Shannon  
000000183 Holder, Mary  000000184 House, Verne  
000000185 Hopsecger, Shelli  000000186 Vandenbush, Shannon  
000000187 Vandenbush, Shannon  000000188 Chehalis River Council–Schanz, Rob  
000000189 Vandenbush, Shannon  000000190 Vandenbush, Shannon  
000000191 Vandenbush, Shannon  000000192 Vandenbush, Shannon  
000000193 McCarroll, Kevin  000000194 Reisdorph, Laura  
000000195 Moore, Robin  000000196 Zimmer, Doug  
000000197 Gegg, Janice  000000198 North Beach Association–Reiner, Lee  
000000199 Crawford, Tom  000000200 Imes, Roger  
000000201 Osborn, G.W. "Bill"  000000202 Huber, Frank Jr.  
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Submission 
Number Commenter Submission 

Number Commenter 

000000203 Kovalenko, Monique  000000204 CCA–Johnson, Gary  
000000205 Pacific County Anglers–Johnson, 

Gsary  
000000206 Lewis County for Safe Rails–Brooke, 

Phil  
000000207 The Evergreen State College–

Grossman, Zoltan  
000000208 Anderson, Glen  

000000209 Olmsted, Lyle  000000210 Beasley, Michael  
000000211 Washington State Department of 

Transportation–White, Megan  
000000212 Surfers' Environmental Alliance–

Littlefield, Jim  
000000213 Idaho Conservation League–

Drumheller, Susan  
000000214 National Park Service–Lehnertz, 

Christine  
000000215 Vogt, Max  000000216 Sauer, Christopher  
000000217 Lewis County for Safe Rails–

Brooke, Phil  
000000218 Lucal, Benjamin  

000000219 Black Hills Audubon Society–
Merrill, Sam  

000000220 Heinz, Kurt  

000000221 Iverson, Steve  000000222 Heins, James  
000000223 Mullen, Jean  000000224 Lewis County for Safe Rails–Brooke, 

Phil  
000000225 Lewis County for Safe Rails–

Brooke, Phil  
000000226 Lewis County for Safe Rails–Brooke, 

Phil  
000000227 Rabey, Julie  000000228 Bedell, Ken  
000000229 USDA Forest Service - CRGNSA–

Shoal, Robin  
000000230 City of Hoquiam–Shay, Brian  

000000231 Washington Dungness Crab 
Fishermen's Association–Thevik, 
Larry  

000000232 Eugene, Bob  

000000233 Staebler, Gretchen  000000234 Boyajian, Polly  
000000235 Borso, Pam  000000236 Involved Democracy–Gunn, Brian  
000000237 Brady, Matt  000000238 Citizen of Aberdeen–Judkins, Jamie  
000000239 Bess, Janet  000000240 Shoalwater Bay Tribe–Davis, Douglas  
000000241 Lish, Christopher  000000242 Lightfoot, Penny  
000000243 Heroux, Tiffany  000000244 Holmes, Mary  
000000245 Martin, Arnie  000000246 Martin, Arnie  
000000247 Martin, Arnie  000000248 Martin, Arnie  
000000249 Lewis County for Safe Rails–

Kerschner, Larry  
000000250 Martin, Arnie  

000000251 Martin, Arnie  000000252 Martin, Arnie  
000000253 Martin, Arnie  000000254 Martin, Arnie  
000000255 Martin, Arnie  000000256 Moore, Robin  
000000257 Martin, Arnie  000000258 Martin, Arnie  
000000259 Martin, Arnie  000000260 Martin, Arnie  
000000261 Martin, Arnie  000000262 Martin, Arnie  
000000263 Martin, Arnie  000000264 Martin, Arnie  
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Submission 
Number Commenter Submission 

Number Commenter 

000000265 Martin, Arnie  000000266 Martin, Arnie  
000000267 Martin, Arnie  000000268 Metzenberg, Charles  
000000269 Pratt, Lovel  000000270 Silver, Ilene  
000000271 Gary, Michael  000000272 Staples, Roy  
000000273 Figlar-Barnes, Ron  000000274 Figlar-Barnes, Kim  
000000275 Citizens For A Clean Harbor–Riley, 

Mary  
000000276 Gordon, Diana  

000000277 Gordon, Diana  000000278 Milne, Candace  
000000279 Thomas, James  000000280 Goeres, Karl  
000000281 Goeres, Cheri  000000282 Brake, William  
000000283 George, James  000000284 Salzer, Marisa  
000000285 Kaeding, Beth  000000286 Franklin, Teri  
000000287 Wollam, Craig  000000288 Granquist, Paul  
000000289 Woodward-Rice, Claudia  000000290 Brake, William  
000000291 Brake, William  000000292 Gordon, Thomas  
000000293 Long, Louie  000000294 Jonas, Brian  
000000295 Hilten, Robert  000000296 Hallstrom, Steve  
000000297 Coalition of Coastal Fisheries–

Beasley, Dale  
000000298 Coalition of Coastal Fisheries–

Beasley, Dale  
000000299 Coalition of Coastal Fisheries–

Beasley, Dale  
000000300 Gordon, Diana  

000000301 Gordon, Diana  000000302 Figlar-Barnes, Jarred  
000000303 Gordon, Thomas  000000304 San Juan Islanders for Safe Shipping–

Hubbard, Shaun  
000000305 Sherdahl, Judy  000000306 Ames Nerud, Peggy  
000000307 Pacific County–Rogers, Steve  000000308 City of Vancouver–Holmes, Eric  
000000309 Westport Charters–Westrick, Steve  000000310 Moore, Robin  
000000311 Richoux, Jeanette  000000312 Hoeft, Bruce  
000000313 Whitlock, Robert  000000314 Quinault Indian Nation, c/o 

Earthjustice–Boyles, Kristen L.  
000000315 Riverside Fire Authority–Mack, 

Richard  
000000316 Olympia F.O.R.–Rants, Rozanne  

000000317 Freedom Sportfishing–Custer, 
Jennifer  

000000318 Councilmember City of Aberdeen–
Richrod, Alan  

000000319 Hoeft, Bruce  000000320 City of Washougal–Guard, Sean  
000000321 Larson, Carrie  000000322 Willapa-Grays Harbor Oyster 

Growers Association–Beugli, David  
000000323 Johnson, Karuna  000000324 Zora, Craig  
000000325 City of Spokane–Stuckart, Ben  000000326 Scavezze, Barbara  
000000327 North Pacific Coast Marine 

Resources Committee–Pokorny, 
Tami  

000000328 Garland, Sherri  

000000329 Carter, Judy  000000330 Carter, Judy  
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Submission 
Number Commenter Submission 

Number Commenter 

000000331 Carter, Judy  000000332 Carter, Judy  
000000333 Carter, Judy  000000334 Carter, Judy  
000000335 Domike, Tammy  000000336 Broadbent, Lillian  
000000337 Broadbent, Lillian  000000338 Larson, John  
000000339 Dept of Natural Resources–Duffy, 

Megan  
000000340 Domike, Tammy  

000000341 Sherdahl, Eric  000000342 Gordon, Thomas  
000000343 Domike, Daniel  000000344 Strong, Janet  
000000345 Clark County Fire & Rescue–

Dawdy, Tim  
000000346 Retired State RN–Bassett, Beverly  

000000347 Sterling, Brian  000000348 The Surfrider Foundation–Dennehy, 
Casey  

000000349 City of Westport–Bruce, Michael  000000350 Bassett, Beverly  
000000351 Lovely, Marsha  000000352 Carter, Albert  
000000353 Jefferson County–Avery, Carolyn  000000354 City of Ridgefield–Stuart, Steve  
000000355 City of Chehalis Fire Department–

Gebhart, Robert  
000000356 NOAA - Olympic Coast National 

Marine Sanctuary–Bernthal, Carol  
000000357 Friends of the Earth–Keever, 

Marcie  
000000358 Washington Dept of Fish and 

Wildlife–Culver, Michele  
000000359 Skagit Audubon Society–Manns, 

Timothy  
000000360 Metzenberg, Lynn  

000000361 Friends of the Earth–Felleman, 
Fred  

000000362 Miller, Beverly  

000000363 Washington State Legislature–
Carlyle, Reuven  

000000364 Armstrong, Jude  

000000365 Washington Environmental 
Council–Ponzio, Rebecca  

000000366 City of Ocean Shores–Dingler, Crystal  

000000367 St. Mark's Episcopal Church–
Campbell, James  

000000368 Gordon, Diana  

000000369 Greef, Fred  000000370 Petersen, Mike  
000000371 Tahoma Audubon Society–Hodum, 

Peter  
000000372 Little, Brian  

000000373 Baker-Krofft, Nancy  000000374 Audubon Washington–Gatton, Gail  
000000375 Brake, William  000000376 Domike, Tammy  
000000377 Ackerman, Laura  000000378 Rader, Margaret  
000000379 Citizens For A Clean Harbor–Riley, 

Mary 
  

 

Table A-2. Web-Based Comments Sorted by Commenter(s) 

Submission 
Number Commenter Submission 

Number Commenter 

000000377 Ackerman, Laura  000000144 AlterTone Music–Blalack, Russell  
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Submission 
Number Commenter Submission 

Number Commenter 

000000306 Ames Nerud, Peggy  000000019 Anderson, Glen 
000000208 Anderson, Glen  000000160 Appel, Walter 
000000364 Armstrong, Jude  000000374 Audubon Washington–Gatton, Gail  
000000005 Autrey, Yovonne 000000373 Baker-Krofft, Nancy  
000000053 Bard, Holly  000000021 Bartlett, Wendy 
000000350 Bassett, Beverly  000000210 Beasley, Michael  
000000228 Bedell, Ken 000000239 Bess, Janet  
000000036 Bishop, David 000000219 Black Hills Audubon Society–Merrill, 

Sam  
000000235 Borso, Pam  000000234 Boyajian, Polly  
000000237 Brady, Matt  000000282 Brake, William 
000000290 Brake, William  000000291 Brake, William  
000000375 Brake, William  000000134 Bridenback, Larry 
000000336 Broadbent, Lillian  000000337 Broadbent, Lillian  
000000117 Brockway, Abby 000000118 Brockway, Abby 
000000044 Brod, Dainela 000000170 Brown, Virjeana  
000000071 Brumfield, Carol 000000110 Burke, Denise 
000000102 Callos, Duane 000000155 Campbell, Cate 
000000104 Carlson, Joel 000000030 Carmack, Inga 
000000352 Carter, Albert  000000329 Carter, Judy  
000000330 Carter, Judy  000000331 Carter, Judy  
000000332 Carter, Judy  000000333 Carter, Judy  
000000334 Carter, Judy  000000204 CCA–Johnson, Gary 
000000142 CCA–Kearse, William 000000188 Chehalis River Council–Schanz, Rob  
000000238 Citizen of Aberdeen–Judkins, 

Jamie  
000000275 Citizens For A Clean Harbor–Riley, 

Mary  
000000379 Citizens For A Clean Harbor–Riley, 

Mary  
000000355 City of Chehalis Fire Department–

Gebhart, Robert  
000000230 City of Hoquiam–Shay, Brian 000000366 City of Ocean Shores–Dingler, Crystal  
000000354 City of Ridgefield–Stuart, Steve  000000325 City of Spokane–Stuckart, Ben 
000000308 City of Vancouver–Holmes, Eric  000000320 City of Washougal–Guard, Sean 
000000349 City of Westport–Bruce, Michael  000000345 Clark County Fire & Rescue–Dawdy, 

Tim  
000000172 Clark, Anne 000000297 Coalition of Coastal Fisheries–Beasley, 

Dale  
000000298 Coalition of Coastal Fisheries–

Beasley, Dale  
000000299 Coalition of Coastal Fisheries–Beasley, 

Dale  
000000105 Collins, Allison 000000040 Costa, Demelza 
000000318 Councilmember City of Aberdeen–

Richrod, Alan  
000000018 Crawford, Tom 

000000199 Crawford, Tom 000000026 Dale, Garry 
000000150 Davis, Jim 000000082 DeBuhr, Robert 
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Submission 
Number Commenter Submission 

Number Commenter 

000000339 Dept of Natural Resources–Duffy, 
Megan  

000000146 Dixon, Lynne 

000000343 Domike, Daniel  000000335 Domike, Tammy  
000000340 Domike, Tammy  000000376 Domike, Tammy 
000000058 Dornfeld, Susan  000000061 Drake, Kevin 
000000020 Duddles, Janis 000000107 Dungan, Marilyn 
000000059 Eddy, John 000000048 Eickmann, Margaret 
000000063 El Centro de la Raza–Ortega, 

Estela  
000000024 Elkins, Anne 

000000004 Environmental Services Directory 
for Washington State–Mattox, 
Jeremy  

000000133 Estalilla, Francis 

000000050 Eubanks, Arlene 000000232 Eugene, Bob  
000000302 Figlar-Barnes, Jarred  000000274 Figlar-Barnes, Kim  
000000273 Figlar-Barnes, Ron  000000125 Flood, Gregory 
000000176 FOGH (Friends of Grays Harbor)–

Grunbaum, Arthur  
000000286 Franklin, Teri  

000000317 Freedom Sportfishing–Custer, 
Jennifer  

000000361 Friends of the Earth–Felleman, Fred  

000000357 Friends of the Earth–Keever, 
Marcie  

000000046 Friends of the Gorge–Ray, Gisela  

000000032 Friends of the Library, Oakville 
Community Hall Library (FOTL)–
Holmes, Constance  

000000328 Garland, Sherri  

000000154 Garvey, Lydia 000000271 Gary, Michael  
000000197 Gegg, Janice 000000283 George, James 
000000168 Gig Harbor Puget Sound Anglers–

Ng, Steve  
000000169 Gig Harbor Puget Sound Anglers–Ng, 

Steve  
000000281 Goeres, Cheri  000000280 Goeres, Karl  
000000119 Gordon, Diana 000000276 Gordon, Diana  
000000277 Gordon, Diana  000000300 Gordon, Diana  
000000301 Gordon, Diana  000000368 Gordon, Diana  
000000292 Gordon, Thomas  000000303 Gordon, Thomas  
000000342 Gordon, Thomas  000000148 Grafix, Rich Clawson  
000000047 Grammer, Kat  000000288 Granquist, Paul  
000000175 Grays Harbor County–Gordon, 

Frank  
000000369 Greef, Fred  

000000072 Grimstad, Karen 000000135 Haaga, Larry 
000000296 Hallstrom, Steve 000000132 Harper, Teresa 
000000100 Haverfield, Heather 000000086 Hawk, Ronald 
000000013 Hazen, Libby 000000031 Health Care for All-WA–Koester, 

Martha  
000000222 Heins, James 000000220 Heinz, Kurt  
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Submission 
Number Commenter Submission 

Number Commenter 

000000083 Heinze, Travis 000000123 Hermenegildo, Kristin 
000000243 Heroux, Tiffany  000000087 Hethcote, Herb 
000000027 Hicks, Diane 000000295 Hilten, Robert  
000000312 Hoeft, Bruce  000000319 Hoeft, Bruce  
000000183 Holder, Mary 000000101 Holm, Patricia 
000000244 Holmes, Mary  000000025 Holz, Thomas 
000000185 Hopsecger, Shelli 000000157 House, Verne 
000000184 House, Verne 000000202 Huber, FrankJr.  
000000213 Idaho Conservation League–

Drumheller, Susan  
000000200 Imes, Roger  

000000236 Involved Democracy–Gunn, Brian  000000221 Iverson, Steve  
000000353 Jefferson County–Avery, Carolyn  000000037 Johnson, Daryl 
000000323 Johnson, Karuna  000000008 Johnson, Vicki 
000000294 Jonas, Brian  000000043 Joos, Sandra 
000000285 Kaeding, Beth 000000145 Kiehn, Don 
000000171 King, Randy 000000028 Kovach, Tori 
000000203 Kovalenko, Monique  000000084 LaBrant, Eric 
000000085 LaBrant, Eric 000000321 Larson, Carrie  
000000338 Larson, John  000000166 League of Women Voters / Spokane 

Area–Murphy, Ann  
000000178 League of Women Voters of Grays 

Harbor–Vandenbush, Shannon 
000000116 League of Women Voters of 

Washington–Abel, Kim  
000000206 Lewis County for Safe Rails–

Brooke, Phil  
000000217 Lewis County for Safe Rails–Brooke, 

Phil  
000000224 Lewis County for Safe Rails–

Brooke, Phil  
000000225 Lewis County for Safe Rails–Brooke, 

Phil  
000000226 Lewis County for Safe Rails–

Brooke, Phil  
000000249 Lewis County for Safe Rails–Kerschner, 

Larry  
000000242 Lightfoot, Penny 000000109 Linn, David 
000000241 Lish, Christopher  000000372 Little, Brian  
000000293 Long, Louie 000000056 Lorax, Nick 
000000057 Lorax, Nick 000000351 Lovely, Marsha  
000000218 Lucal, Benjamin  000000177 Mak, Hans 
000000245 Martin, Arnie 000000246 Martin, Arnie 
000000247 Martin, Arnie 000000248 Martin, Arnie 
000000250 Martin, Arnie 000000251 Martin, Arnie 
000000252 Martin, Arnie 000000253 Martin, Arnie 
000000254 Martin, Arnie 000000255 Martin, Arnie 
000000257 Martin, Arnie 000000258 Martin, Arnie 
000000259 Martin, Arnie 000000260 Martin, Arnie 
000000261 Martin, Arnie 000000262 Martin, Arnie 
000000263 Martin, Arnie 000000264 Martin, Arnie 
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Submission 
Number Commenter Submission 

Number Commenter 

000000265 Martin, Arnie 000000266 Martin, Arnie 
000000267 Martin, Arnie 000000193 McCarroll, Kevin 
000000033 McFeely, Mark 000000034 McFeely, Mark 
000000045 McMonegal, Mary  000000164 Metz, Kelle 
000000268 Metzenberg, Charles 000000360 Metzenberg, Lynn  
000000161 Meyer, Chris 000000029 Meyers, Mary 
000000069 Miller, Alexander  000000362 Miller, Beverly  
000000147 Miller, Peggy 000000278 Milne, Candace 
000000162 Moe, Howard 000000099 Moore, Robin 
000000114 Moore, Robin 000000151 Moore, Robin 
000000152 Moore, Robin 000000158 Moore, Robin 
000000195 Moore, Robin 000000256 Moore, Robin  
000000310 Moore, Robin  000000163 Morris, David  
000000038 Ms.Tharp, Rod  000000039 Ms.Tharp, Rod  
000000223 Mullen, Jean  000000138 Murray, Shawn 
000000214 National Park Service–Lehnertz, 

Christine  
000000051 Nettleton, John  

000000356 NOAA - Olympic Coast National 
Marine Sanctuary–Bernthal, Carol  

000000198 North Beach Association–Reiner, Lee 

000000327 North Pacific Coast Marine 
Resources Committee–Pokorny, 
Tami  

000000017 Northbeach Community Group–
Riemer, Lisa  

000000156 Northern Plains Resource 
Council–Kresich, Joan  

000000140 Northern Plains Resource Council–
McManus, Nancy  

000000165 O'Connor, Roy  000000209 Olmsted, Lyle  
000000316 Olympia F.O.R.–Rants, Rozanne  000000201 Osborn, G.W. "Bill" 
000000139 Overby, Don 000000205 Pacific County Anglers–Johnson, Gsary  
000000307 Pacific County–Rogers, Steve  000000173 Pentt, Fred 
000000009 Perk, David 000000370 Petersen, Mike  
000000003 Phillips, Garrett 000000015 Phillips, Garrett 
000000049 Pizanelli, Phil  000000269 Pratt, Lovel  
000000314 Quinault Indian Nation, c/o 

Earthjustice–Boyles, Kristen L.  
000000227 Rabey, Julie  

000000378 Rader, Margaret  000000194 Reisdorph, Laura 
000000346 Retired State RN–Bassett, Beverly  000000311 Richoux, Jeanette  
000000052 Rickman, Sharon 000000136 Rinnert, Bruce 
000000315 Riverside Fire Authority–Mack, 

Richard  
000000054 Rose, Carol 

000000055 Sahnow, Charlotte 000000284 Salzer, Marisa  
000000304 San Juan Islanders for Safe 

Shipping–Hubbard, Shaun  
000000216 Sauer, Christopher  

000000326 Scavezze, Barbara  000000341 Sherdahl, Eric  
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Submission 
Number Commenter Submission 

Number Commenter 

000000305 Sherdahl, Judy  000000240 Shoalwater Bay Tribe–Davis, Douglas  
000000108 Shustak, Raymond 000000159 Siebrass, Karen and Ronald 
000000080 Sierra Club–Miller, Sharon  000000270 Silver, Ilene 
000000359 Skagit Audubon Society–Manns, 

Timothy  
000000367 St. Mark's Episcopal Church–Campbell, 

James  
000000233 Staebler, Gretchen  000000141 Staigmiller, Judy 
000000272 Staples, Roy  000000073 Steitz, Jim 
000000074 Steitz, Jim 000000075 Steitz, Jim 
000000076 Steitz, Jim 000000077 Steitz, Jim 
000000347 Sterling, Brian  000000035 Sterling, Sandra 
000000153 Stormo, Paul 000000041 Streicker, Gail 
000000344 Strong, Janet  000000131 Sunshine, Susan 
000000212 Surfers' Environmental Alliance–

Littlefield, Jim  
000000070 Szot, Patricia 

000000371 Tahoma Audubon Society–
Hodum, Peter  

000000042 Tell, Jodi Tanner 

000000001 Test Comment 000000002 Test Comment 
000000010 Test Comment 000000011 Test Comment 
000000012 Test Comment 000000014 Test Comment 
000000089 Test Comment 000000090 Test Comment 
000000091 Test Comment 000000092 Test Comment 
000000093 Test Comment 000000094 Test Comment 
000000095 Test Comment 000000111 Test Comment 
000000112 Test Comment 000000113 Test Comment 
000000115 Test Comment 000000120 Test Comment 
000000121 Test Comment 000000122 Test Comment 
000000124 Test Comment 000000126 Test Comment 
000000127 Test Comment 000000128 Test Comment 
000000129 Test Comment 000000130 Test Comment 
000000103 Tharp, Rod  000000016 Tharp, Rodney 
000000088 Tharp, Rodney 000000096 Tharp, Rodney 
000000097 Tharp, Rodney 000000207 The Evergreen State College–

Grossman, Zoltan  
000000348 The Surfrider Foundation–

Dennehy, Casey  
000000279 Thomas, James 

000000174 Twin Harbors Fish & Wildlife 
Advocacy–Hamilton, Tim  

000000022 University of Washington–Gunderson, 
Donald  

000000229 USDA Forest Service - CRGNSA–
Shoal, Robin 

000000062 Valentine, Rex 

000000060 van Fleet, Laura 000000179 Vandenbush, Shannon 
000000180 Vandenbush, Shannon 000000181 Vandenbush, Shannon 
000000182 Vandenbush, Shannon 000000186 Vandenbush, Shannon 
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Submission 
Number Commenter Submission 

Number Commenter 

000000187 Vandenbush, Shannon 000000189 Vandenbush, Shannon 
000000190 Vandenbush, Shannon 000000191 Vandenbush, Shannon 
000000192 Vandenbush, Shannon 000000067 Vataja, Roy 
000000137 Vermillion, Dale and Margret 000000106 Verrinder, Jan 
000000215 Vogt, Max  000000098 Ward, Willam 
000000068 Warford, James  000000358 Washington Dept of Fish and Wildlife–

Culver, Michele  
000000231 Washington Dungness Crab 

Fishermen's Association–Thevik, 
Larry  

000000365 Washington Environmental Council–
Ponzio, Rebecca  

000000211 Washington State Department of 
Transportation–White, Megan 

000000363 Washington State Legislature–Carlyle, 
Reuven  

000000309 Westport Charters–Westrick, 
Steve  

000000313 Whitlock, Robert  

000000064 Wild Game Fish Conservation 
International–Wilcox, James  

000000065 Wild Game Fish Conservation 
International–Wilcox, James  

000000066 Wild Game Fish Conservation 
International–Wilcox, James  

000000143 Wilder, Lee 

000000081 Wiley, Jana 000000322 Willapa-Grays Harbor Oyster Growers 
Association–Beugli, David  

000000287 Wollam, Craig  000000006 Wood, John and Polly  
000000078 Wood, Sandy  000000079 Wood, Sandy  
000000289 Woodward-Rice, Claudia  000000023 World Temperate Rainforest 

Network–Rasmussen, Pat  
000000149 Young, Bob 000000007 Young, Michael 
000000167 Zeigler, Bob 000000196 Zimmer, Doug  
000000324 Zora, Craig    

 

A.2 Hard-Copy Comment Letters 
Hard-copy comments are presented in Attachment A2, which is available on the project website at 
http://www.ecy.wa.gov/geographic/graysharbor/westwayterminal.html. Commenters are listed in 
Tables A-3 through A-8 by federal agency, state agency, and regional or local agency; tribe; 
organization; and general public. 

Table A-3 lists the comments from federal agencies. Federal agency comments are presented in 
Attachment A2-1. 

Table A-3. Hard-Copy Comment Letters from Federal Agencies 

Federal Agencies 
U.S. Department of Commerce, National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 

Bernthal, Carol 

U.S. Department of the Interior, National Park Service Lehnertz, Christine 
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Fish and Wildlife Service– Berg, Ken S. 
 

Table A-4 lists the comments from state agencies. State agency comments are presented in 
Attachment A2-2. 

Table A-4. Hard-Copy Comment Letters from State Agencies 

State Agencies 
Washington State Legislature Rep. Reuven Carlyle, Rep. Jessyn Farrell, Rep. Gael 

Tarleton, Rep. Gerry Pollet, Rep. Joe Fitzgibbon, Rep. 
Jeanne Kohl-Welles, Rep. Ruth Kagi, Sen. John McCoy 

Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife Culver, Michelle K. 
Washington State Department of Natural 
Resources 

Duffy, Megan 

Washington State Department of 
Transportation 

White, Megan 

 

Table A-5 lists the comments from regional and local agencies. Regional and local agency comments 
are presented in Attachment A2-3. 

Table A-5. Hard-Copy Comment Letters from Regional and Local Agencies 

Local Agencies 
Aberdeen City Richrod, Alan 
Chehalis Fire Gebhart, Rob 
Clark County Fire Dawdy, Tim 
Grays Harbor County Gordon, Frank 
Hoquiam City Shay, Carmela 
Jefferson County Austin, John 
Montesano City Estes, Ken 
Ocean Shores City Dingler, Crystal 
Pacific County Rodgers, Steve 
Port of Grays Harbor Nelson, Gary G. 
Ridge Field City Stuart, Steve 
Riverside Fire Mack, Richard 
Spokane Stuckart, Ben 
Vancouver City Holmes, Eric 
Washougal City Guard, Sean 
Westport City Bruce, Michael 

 

Table A-6 lists the comments from tribes. Tribal agency comments are presented in Attachment 
A2-4. 
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Table A-6. Hard-Copy Comment Letters from Tribes 

Tribes 
Shoalwater Bay Tribe Davis, Douglas 
Quinault Indian Nation c/o Earthjustice–Boyles, Kristen L. and Baca, Matthew R. 

 

Table A-7 lists the comments from organizations. Organization comments are presented in 
Attachment A2-5. 

Table A-7. Hard-Copy Comment Letters from Organizations 

Organizations  
Audubon Washington Gatton, Gail 
Black Hills Audubon Society Merrill, Sam 
Change.org Multiple signatures 
Coalition Coastal Fisheries Beasley, Dale 
Eastside Audubon Society McCormick, Andrew and Marshall, Peter 
Evergreen College Grossman, Zoltan 
Freedom Sports Fishing Custer, Chuck and Jennifer 
Friends of the Earth, Project Whatcom, and 
Safeguard the South Fork 

Multiple signatures 

National Parks Conservation Association Graves, David 
Northern Plains Resource Council Charter, Steve 
North Pacific Coast Marine Resources 
Committee 

Multiple signatures 

Northwest Alternative Energy Smith, Al 
San Juan Islanders Safe Shipping Hubbard, Shaun 
Sierra Club Multiple signatures  
Skagit Audubon Society Wright, Phillip 
Washington Dungeness Crab Fishermen’s 
Association  

Toste, Ray and Thevik, Larry 

Washington Environmental Council Multiple signatures  
Washington Environmental Council, Climate 
Solutions, Spokane Riverkeeper, Forest 
Ethics, and Friends of the Columbia Gorge 

Multiple signatures 

Willapa-Grays Harbor Oyster Growers 
Association 

Gillies, Don 

 

Table A-8 alphabetically lists hard-copy comments from the general public. General public 
comments are presented in Attachment A2-6. 

Table A-8. Hard-Copy Comment Letters from the General Public 

General Public 
Abramsom, Mary Adams, April Albert, Ken 
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General Public 
Albert, Sarah Albert, Tomas Allee, Pam 
Allen, Lewis A Allen, Travis Ames, Bob and Gina 
Anderson, Glen Angel, Melissa Bachmann, Anna 
Bacon, Ronald Bahnick, Michelle Bakerman, Mark 
Bakke, Susan Banks, Barbara Barlow, Stephen 
Barner, George L Jr Barson, Jane Bassett, Beverly 
Becker, Julie B Belgacem, Mocef Bellamy, Patricia 
Bellevequ, Lisa Bensester, Nick Bisharat, Zed 
Black, Greg Blackbird, Marles Blackbird, Marles 
Blakeman, Natalie Blincou, Drew Boaz, Zeke 
Bonnit, Ana Bosley, Cheryl Bosserman, Robert 
Boswell, Debra Bougher, Thomas Brady 
Brady, Lee Brake, William A. Brandstrom, Janice 
Brandt, Elna L. Brandt, Lesa J. Bray, Karen 
Brennan, James Broadus, Jerry  Bromwell, Breanna 
Brooke, Phil Brosnan, Wes Brown, Janet 
Brown, Jeff Brownfield, Sally Bruneer, Jerry 
Buck, Steve Burgess, Melissa Burke, Kate 
Busz, Kay Byrd, Grace Ann Cade, Eugene 
Caeta, Judy Campbell, Erin Canklin, Debra 
Cannon, Joe Censor, Emily Chang, Stephen 
Chappel, Lisa Chase, Jim (submitted 2 

comments) 
Chhun, Anita 

Clark, Anne Clark, Beverly Clark, Kathleen 
Coday, Mary Lea Coday, Michael (submitted 3 

comments)  
Coday, Mike 

Coloff, June Cornelison, Peter Cronin, Jim 
Curry, Stephen and Moore, 
Sharon  

Curtis, Richard Danner, Patricia 

Danner, Patty Davenport, Terry (submitted 2 
comments) 

DeMaurez, Alicia 

Derk, Dennis DeWitt, Morri Dexter, Andrea 
Dickinson, John Dickinson, Tammy Dobbins, Joel 
Domike, Tammy Donla, Harry Douglas, Hoby 
Douglass, Stephen Dragoo, Charles H Dragoo, Judy 
Drake, Kevin Druffel, Pauline Duncan, John 
Durr, Rebecca Durr, Rebecca and Greg Dylan, Phil 
Ebeling, April  Edward, David Eeckhondt, J 
Eklaf, Todd Engvall, Brady (submitted 7 

comments) 
Esbeck, Ed 

Esbeck, Rosemary Espino, Tiffany Eubanks, Arlene 
Fannin, Tyoone Figlar-Barnes, J Figlar-Barnes, K 



City of Hoquiam 
Washington State Department of Ecology 

 
Appendix A. Scoping Comments 

 

Westway Expansion Project 
Final Environmental Impact Statement A-17 September 2016 

ICF 00138.14 
 

General Public 
Fiamingo, Dory Flannagan, Burke Flores, Lloyd 
Flores, Stephanie Forber, Dave  Ford, Deborah K 
Foutch, Maddie Franklin, Teri Freiberg, Patricia (submitted 2 

comments) 
Freivch, Dean Freund, Sylvia Frothingham, Peter (submitted 3 

comments) 
Gale, Maradel Garrity, Joanne Gibbs, Tim (submitted 2 

comments) 
Gilbert, Jani Give, Frances Glabe, Marshall 
Glnffari, Barbara Gloyd, Lois Goodman, Cynthia 
Goodman, James Goodwin, Jen Gordon, Diana 
Gordon, Thomas  Gorgon, Pat Goverman, Iewin 
Goverman, Joan Gower, Greg Gregory, Mary Lou 
Griffis, Kerri Grisom, Kassandra Gross, Barbara 
Gruddon, Margaret Grunbaum, Arthur H, Morgan 
Haase, Stephanie Hagens, Noel  Haggin, Bart 
Haggin, Linda Hakenein, Robert Halpevan, Adam 
Hampson, Larry Hands, Faye Hard, Clara 
Hargrove, Bourtai (submitted 3 
comments) 

Harley-Ray, Martha Harper, Sheila 

Harrington, Gerri Harris, Ryan (submitted 2 
comments) 

Hashin, William 

Hast, James Hatley, Dave Hatley, David 
Hauser, Elizabeth Hawkins, Richard Healey, Ryan 
Healy, Nancy Heebner, Charles (submitted 2 

comments) 
Heenan, Kay 

Hekensen, Suzi Hellman, Carol Hellman, Karl 
Helm, John Hemberry, Ken Hemberry, Liz 
Henderson, Ian Henderson, Stewart (submitted 2 

comments) 
Henry, Helen 

Hethcote, Herb Hicken, Ellen Hierholzer, Susanne and Stephen  
Hoedenpyle, Sylvia Holder, Phillip and Mary Holm, Patricia (submitted 2 

comments) 
Horton, Evian Hunt, Vanessa Hyams, Jamie 
Hunter, Rhonda Imes, Christine Isaacs, Anna 
Ivey-Black, Robin James, Karen James, Roger 
Johnson, Steve Joles, Pearry Jones, Jan 
Jones, Milton L. Jordon, Janet Kappshahn, Sally 
Karfinal, Michael Kavgre, Alice Kennedy, Gregory 
Kennedy, Sally Kilpatrick, Rebecca Kita, Jody 
Kite, Michael Knight, Cindy Knval-Huenvgueo, Renee 
Koarney, Tim Kovach, Tori Krugar, Ken and Gwen (submitted 

2 comments) 
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General Public 
Landry, Diane Langhans, Denis (submitted 2 

comments) 
Langhans, Judith (submitted 2 
comments) 

Langjahr, Karlyn Larson, Dale Larson, Ralph  
Lazar, Jim Lelli, Joseph LeVasseve, Rosemary 
Leverenz, Michelle Lindh, Maureen Lish, Christopher 
Lising, Jon Litster, Peter Little, Brian 
Logan, Karen Loveah, Vanessa Luderer, Fritz 
Lux, James Lyman, Patty Mack, Lana 
Maddigan, Abigail Majeski, Rosemarie Males, Jerahmeel R 
Martin, Ann  Martin, Arnold Mazon, Carolyn 
McGrath, Sean McLaughlin, Barbara McLaughlin, Julia 
McLay, Dan McMillan, Jan McPhee, Judith 
Messmer, Louis (submitted 3 
comments) 

Meyer, Amanda Meyer, Bernard (submitted 3 
comments) 

Meyer, Bernie Meyer, Godrou Meyer, Jon E. 
Mikow, Joan Miller, Bev Miller, Martha 
Miracle, Henry Moir, Darrin Moore, Karen 
Moore, Robin (submitted 5 
comments)  

Moravel, Heather Morris, Tania 

Murrell, Gary Myssehl, Dennis Nelson, Gary and Gage 
Norgren, Tim Obryan, Susi OConnell, Janet 
Ogren, Lynn Olson, Matthew Orgel, Linda 
Orr, Douglas Ostrander, Chrys Page, Cherie 
Park, Dana Parrish, Amanda Parshall, Laurel 
Patterson, James Pelins, Martha Pelly, Mike (submitted 2 

comments) 
Peterson, Donna Petition Signatures Phillips, Garrett 
Pizzariello, Anne Marie Plemons, Dave Powers, James 
Pratt, Lovel Prevo, Beth Proctor, Mary Ann 
Pullen, Edward (submitted 2 
comments) 

Rainbow, Tori Rants, Rozanne (submitted 2 
comments)  

Rasanen, Roy Rasmussen, Pat Rauds, Ingr 
Reyes, Jose Rhoden, James Richer, Michael 
Rickman, Katherine Ring, Pamela Risch, Dana 
Rivard, George Robbins, Everett Rodger, Elin 
Rodger, John Romer, Leslie Rossling, Govinda 
Rushekov, Nicolas Sahl, Todd Saloma, Jack 
Sanderville, James Scavezze, Barbara Scavezze, Dan 
Scheidt, William Scherer, Margaret Schlech, Caria 
Schmelzer, Shawn Scott, Justin Seaman, Carol (submitted 2 

comments) 
Serzuber, Ben Seville, Lisa R. Sherdahl, Judy 
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General Public 
Sherwood, Melissa Shillinger, Barb Shillinger, LaMont 
Shipley, Linn Shudehl, Eric Slettebak, Arn 
Slettebal, Kathleen Smith, Al Smith, Carol 
Smith, Elizabeth Smith, Rashanna Smith, Shirley 
Smith, Sylvia Snow, Blaine Somer, Lonnie 
Sommer, John Sommer, Kathy Spickler, Dawn 
Spokane, Mary Standefer, Phyllis Standish, Jennifer 
Steitz, Jim Steldoinp, Gayle Strode, Ashlynn 
Strode, Chris Strode, Savannah Sunde, Carol (submitted 2 

comments) 
Sunshine, Susan  Swan, Twazle Tapley, Greg 
Tapley, Kathy Tennefoss, John Tharp, Rod 
Thomas, Chris Thomas, James Thomas, Katie 
Thompson, Sharon Thorne, Jan Tittle, Jordan 
Todd, LeAnn Tomkins, Linda Tomlison, Marc and Suzanne 
Tonda, Kathleen Trafton, Barbara Troyer, Stena 
Vadas, Robert L. Jr Vandveer, Marie Vane, Floie 
Vegaspl, Vicki Vezquez, Katherine Visher, Peggy 
Vogt, Max Walex, Valerie Ward, Marion (submitted 2 

comments) 
Weschler, Robert Westerveh, Adam White, LB 
Whittinghill-Houland, Jan Wichar, Oen Mark Wilcox, Carolyn 
Wiley, Michelle Wiley, Sarah Wilkerson, Megan 
Woight, Phil Wolfe, Diane (submitted 2 

comments) 
Wollam, Craig 

Womack, Brent Wood Hashim, Suzanne Wood, Wilbur  
Woodsworth, Alexandra Woodward, Rice Wright, Carolyanne 
Wright, Elise Yorgason-Quinn, Diane Zimmer 
Ziobran, Cynthia Zora, Craig  

 

Table A-9 lists the form letters and cards received during scoping by source organization and the 
number each was submitted. General public comments are presented in Attachment A2-7. 

Table A-9. Form Letters and Cards 

Source Organization Approximate Number Submitted 
Citizens for Clean Harbor 263 
Friends of the Earth 18,315 
Sierra Club 2,775 
Washington Environmental Council (1) 245  
Washington Environmental Council (2) 260 
Washington Environmental Council (3) 26 
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Web‐Based Comments 

	
 



Submission Number: 000000001 

Received: 4/10/2014 10:57:42 AM
Commenter: Test Comment
Organization: ICF
Address: 9300 Lee Highway  Fairfax, Virginia 22031 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
This is a test comment.

1



Submission Number: 000000002 

Received: 4/10/2014 10:59:38 AM
Commenter: Test Comment
Organization: ICF
Address:   ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000002-63416.docx Size = 13 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
Test Comment

2

file:///C|/Users/15425/Documents/HOQ/cbeard/000000002-63416.docx
http://www.adobe.com/products/acrobat/readstep2.html


Submission Number: 000000003 

Received: 4/10/2014 11:38:00 AM
Commenter: Garrett Phillips
Organization: 
Address: 604 Orchard Drive  Hoquiam, Washington 98550 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
I'm concerned that Washington residents who could be affected by oil trains, and who could be affected by marine oil
 ships will not have adequate opportunities to comment on and affect the scope of this EIS. The oil that is to be carried
 to the proposed terminals will travel across the entire state of Washington on trains. At least two additional scoping
 meetings should be held farther east along the proposed train route. While its true that residents of these central and
 eastern Washington communities can comment using mail service or the internet from the comfort of home,they should
 be provided more substantial opportunities for comment. Essentially they should be given actual scoping meetings. they
 should be given actual scoping meetings because their is real potential for substantial impacts to their communities.
 This is undeniable after the four recent explosive oil train crashes in Quebec, Alabama, New Brunswick and North
 Dakota. The extent of damage, and loss of life in the Quebec accident shows that even if there is low probability of
 such an event occurring, the potential impacts must be studied, and the people in communities along the real line need
 an opportunity to speak publicly to Department of Ecology and their peers about their concerns and about what they
 want the scope of the EIS to include. our of these trains have recently blown up in derailments: Quebec (47 dead, the
 town a wreck), Alabama, New Brunswick and North Dakota. 
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Submission Number: 000000004 

Received: 4/10/2014 12:38:01 PM
Commenter: Jeremy Mattox
Organization: Environmental Services Directory for Washington State
Address: 6321 Seaview Ave NW #24  Seattle, Washington 98107-2671 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
I have been keenly interested in railroads for more than 60 years. I also worked in the maritime industry for more than
 40 years. So I appreciate the importance of railroad and maritime transportation in our trade dependent economy.
 However, I am extremely concerned about the dangers posed by the movement of crude oil and other hazardous liquids
 by trains and ships in the Pacific Northwest. Recent disasters in Quebec and North Dakota illustrate the risks of crude
 oil railroad movements, and the Exxon Valdez grounding illustrates the risks of crude oil transport by water. We need
 to be diligent in protecting Washington and its citizens from the dangers presented by crude oil rail and marine
 transport. The EIS for the Grays Harbor oil terminal should be broad and comprehensive. Thank you. Jeremy (Jerry)
 Mattox, Publisher Environmental Services Directory for Washington State 6321 Seaview Ave NW, #24 Seattle, WA
 98107-2671 Tel. 206-282-2591 www.esdwa.com 
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Submission Number: 000000005 

Received: 4/10/2014 11:31:19 PM
Commenter: Yovonne Autrey
Organization: 
Address: 360 Duck Lake Dr NE  Ocean Shors, Washington 98569 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
It is patently obvious that putting ANY oil terminals in the Port of Grays Harbor is a very bad idea. None of the towns
 through which these oil trains will pass have sufficient emergency response capability and resources to deal with a
 derailment and explosions like those that occurred all too frequently in 2013. Likewise, the state of Washington does
 not have the resources to deal with a large oil spill and the federal government does not have the money to throw at the
 problem. Any oil spill in Grays Harbor would be a tragedy for the environment as well as for the people of the
 communities surrounding Grays Harbor. People depend on the shellfish beds to make their living and many families
 also depend upon the fisheries off the coast of the outlet of Grays Harbor. Grays Harbor is also a major stopover for
 migratory birds, as well as being host to myriad species native to the area, all of which would be severely impacted by
 an oil spill. Another reason to block shipment of oil trains into proposed oil terminals in the Port of Grays Harbor is the
 fact that the 2 mile long oil trains will block access to hospital facilities, as well as emergency services, to several
 thousand residents and tourists while they roll through our towns. The rail lines run through the most populous parts of
 Grays Harbor County and pose too much of a hazard to citizens and visitors alike.
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Submission Number: 000000006 

Received: 4/11/2014 11:54:58 AM
Commenter: John and Polly Wood
Organization: 
Address:   Hood River, Oregon 97031 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Our family is against shipping coal through the states of Oregon and Washington for combustion in any markets
 because of the immense pollution already documented in rail line waterways and because the mining and burning of
 this very dirty fuel is likely, if not curtailed, to put an end to the livability of the planet for so many life forms through
 the increase of global climate change.
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Submission Number: 000000007 

Received: 4/11/2014 1:53:32 PM
Commenter: Michael Young
Organization: 
Address: 2004 E 13th  The Dalles, Oregon 97058 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
The Columbia Gorge cannot afford the risk of possible accidents transporting oil thru the Columbia River. The risks of
 spills is too much to ask. I have seen the train explosions on the news. I know about the damage to rivers in Virginia. I
 hear the argument that I can't stop commerce but I believe you can stop it until these companies can assure us that the
 Columbia River will be safe. I am not so naive that I do not realize that dangerous materials are already on these rails
 but this coal/oil export project raises the risk considerably. They will bring massive amounts of dangerous traffic to us.
 Please do not allow them to export these resources thru the Gorge. Thank You Michael Young
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Submission Number: 000000008 

Received: 4/11/2014 2:12:41 PM
Commenter: Vicki Johnson 
Organization: 
Address:   , Washington 98531-1003 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
The passage of oil trains through our state is a potential environmental disaster waiting to happen. Already dozens of
 accidents with these trains have ruined entire ecosystems and left whole towns devastated by their damage. The not yet
 measured long reaching effects of increased wait time by passing trains is another concern that must not be overlooked.
 Homes will burn, people will die and all so a few companies can become even more profitable? No! These issues must
 be transparently addressed and given top priority before the continuation of any further infrastructure is implemented.
 We don't need jobs that will support the increase of fossil fuel pollution. We need PUBLIC officials that uphold our
 needs and safety.
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Submission Number: 000000009 

Received: 4/12/2014 7:12:46 PM
Commenter: David Perk
Organization: 
Address:   Seattle, Washington  UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Re: Westway and Imperium expansion projects Thank you for the opportunity to comment on both the Westway and
 Imperium expansion projects. The scope of both EISes should be comparable to the scope adopted by the Department
 of Ecology for the Gateway and Millennium coal terminals, particularly in regards to the explicit and implicit costs of
 resource extraction, transportation and consumption. At the public hearing for the Millennium terminal a project
 proponent asked rhetorically what limits applied to EIS scoping. My expectation is that the State, in the absence of a
 comprehensive carbon pollution policy at the federal level, will do its best to determine all impacts of a project or
 activity and act according to the best long term interests of its citizens. I applaud the state's inclusion of greenhouse
 gases caused by the consumption of fossil fuels in the scope of the Gateway and Millennium EISes. That standard
 should be applied to all activities and projects in the state that have the potential to emit significant quantities of
 greenhouse gases. I fully expect the definition of 'significant' to be debated initially, but ever smaller over the long
 term. Specifically, the scope of the Westway and Imperium EISes should include the following. Source-to-destination
 impacts of the method of transportation used to convey the products, including but not limited to: Methane and other
 gas emissions, groundwater contamination, waste products, and water consumption at the point of extraction; Diesel
 pollution, rail traffic displacement, road closures, and the risk of spillage or catastrophic derailment along all points of
 the route; Risk of spillage and response costs related to transportation adjacent to and across waterways, and whether
 existing response systems are adequate or should be enhanced; Impacts to communities, agriculture, species and the
 natural environment in the event of a spill at the point of extraction or along the route; And the amount and effect of the
 greenhouses gases and other pollutants released through the production, transportation and consumption of the
 products. It is my hope that by applying a comprehensive scope to all carbon pollution related activities and projects the
 State of Washington will provide an example for other states and, eventually, the federal government. As the
 International Panel on Climate Change has acknowledged, our civilization can only afford to consume a fraction of the
 known carbon reserves. Our country needs to acknowledge this budget, decrease our consumption of carbon-based
 fuels and transition to a carbon-free energy system as quickly as possible. This is a matter not just of national interest,
 or in regards to our participation in the Copenhagen agreement, it concerns the right of all future generations on the
 planet to a stable climate, something that we are at risk of losing for millennia to come. Arguably, the expansion of all
 fossil fuel activity and infrastructure should be considered from a national, if not global, carbon budget perspective. It
 would be my preference to have the Westway and Imperium expansion projects evaluated in just that way.
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Submission Number: 000000010 

Received: 4/13/2014 11:11:09 AM
Commenter: Sally Toteff
Organization: WA Dept of Ecology
Address:   ,   URUGUAY
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000010-63425.jpg Size = 27 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
Hello - Sally Toteff from Ecology here. I'm testing the usability of the form. This is not a scoping comment. I will be
 asking Linda to let me know when this comment reached Comment Works, so I have a 'life cycle' understanding of how
 the comment process works. I'm sending this Sunday, April 13. Thank you! 
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Submission Number: 000000011 

Received: 4/15/2014 3:43:13 PM
Commenter: Sally Toteff
Organization: 
Address:   ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000011-63427.docx Size = 127 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
Hello. Sally Toteff from Ecology here again. Doing a second "test" of how the on-line form works. This time I'm testing
 if there's an automatic confirmation. No need to get back to me about this test. Thanks for your management of the web
 form.
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Submission Number: 000000012 

Received: 4/16/2014 8:11:28 PM
Commenter: Test Iphone
Organization: 
Address:   ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Test to see if comment can be submitted using iPhone
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Submission Number: 000000013 

Received: 4/16/2014 11:14:12 PM
Commenter: Libby Hazen
Organization: 
Address:   , Washington  UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
As a resident of Washington with children and grandchildren living nearby, I am very concerned about the
 environmental impact of the proposed terminals. I request that you include in the EIS an assessment of the rail and
 vessel transportation of fossil fuels on the quality of life on both land and sea. The probability of spills and the effect on
 air and water quality and it's relation to human and marine life needs to be included. Noise impact should also be
 studied. Perhaps most important, the effect of burning fossil fuels on global climate change must be considered. Thank
 you for your consideration.
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Submission Number: 000000014 

Received: 4/16/2014 11:25:43 PM
Commenter: Linda Amato
Organization: 
Address:   ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Test from iPad
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Submission Number: 000000015 

Received: 4/17/2014 2:10:33 AM
Commenter: Garrett Phillips
Organization: 
Address: 604 Orchard Drive  Hoquiam, Washington 98550 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
I live in Hoquiam. I regularly go out recreationally clamming on beaches between Ocean Shores and Quinault
 Reservation. I consider this to be an important part of my life. It is done of the reasons that I live here. I am concerned
 that ocean going vessels carrying crude oil from the proposed export facilities will malfunction or collide with other
 vessels, debris, or rocksm and leak oil into the marine environment, causing harm to razor calm communities on the
 beaches where I go clamming. Please study the potential impacts of these events occurring. Please do not simply
 quantify the probability of these events occurring. Rather, please study the actual impacts to my recreational clamming
 opportunities that would result from a marine oil spill. This study should include analysis of marine and near shore
 hydrology, the clams' habitat and ecological relationships, and the limits of best practices in oil spill cleanup. Please
 study what seasonal restrictions WDFW would have to impose for at least ten years following an oil spill to ensure
 public safety and sustainable clam populations, and what impact this would have on recreational clam harvest
 opportunities. Thank you, Thank you. 
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Submission Number: 000000016 

Received: 4/18/2014 10:55:54 AM
Commenter: Rodney Tharp
Organization: Mr
Address: 1231 Miller NE  Olympia, Washington 98506 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Include in your EIS the impact on all the towns and cities that the oil trains will pass through or near. This should
 include public safety, safety from spills and exploding oil cars as well as accumulative rail congestion from all the
 increased train traffic of all state wide projects. Rod Tharp 

19



Submission Number: 000000017 

Received: 4/18/2014 1:06:14 PM
Commenter: Lisa Riemer
Organization: Northbeach Community Gruop
Address: 2604 Lonetree Dr.  Ocean City, Washington 98589 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
I have lived near Hoquiam for more than 30 years. My husband and I own our property there. We fish and hunt. I am
 against the oil terminal in Hoquiam. I think that having an oil terminal next to Grays Harbor is a bad idea. We need to
 think about possible accidents effecting our harbor. We need to think about all of the trains that are needed to bring in
 that oil. We need to discuss how the aging train tracks can carry those trains day after day, year about year. An accident
 will happen! We cannot afford to destroy our important ecosystem here in Grays Harbor. We need to protect our fish.
 We need to protect our clean waters. Our tourism jobs are too important, also. We need to keep our area clean for future
 generations. 
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Submission Number: 000000018 

Received: 4/18/2014 2:09:08 PM
Commenter: Tom Crawford
Organization: 
Address: 7430 Tsuga Court, SW  Olympia, Washington 98512 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
I urge the Department of Ecology to include in its scope of this EIS the global warming/climate change impacts of
 burning the fossil fuels being transported. I would suggest modeling this impact under the assumption that if the fuel is
 not shipped, it will not be burned. Shipping the fuel is a necessary step to allowing it to be consumed, and greenhouse
 gases released into the atmosphere. I would further suggest modeling over the next century the consequences to
 Hoquiam and surrounding areas of increased temperatures predicted by the IPCC as the result of climate change, which
 of course is directly linked to burning of these fossil fuels. Going forward with this terminal would be part of a
 "business as usual" scenario, the consequences of which the IPCC has clearly described, and the University of
 Washington has further assessed for our region. So I would suggest incorporating all of this information--resulting in a
 "business as usual" picture of climate change impacts on Hoquiam and surrounding areas over the next 100 years--into
 the EIS for this project.
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Submission Number: 000000019 

Received: 4/18/2014 2:41:54 PM
Commenter: Glen Anderson
Organization: 
Address: 5015 15th Ave SE  Lacey, Washington 98503-2723 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
If you want a REALISTIC understanding of the environmental impact, you need the SCOPE to be VERY BROAD -- all
 the way from the points where the oil is extracted from the ground (including hydrofracturing "fracking") and all the
 way along the rail line, through the towns and cities where the highly flammable oil could explode and destroy property
 and kill people, and the lands and waterways where spills would seriously damage the environment and the fish, to the
 export facilities where it would be loaded onto ships. THE WHOLE PURPOSE OF EXPORTING OIL IS SO IT WILL
 BE BURNED, so the EIS SCOPE must incude DAMAGE TO THE CLIMATE, because the carbon dioxide pollution
 would come back to us and hurt our climate.
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Submission Number: 000000020 

Received: 4/19/2014 5:59:07 PM
Commenter: Janis Duddles
Organization: 
Address: 1131 5th Ave. SE  Olympia, Washington 98501 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Many people will give you astute scientific reasons for opposing this port. My opposition is a no-brainer: what will you
 do when the oil spill happens. It will and it cannot be undone. NO OIL ON OUR WATERS. I am a tribal member. We
 have been taught to respect water and fish, as coastal people. But you don't have to be a Pacific NW Indian to know
 how fragile and precious our waterways are. It breaks my heart that this black slime has left the dry lands of America
 and is oozing its way onto our Snake River, Columbia River, Pacific shoreline, Grays Harbor. It makes me literally sick
 to my stomach.
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Submission Number: 000000021 

Received: 4/20/2014 5:29:18 PM
Commenter: Wendy Bartlett
Organization: 
Address: 255 N Forest Street #116  Bellingham, Washington 98225-5828 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
After our twice elected US President Barack Obama has officially recognized the threat of global warming as real, and
 has ordered the end of any new coal or nuclear power facilities to be built, the approval the proposed Gateway Pacific
 Coal Terminal at Cherry Point would be an inexcusable crime against humanity, the environment, and the crumbling
 infrastructure within Washington State along the Burlington Northern Sante Fe railroad tracks as well as compromise
 existing jobs that our local and regional economy depends upon. Please do your job and deny the permits to what can
 only be a ruthless plot to bring "record profits" for so few at the expense of everyone and everything else on Earth.
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Submission Number: 000000022 

Received: 4/20/2014 6:07:15 PM
Commenter: Donald Gunderson
Organization: University of Washington
Address: School of Aquatic and Fisheries Sciences, Box 355020  Seattle, Washington 98195 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000022-63439.docx Size = 16 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
The Grays Harbor, Willapa Bay, and Columbia River estuaries provide critical juvenile nursery habitat for Dungeness
 crab during their first two years of life. After migrating from these estuaries, these crabs eventually account for about
 10-50% of the commercial catch landed in Grays Harbor, Willapa Bay, Ilwaco, Astoria, and Warrenton, depending on
 the year (see Armstrong, Rooper, and Gunderson, “Estuaries” 2003). Production from estuaries is relatively stable from
 year to year, while ocean production is more erratic, so that in some years the fishery is heavily dependent on estuarine
 production. The Grays Harbor estuary is the most productive of these three estuaries, and a substantial loss of revenue
 and jobs would result if this habitat were damaged. Particularly vital to young stages of crab are the smaller side
 channels that cross extensive intertidal flats where highest densities of crab are found. The adjacent tideflats are used
 for feeding during high tides when crab move from channels onto the flats (see Holsman, McDonald, Armstrong,
 “Marine Ecology Progress Series” 2006). Any damage to the Willapa Bay and Columbia River estuarine systems that
 might result during spills from barges transiting offshore waters should also be considered during the scoping process.
 The Grays Harbor, Willapa Bay, and Columbia River estuaries also provide critical habitat for English sole during their
 first two years of life. It is possible that most adult English sole captured by commercial trawlers off the coasts of
 Washington and Oregon come from estuarine nursery areas (Rooper, Gunderson, and Armstrong, “Estuaries”, 2004). 
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The Grays Harbor, Willapa Bay, and Columbia River estuaries provide critical juvenile 
nursery habitat for Dungeness crab during their first two years of life.  After migrating 
from these estuaries, these crabs eventually account for about 10-50% of the commercial 
catch landed in Grays Harbor, Willapa Bay, Ilwaco, Astoria, and Warrenton, depending 
on the year (see Armstrong, Rooper, and Gunderson, “Estuaries” 2003). Production from 
estuaries is relatively stable from year to year, while ocean production is more erratic, so 
that in some years the fishery is heavily dependent on estuarine production.  The Grays 
Harbor estuary is the most productive of these three estuaries, and a substantial loss of 
revenue and jobs would result if this habitat were damaged. Particularly vital to young 
stages of crab are the smaller side channels that cross extensive intertidal flats where 
highest densities of crab are found. The adjacent tideflats are used for feeding during high 
tides when crab move from channels onto the flats (see Holsman, McDonald, Armstrong, 
“Marine Ecology Progress Series” 2006). Any damage to the Willapa Bay and Columbia 
River estuarine systems that might result during spills from barges transiting offshore 
waters should also be considered during the scoping process. 
 
The Grays Harbor, Willapa Bay, and Columbia River estuaries also provide critical 
habitat for English sole during their first two years of life. It is possible that most adult 
English sole captured by commercial trawlers off the coasts of Washington and Oregon 
come from estuarine nursery areas (Rooper, Gunderson, and Armstrong, “Estuaries”, 
2004). 
 
Submitted by David A. Armstrong, Professor and former Director, 
  and Donald R. Gunderson, Emeritus Professor 
 
  School of Aquatic and Fisheries Sciences, 
  Box 355020 
  University of Washington, 
  Seattle, WA 98195 
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Submission Number: 000000023 

Received: 4/20/2014 7:55:23 PM
Commenter: Pat Rasmussen
Organization: World Temperate Rainforest Network
Address: PO Box 13273  Olympia, Washington 98508 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
I am opposed to the two projects. I am a lifelong Washington resident, 68 years. Oil by rail does not fit with what
 Washingtonians want for our state. I have seen the maps of the train routes and it is absolutely unacceptable to have oil
 by rail in this state. *** The train routes are by the Columbia River which is home to threatened and endangered salmon
 and these fish are the food for endangered Southern Resident orca whales. The projects would put at risk these
 endangered species that we are spending millions of dollars to recover. This year and last the Southern Resident orcas
 have spent most of their time near the mouth of the Columbia because their preferred food is Chinook salmon and the
 Chinook runs have been larger from the Columbia. They are clearly relying more on Columbia River Chinook as
 salmon runs in Puget Sound have decreased. *** Oil trains have been exploding. The oil they plan to carry is
 dangerous. The train tracks go through towns, cities, past schools, homes, businesses. They are too dangerous. *** The
 Clean Water Act protects the Columbia River. Oil trains must be stopped from passing by the Columbia. You are
 talking about expansion. What we need is an end to oil trains through Washington State.Until they tried to expand, we
 were unaware that oil trains were passing through. Now that we know we will stop them all. *** The rail system is old
 and not in good repair for so many trains anyway. It would be expensive to bring them up to what is needed and would
 be a waste of money. Taxpayers are NOT going to pay for that. *** "Keep Washington Green" is the motto for our
 state. We are green, we don't want dirty oil trains. *** The Tribes are opposed to oil trains. They have Treaty Rights
 that protect salmon, the rivers and much of the land the trains pass through. They can stop this proposal based on Treaty
 Rights. *** Climate change is REAL. More oil exported leads to more CO2 in the atmosphere. We need to lessen
 greenhouse gas emissions, not increase them. *** Washington says NO to oil trains.
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Submission Number: 000000024 

Received: 4/20/2014 8:33:45 PM
Commenter: Anne Elkins
Organization: 
Address: 2006 N Avenue  Anacortes, Washington 98221 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
I am concerned about several things regarding oil trains and coal ports. 1) Washington State is one of the last relatively
 environmentally pristine areas in the country and I don't think these uses are appropriate here. 2) The effects of burning
 even more fossil fuels is just accelerating global warming at a time we need to be aggressively pushing for sustainable
 alternatives. 3) As a resident of Skagit County, I am highly concerned about the danger of spills. We have precious
 farmland here, and blossoming organic farms, which would be destroyed forever by one catastrophic crash or spill. And
 this lighter fuel is so much more combustible than others that the growth has sparked significant accidents and close
 calls. The Seattle times recently had an article about this which stated: "Last summer, an unattended oil train in Quebec
 rolled free and derailed, sparking fires that killed 47 people. Another oil train spilled 21 carloads of oil in fragile
 wetlands in Alabama, sparking fires. Another oil train exploded in North Dakota in December. “I think we’re taking
 bombs through our cities,” Ben Stuckert, the Spokane City Council president, told another legislative panel in Olympia
 after expressing his worry about elevated tracks bringing dangerous oil trains through his community." These risks are
 far too great and the burden will fall on the every day citizens who live here-it is our lives that will be ruined. The coal
 and oil companies don't care about our farmland, our beautiful state, the wildlife, the whales and other precious marine
 life, or the ultimate fact on our entire planet-they only care about profits. I don't care how much they talk about rules
 and spill responses and precautions, the fossil fuel industry has proved time and again in the last few years that they are
 not trustworthy, and they really don't care at all what harm they do. I can't imagine that we in Washington State are
 naïve enough to believe them! I believe that the scoping of both the oil cars and the coal ports must take into
 consideration the very real dangers that our entire way of life in most of Washington State could be altered forever, and
 not for the good, as well as the global impacts. We are the little people trying to fight a giant, but what we are fighting
 for is so important, that we must try. 
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Submission Number: 000000025 

Received: 4/20/2014 9:08:53 PM
Commenter: Thomas Holz
Organization: 
Address: 6135 Mink St NW  Olympia, Washington 98502 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
The EIS must include the ramifications of burning all of the fossil fuel that might be shipped. At this point in earth's
 history, that is the only issue of real interest.
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Submission Number: 000000026 

Received: 4/21/2014 6:43:22 PM
Commenter: Garry Dale
Organization: 
Address: 564 Pulaski Street  Athens, Georgia 30601 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
My name is Garry Dale and my family has a farm on the Wynoochee River outside the town of Montesano. I am
 concerned about the continued vitality of Grays Harbor and the Washington Coast where crude oil ships would make
 over 700 additional transits per year over one of the most dangerous bars in the State. I request that the Environmental
 Impact Statement include the entire crude oil transportation corridor so that communities along the rail and marine
 routes are given due consideration. Questions that concern me, and which objective, rigorous and comprehensive
 studies should address include: Oil risks: How will the marine vessel traffic increase collision risks with tankers, cargo
 and other commercial vessels in the area? What would be the effects to our region in the event of catastrophic oil spill?
 Marine Resources: How would this project affect our marine resources including marine mammals, fish, birds,
 shellfish, crab and the entire marine ecosystem that supports them? Tourism & other Economic Costs: How would
 increased odor and pollution, depressed property values and diminished aesthetics affect our tourism industry/local
 economy? How much would we, the taxpayers ultimately pay for the cost directly and indirectly associated with the
 terminal(s)? Boating & Safety: How will fishing vessels (commercial, recreational and tribal) be affected by the
 additional transport vessels in our waters? How much will accident and collision rates increase? Salmon & Fisheries:
 How would the construction and operation of the terminal(s) in a near-shore environment and the crude oil transport
 vessels themselves affect and impact crab, shellfish and salmon fisheries? Comments: We should carefully consider the
 impacts of the transportation of over 2 billion gallons of crude oil per year and the storage of up to 97.44 million
 gallons on the edge of Washington State's second largest estuary and next to Grays Harbor National Wildlife Refuge,
 which is designated as a Hemispheric Reserve of International Significance. Having over 700 additional transits per
 year over one of the most dangerous bars in the state and traveling along one of the most scenic and ecologically
 important parts of the coast, including the Olympic National Marine Sanctuary, should also be studied rigorously and
 comprehensively. 
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Submission Number: 000000027 

Received: 4/22/2014 5:19:23 PM
Commenter: Diane Hicks
Organization: Indepent Artist/Disabled
Address: 430 s 3rd st  Montesano, Washington 98563 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Greetings...I have personal concerns as follows. My roommate and I moved to Montesano in July 2014. Together we
 spent all of our available cash and borrowed money heavily. We are both disabled in a complex way. Locating closer to
 Olympia Medical Care was essential. Neither of us can re-locate. The train that will be transporting this oil cuts us both
 off from urgent medical care multiple times per 24 hrs including EMT services. Living 1/2 block from train tracks will
 cause devastating effects on my emotional, mental and physical health. My roommate can speak for himself. I believe
 that this proposed action for the use of trains to transport oil will so adversely affect my ability to live and function that
 it is a form of discrimination against my disability and inability to remove myself to a safer location. I would (as would
 my roommate) require re-location funding to include both a place to live and money to relocate. I believe that I can find
 others in this same situation and that some form of legal litigation is not out of the question. I know I am not alone in
 this. I do not access my e-mail and would ask for written mail to my address or would like some phone contact, please.
 My phone will be down after the 25th of this month until the 5th of may. There is never enough money to cover living
 expenses and cell phone minutes can not be bought until the 5th. Thank you for this opportunity to comment. Yours,
 Diane Hicks 
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Submission Number: 000000028 

Received: 4/23/2014 3:24:50 PM
Commenter: Tori Kovach
Organization: 
Address:   Aberdeen, Washington 98520 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
1) Will future Grays Harbor channel dredging be impacted because of crude oil residual and dispersant chemical
 saturation of the sediment throughout the affected tidal basin? 2) Many studies of the Cascadia Subduction Zone have
 been done, but will there be any to determine if the swarms of earthquakes resulting from fracking across western and
 mid-western states can precipitate a slip plain event along the northern Cascadia fault, an event that will impact crude
 oil tank farm sites in Hoquiam? (Like shaking the table until a plate falls off.) 3) What will be done to prevent
 explosions of rail cars as fumes from them off gas during a lightning storm while they are being unloaded or waiting to
 be unloaded in Hoquiam? What are the fire risks of standing crude oil trains in our communities? 4) The proposed
 Imperium expansion seeks an increase of 720,000 barrels of storage for volatile and heavily polluting fuels and other
 products. The proposed site is on fill material within the flood plain of the Chehalis River upstream of a highly
 productive estuary and a National Wildlife Refuge that is of international significance to bird species protected by
 international and tribal treaties. What provisions are being made to contain these fuels in the event of a) rupture of one
 of the multiple tanks b) earthquake c) tsunami d) storm surge e) terrorist assault?
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Submission Number: 000000029 

Received: 4/23/2014 3:34:40 PM
Commenter: Mary Meyers
Organization: 
Address:   ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Spills are inevitable and destructive. ". . .[T]here is no safe way to extract or transport fossil fuels when the plan is,
 ultimately, to combust them. We are already beginning to feel the consequences of a human-induced warmer climate."
 Amen, indeed. We live in this world--it is up too each of us to save it. Use less of everything. Honor Nature over greed.
 Do the right thing.

33



Submission Number: 000000030 

Received: 4/23/2014 8:23:13 PM
Commenter: Inga Carmack
Organization: 
Address: 2391 Garfield Ave. SE  Pt. Orchard, Washington 98366 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
I am opposed to the proposed bulk liquid storage facility expansion at the Port of Grays Harbor. We should be leaders in
 conservation and energy alternatives rather than increasing the transport of fossil fuels. We shouldn't increase the risk to
 our land, waters and sea life. The increase of jobs should not overide the risk that oil spills could make to existing jobs
 and businesses. We are smart enough to find a better way with less possible damage to our ecosystem. 
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Submission Number: 000000031 

Received: 4/24/2014 4:14:57 AM
Commenter: Martha Koester
Organization: Health Care for All-WA
Address: 10015 2nd Ave S  Seattle, Washington 98168 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
A town in Canada was totally destroyed by an accident with one of these trains. Why would we want them in WA State?
 Oil spills and train explosions are serious threats. Currently, there are 10 proposals in Oregon and Washington which
 would raise the capacity to 785,000 barrels per day with 11 loaded trains carrying this highly flammable fossil fuel. 
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Submission Number: 000000032 

Received: 4/25/2014 4:38:05 AM
Commenter: Constance Holmes
Organization: Friends of the Library, Oakville Community Hall Library (FOTL)
Address: POB 581  Oakville, Washington 98568 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Trains helped industrialize America over 150 years ago. Now, trains and associated services are less-than-adequate in
 maintenance for machinery, tracks and bridges. Industries increasingly run on thinnest of maintenance and staff. Trains
 in trouble remain so, until affiliated services slowly respond, for both freight and passenger trains: Freighters stuck,
 derailed, or crashed, have sat, sometimes days, depending on area [like rural UT, NV]. I was on a train stuck almost 24
 hours in snow near Klamath, related to ancillary service track-clearing failing to respond to inhuman conditions inside
 that train. Oil refineries and the trains and tanker ships that feed them, have explosions and leaks annually, polluting the
 likes of the Bay Area, in CA—people there just live w/ it; far-reaching consequences ripple under everyone's radar
 daily, while corporations tell people nothing is wrong. WHY would anyone think it would be safer in Grays Harbor
 Co.? HOW MANY spills, explosions etc. must happen before industries, and by FEMA, think it's a problem? FEMA
 didn't believe Oakville was a flood zone, was set to refuse listing it, until we had 2 huge floods several years ago—it
 was only listed under duress. How do they class this? Oakville during flood/storm damage, can be land-locked. Last
 time, roads only opened in 3 days because PUD pitied our low-water situation—they'd planned on leaving us stranded
 for at least a week, otherwise. WHAT happens if an oil train is stuck here, blocking passage for emergency help, or w/
 threatened or damaged tanker cars? Blast zones in previous Bakken oil train explosions = 1/2 mile. Context: Oakville,
 or any town near a blast zone, would be obliterated. School, churches, businesses, citizens, would be dead or injured.
 The injured would be then a chronic cost to many systems; GHC has inadequate Emergency Services for this. HOW
 many people believe it's OK that industries consider people, their property and the environment, as “acceptable losses”?
 Blockage of Emergency services happens to people and properties on the entrapment-side of tracks. This is inhumane,
 and costly due to added costs of remediation of the emergency where help has been delayed. Costly in lives,
 environment, resources which cannot be replaced Derelict Bridges are along the route: WHO is to rebuild them before
 anymore trains transit them? Damages from accidents become WILLFULL NEGLECT and INTENTIONAL
 DAMAGE, even mass murder. GHC has inadequate budget to do timely repair on road bridges. It seems RR-bridges
 are similarly neglected—all of them need fixed; existing tracks are inadequate for so many, so heavy trains, flood zoned
 all along the route in GHC. WATER and FISHERIES would be near-permanently damaged if there's a derailment, spill
 or explosions. Those mean THOUSANDS become jobless, indefinitely, may go hungry. Citizens, not the responsible
 corporations, are still cleaning up oil in Alaska, the Gulf, etc., and world-wide sites of spills, leaks, explosions.
 WATER tables in Western WA are shallow depth. Pollution's been found in 800' deep water tables, like those under
 San Jose, CA. WHERE shall we get clean water, once spills reach water in shallower tables here? WHAT happens
 when pollutants migrate to other water tables? We already have carcinogenic, teratogenic, and other chemicals
 polluting our environments, some known to be causing perinatal issues in some areas, for years. Air quality along the
 route suffers: fumes stagnate in closed valley areas like Oakville; fumes don't “go away”. WHY are more train cars now
 parked along tracks for extended periods? WHAT's really going on, that anyone remotely thinks this is a viable project?
 WHO's being paid off to coerce this long-term dirty development? Industrial “progress” becomes “regress”, when the
 long-term, bigger-picture consequences are ignored. Any profits gained initially, become far-reaching debt-loads, in
 context of decades-long, or longer, damages. 
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Submission Number: 000000033 

Received: 4/25/2014 11:16:28 AM
Commenter: Mark McFeely
Organization: 
Address: 7212 Blaine Rd  Aberdeen, Washington 98520 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
 I'm not against the growth of the Port of Grays Harbor or increase rail traffic. I am how ever against the cargo they are
 transporting (Bakken Crude). I do believe safety has been overlooked for the all mighty dollar in this instance. This will
 have very little impact as far as jobs. Its putting our prestin waterways in serious jeopardy The risk out weighs the
 rewards not even remotely close 
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Submission Number: 000000034 

Received: 4/25/2014 11:16:29 AM
Commenter: Mark McFeely
Organization: 
Address: 7212 Blaine Rd  Aberdeen, Washington 98520 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
 I'm not against the growth of the Port of Grays Harbor or increase rail traffic. I am how ever against the cargo they are
 transporting (Bakken Crude). I do believe safety has been overlooked for the all mighty dollar in this instance. This will
 have very little impact as far as jobs. Its putting our prestin waterways in serious jeopardy The risk out weighs the
 rewards not even remotely close 
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Submission Number: 000000035 

Received: 4/25/2014 12:06:57 PM
Commenter: Sandra Sterling
Organization: 
Address: 129 Valley Rd  Hoquiam, Washington 98550 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Noise pollution. We live in a valley directly over the hill from where the trains will be connecting and disconnecting.
 We already notice how a wood processing plant that is on the port property there echos throughout our valley when it is
 running. I can't even imagine the noise from trains running constantly banging into each other as they lock up will
 sound. We think this is a horrible spot to put oil storage. It is has a Wildlife Preserve on one side, a baseball park and
 High School on the other side. A Middle School, and Kindergarten and 1st grade facility close. It is sitting on mud flats
 in the center of Grays Harbor bay. It would be a disaster waiting to happen if we had a Tsunami or Earthquake. Where
 they are talking about expanding the railroad tracks to is in a hill slide area. I vote no. 
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Submission Number: 000000036 

Received: 4/25/2014 12:17:59 PM
Commenter: David Bishop
Organization: 
Address:   ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
 If there is more Oil in the Port will not lessen the chance of a 9.2 Earthquake today or the mounting chance of it
 happening in the near future, with the recovery reaching to the point of impossible. Just saying ! 
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Submission Number: 000000037 

Received: 4/25/2014 12:23:44 PM
Commenter: Daryl Johnson
Organization: 
Address:   Aberdeen, Washington  UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
What a great opportunity for our county, communities, and many families here as well. This county has been hit hard
 over the years by cries of environmental concerns that have devastated our county economically. Historically, when
 using any natural resource, there will be some who raise a cry. The methods for moving this oil through our area will
 create jobs and taxes for our communities. There is also the added benefit to the environment that rather than using
 yesterdays technology to move it, these projects use best technology available and with the most modern safe practices
 available. When the environment is considered on a global scale and a look at how many pipeline spills there are every
 month this is a very good option. The number of spills with rail are tiny in comparison. The difference is, the amount of
 press given to each event. It is so common in pipelines that it has not been given press time in decades but rail spills are
 so uncommon that they get attention. And extreme disasters are now used as a scare tactic to again damage our
 economy when ecology is already being protected. Thanks for your consideration and support of our ecosystems and
 economy. Daryl Johnson
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Submission Number: 000000038 

Received: 4/25/2014 5:16:33 PM
Commenter: Rod Tharp
Organization: Ms.
Address: 1231 Miller NE  Olympia, Washington 98506 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Please look at all impacts on any town,city or community within 1/2 mile radius of the tracks that these trains will be
 traveling on.
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Submission Number: 000000039 

Received: 4/25/2014 5:23:16 PM
Commenter: Rod Tharp
Organization: Ms.
Address: 1231 Miller NE  Olympia, Washington 98506 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
The trains carrying this crude oil will pass over and along side many creeks,rivers, lakes and other water drainage
 systems. Every place needs to be surveyed and the impact of an oil spill needs to be determined and a plan for proper
 response needs to be filed and approved by any governmental agencies that will be called on in the event of a spill.
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Submission Number: 000000040 

Received: 4/25/2014 6:39:04 PM
Commenter: Demelza Costa
Organization: 
Address: 28626 Ridgeway Rd.  Sweet Home, Oregon 97386 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
If corporations do not STOP this ecological destructive insanity "we" will no longer have a planet which is supportive of
 life forms. Dhhh......what don't you GET about this Reality?!!
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Submission Number: 000000041 

Received: 4/25/2014 6:47:39 PM
Commenter: Gail Streicker
Organization: 
Address: 3122 NE 40th AV  Portland, Oregon 97212 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil terminals in Grays Harbor and the transport of oil by rail through
 communities in the Northwest. These proposals would negatively impact my community, the Columbia River Gorge
 National Scenic Area, Grays Harbor, and the Pacific Northwest in many ways, including: elevate rail and marine traffic
 congestion, increase the potential of oil spills and disastrous explosions, harm existing businesses, delay emergency
 responders, and put our communities, public health, and environment at risk. These terminals, and the transport of
 crude oil to and from these terminals, would damage terrestrial and aquatic ecosystems, endanger fishing grounds, and
 accelerate climate change. I urge you to include these impacts into the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement for
 both the Westway and the Imperium projects.
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Submission Number: 000000042 

Received: 4/25/2014 7:20:29 PM
Commenter: Jodi Tanner Tell
Organization: 
Address: 55 NE 47th Ave  Portland, Oregon 97213 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Please do not allow the oil terminal expansions in Grays Harbor. The Columbia River Gorge is a national treasure and
 oil trains do not belong in the Gorge. Making oil any easier and cheaper to burn will only accelerate climate change,
 which is the greatest security and environmental threat facing our nation. In addition, the increased rail traffic, train
 pollution, and potential for oil spills all create environmental degradation in the gorge. Please include the impacts on
 terrestrial and aquatic ecosystems, fishing grounds, and climate change into the scope of the Environmental Impact
 Statement for the Westway and Imperium projects. I very much oppose construction of crude oil terminals or transport
 of oil by rail through the Northwest's communities and scenic areas. Thank you. 
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Submission Number: 000000043 

Received: 4/25/2014 8:37:02 PM
Commenter: Sandra Joos
Organization: 
Address: 4259 SW Patrick Pl  Portland, Oregon 97239 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil terminals in Grays Harbor and the transport of oil by rail through
 communities in the Northwest. These proposals would negatively impact my community, the Columbia River Gorge
 National Scenic Area, Grays Harbor, and the Pacific Northwest in many ways, including: elevate rail and marine traffic
 congestion, increase the potential of oil spills and disastrous explosions, harm existing businesses, delay emergency
 responders, and put our communities, public health, and environment at risk. These terminals, and the transport of
 crude oil to and from these terminals, would damage terrestrial and aquatic ecosystems, endanger fishing grounds, and
 accelerate climate change. I urge you to include these impacts into the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement for
 both the Westway and the Imperium projects.

47



Submission Number: 000000044 

Received: 4/25/2014 8:37:09 PM
Commenter: Dainela Brod
Organization: me and my kids
Address: 5048 SW Florida Street  Portland, Oregon 97219 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil terminals in Grays Harbor and the transport of oil by rail through
 communities in the Northwest. The bottom line for me is that the scope of the EIS need to include increased risk of
 disastrous oil spills in the Columbia River Gorge and Portland area and the climate impacts of releasing the coal
 transported versus keeping it in the ground or delaying it by (insert # yrs here for alternative route). Extra time would
 give the country more time to develop a low-carbon energy policy and avoid a more costly response to Climate change
 impacts. These proposals would negatively impact my community, the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area,
 Grays Harbor, and the Pacific Northwest in many ways, including: elevate rail and marine traffic congestion, increase
 the potential of oil spills and disastrous explosions, harm existing businesses, delay emergency responders, and put our
 communities, public health, and environment at risk. These terminals, and the transport of crude oil to and from these
 terminals, would damage terrestrial and aquatic ecosystems, endanger fishing grounds, and accelerate climate change. I
 urge you to include these impacts into the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement for both the Westway and the
 Imperium projects. 
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Submission Number: 000000045 

Received: 4/25/2014 8:59:48 PM
Commenter: Mary McMonegal
Organization: 
Address:   Vancouver, Washington  UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil terminals in Grays Harbor and the transport of oil by rail through
 communities in the Northwest. These proposals would negatively impact our communities, the Columbia River Gorge
 National Scenic Area, Grays Harbor, and the Pacific Northwest in many ways, including: elevate rail and marine traffic
 congestion, increase the potential of oil spills and disastrous explosions, harm existing businesses, delay emergency
 responders, and put our communities, public health, and environment at risk. These terminals, and the transport of
 crude oil to and from these terminals, would damage terrestrial and aquatic ecosystems, endanger fishing grounds, and
 accelerate climate change. I urge you to include these impacts into the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement for
 both the Westway and the Imperium projects.
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Submission Number: 000000046 

Received: 4/25/2014 9:15:14 PM
Commenter: Gisela Ray
Organization: Friends of the Gorge
Address: 85 SE 16th Court  Gresham, Oregon 97080 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
The expansion of the Port of Grays Harbor Terminal 1 would lead to yet more oil trains traveling through the Columbia
 River Gorge. I am truly concerned about the safety of all this oil transport through our Gorge. Any accidents,spills,
 explosions would be a disaster to the communities, the Columbia and its fish and the Scenic landscape. All that noisy
 disruptive traffic would also not be conducive to tourism, a mainstay of the people along the way. I and my husband do
 have a very important private interest in keeping the Columbia Gorge from being overrun by a pipeline on wheels.
 Please think of all the negative impacts - including climate change, especially climate change! - this project would
 have. Please reject the Imperium Company's proposed expansion!! 
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Submission Number: 000000047 

Received: 4/25/2014 9:24:50 PM
Commenter: Kat Grammer
Organization: 
Address: 4330 Dog River Rd  Parkdale, Oregon 97041 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
To whom it may concern Coal is not our future. It is a regressive form of energy and a greedy and destructive concept to
 export it. I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil terminals in Grays Harbor and the transport of oil by rail
 through communities in the Northwest. These proposals would negatively impact my community, the Columbia River
 Gorge National Scenic Area, Grays Harbor, and the Pacific Northwest in many ways, including: elevate rail and marine
 traffic congestion, increase the potential of oil spills and disastrous explosions, harm existing businesses, delay
 emergency responders, and put our communities, public health, and environment at risk. These terminals, and the
 transport of crude oil to and from these terminals, would damage terrestrial andaquatic ecosystems, endanger fishing
 grounds, and accelerate climate change. I urge you to include these impacts into the scope of the Environmental Impact
 Statement for both the Westway and the Imperium projects. Thanks 
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Submission Number: 000000048 

Received: 4/26/2014 10:11:19 AM
Commenter: Margaret Eickmann
Organization: 
Address:   ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil terminals in Grays Harbor and the transport of oil by rail through
 communities in the Northwest. These proposals would negatively impact my community, the Columbia River Gorge
 National Scenic Area, Grays Harbor, and the Pacific Northwest in many ways, including: elevate rail and marine traffic
 congestion, increase the potential of oil spills and disastrous explosions, harm existing businesses, delay emergency
 responders, and put our communities, public health, and environment at risk. These terminals, and the transport of
 crude oil to and from these terminals, would damage terrestrial and aquatic ecosystems, endanger fishing grounds, and
 accelerate climate change. I urge you to include these impacts into the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement for
 both the Westway and the Imperium projects. 
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Submission Number: 000000049 

Received: 4/26/2014 3:22:32 PM
Commenter: Phil Pizanelli
Organization: 
Address:   Corbett, Oregon  UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil terminals in Grays Harbor and the transport of oil by rail through
 communities in the Northwest. These proposals would negatively impact my community, the Columbia River Gorge
 National Scenic Area, Grays Harbor, and the Pacific Northwest in many ways, including: elevate rail and marine traffic
 congestion, increase the potential of oil spills and disastrous explosions, harm existing businesses, delay emergency
 responders, and put our communities, public health, and environment at risk. These terminals, and the transport of
 crude oil to and from these terminals, would damage terrestrial and aquatic ecosystems, endanger fishing grounds, and
 accelerate climate change. I urge you to include these impacts into the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement for
 both the Westway and the Imperium projects
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Submission Number: 000000050 

Received: 4/26/2014 11:10:54 PM
Commenter: Arlene Eubanks
Organization: 
Address: 58 Breckenridge DR  Hoquiam, Washington 98550 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000050-63468.jpg Size = 50 KB
000000050-63469.jpg Size = 110 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
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Submission Number: 000000051 

Received: 4/26/2014 11:49:55 PM
Commenter: John Nettleton
Organization: 
Address: 4311 SE 37th Ave. #21  Portland, Oregon 97202 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil terminals in Grays Harbor and the transport of oil by rail through
 communities in the Northwest. These proposals would negatively impact my community, the Columbia River Gorge
 National Scenic Area, Grays Harbor, and the Pacific Northwest in many ways, including: elevate rail and marine traffic
 congestion, increase the potential of oil spills and disastrous explosions, harm existing businesses, delay emergency
 responders, and put our communities, public health, and environment at risk. These terminals, and the transport of
 crude oil to and from these terminals, would damage terrestrial and aquatic ecosystems, endanger fishing grounds, and
 accelerate climate change. I urge you to include these impacts into the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement for
 both the Westway and the Imperium projects.
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Submission Number: 000000052 

Received: 4/27/2014 11:11:47 AM
Commenter: Sharon Rickman
Organization: 
Address: 1165 Officers Row  VANCOUVER, Washington 98661 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
The Pacific Northwest is at the crossroads of becoming the largest transporter of dirty “fracked” oil from the Midwest.
 This is the same crude oil in the derailment and explosion in Lac-Megantic, Quebec that killed 47 people. The city of
 Seattle called for a statewide moratorium on new oil by rail infrastructure. It is time for all cities along the rail corridor
 to follow suit. I urge community leaders to join Seattle and pass a resolution for a statewide moratorium on oil by rail
 until the DOE can study the cumulative environmental and safety impact for all communities from North Dakota to
 Grays Harbor. The DOE should study the climate impacts from the end user emissions. Putting our health and safety at
 risk is not worth it. The State of Washington can do better that this. 
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Submission Number: 000000053 

Received: 4/27/2014 1:08:11 PM
Commenter: Holly Bard
Organization: 
Address:   Vancouver, Washington  UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil terminals in Grays Harbor and the transport of oil by rail through
 communities in the Northwest. These proposals would negatively impact my community, the Columbia River Gorge
 National Scenic Area, Grays Harbor, and the Pacific Northwest in many ways, including: elevate rail and marine traffic
 congestion, increase the potential of oil spills and disastrous explosions, harm existing businesses, delay emergency
 responders, and put our communities, public health, and environment at risk. These terminals, and the transport of
 crude oil to and from these terminals, would damage terrestrial and aquatic ecosystems, endanger fishing grounds, and
 accelerate climate change. I urge you to include these impacts into the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement for
 both the Westway and the Imperium projects.
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Submission Number: 000000054 

Received: 4/27/2014 4:23:32 PM
Commenter: Carol Rose
Organization: 
Address: 8205 NW 12th Ave  Vancouver, Washington 98665 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
I grew up in Hoquiam. I care for that region's welfare as well as for my own Vancouver. The cumulative proposed oil
 train cars traveling through our state is monumental. The potential dangers grow exponentially. Current rail cars are
 inadequate. Even safer rail cars are not safe, simply less dangerous. This type of oil sinks and is more difficult, if not
 impossible to clean up. It is more volatile and explosive. I worry about the rivers and harbor of Hoquiam. I worry about
 the trains traveling there through heavily populated areas of our state, including Clark County. Our beautiful Columbia
 is already at risk due to Hanford. The Columbia is one spill, one explosion away from being ruined for the foreseeable
 future. The number of proposed oil tanker cars is outrageous. Our state is one of the few pristine states in our country.
 Please don't take our state down this path. The consequences are too awful. The dangers too great. We all deserve
 better. The jobs produced are minimal compared to the potential harm, dangers and loss of quality of life or even life
 itself. We Washingtonians value our quality of life. We value our fish, our birds, all our wildlife and plant life. No job
 is worth the risk involved. I have such great respect for the Grays Harbor citizens taking a stand against this. For I know
 how hard that area has been hit economically. So they are taking a stand of courage belief in a better way of life than
 dirty, dangerous oil! North Dakota now produces 1 million barrels of oil per day. Our area is susceptible to land slides
 and earthquakes. We are now in the time frame of the "big one"! Our state's welfare, population and environment
 would never recover in our lifetime if that happens and we have hundreds of thousands of barrels of oil traveling
 throughout our state or in storage at Port of Vancouver, Port of Grays Harbor, etc. All oil trains will pass through Clark
 County. Please expand your environmental scoping for this project to cover all aspects possible. The very existence of
 our state may hinge on this. Thank you for your efforts.
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Submission Number: 000000055 

Received: 4/27/2014 4:35:16 PM
Commenter: Charlotte Sahnow
Organization: 
Address: 2756 Chad Dr.  Eugene, Oregon 97408 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
NO COAL, OIL OR NATURAL GAS FLOWING THROUGH OUR STATE!!! LET'S GET ON SUSTAINABLE
 ENERGY, NOW!!
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Submission Number: 000000056 

Received: 4/28/2014 10:52:13 AM
Commenter: Nick Lorax
Organization: 
Address:   ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
When pursing the scope of impacts for the EIS please consider the effects of said extraction on the entire ecosystem
 which the ore is a part of to include flora, fauna, horological and geological. Additionally please investigate the impacts
 of added train traffic on the ability of commuter trains to operate timely and efficiently. I would also like to know how
 much added wait time the trains passage through downtown areas will incur as well as the expected effects on
 commerce in these neighborhoods. I would like to know how many terminals similar to the one proposed have had
 spillage in the past, what was the cost of clean up, how will the proposed terminal be avoiding these same accidents.
 How much money has been spent in the last 50 years on clean up of the Pacific Coast and Puget Sound in this region to
 restore salmon and other marine life. How much of this restoration could potentially be impacted by a serious spillage
 at the proposed export terminal. 
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Submission Number: 000000057 

Received: 4/28/2014 10:52:14 AM
Commenter: Nick Lorax
Organization: 
Address:   ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
When pursing the scope of impacts for the EIS please consider the effects of said extraction on the entire ecosystem
 which the ore is a part of to include flora, fauna, horological and geological. Additionally please investigate the impacts
 of added train traffic on the ability of commuter trains to operate timely and efficiently. I would also like to know how
 much added wait time the trains passage through downtown areas will incur as well as the expected effects on
 commerce in these neighborhoods. I would like to know how many terminals similar to the one proposed have had
 spillage in the past, what was the cost of clean up, how will the proposed terminal be avoiding these same accidents.
 How much money has been spent in the last 50 years on clean up of the Pacific Coast and Puget Sound in this region to
 restore salmon and other marine life. How much of this restoration could potentially be impacted by a serious spillage
 at the proposed export terminal. 
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Submission Number: 000000058 

Received: 4/28/2014 3:32:02 PM
Commenter: Susan Dornfeld
Organization: 
Address:   Portland, Oregon  UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil terminals in Grays Harbor and the transport of oil by rail through
 communities in the Northwest. These proposals would negatively impact my community, the Columbia River Gorge
 National Scenic Area, Grays Harbor, and the Pacific Northwest in many ways, including: elevate rail and marine traffic
 congestion, increase the potential of oil spills and disastrous explosions, harm existing businesses, delay emergency
 responders, and put our communities, public health, and environment at risk. These terminals, and the transport of
 crude oil to and from these terminals, would damage terrestrial and aquatic ecosystems, endanger fishing grounds, and
 accelerate climate change. I urge you to include these impacts into the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement for
 both the Westway and the Imperium projects. 
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Submission Number: 000000059 

Received: 4/28/2014 5:23:51 PM
Commenter: John Eddy
Organization: US Citizen
Address: 622 N Fairview  Tacoma, Washington 98406 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
We need to concentrate efforts to implement Renewable Energies not contribute to more carbon pollution. Thank You. 
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Submission Number: 000000060 

Received: 4/28/2014 9:04:33 PM
Commenter: Laura van Fleet
Organization: 
Address:   the Dalles, Oregon 97058 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
I am writing to oppose the construction of crude oil terminals at Gray's Harbor and the transportation of this highly-
flammable and non-renewable fuel through the communities of the Northwest. This project would increase pollution in
 a cascading effect, through increased train traffic, the possibility of spills that would harm the Columbia River, and
 finally the combustion of this resource that is one of the leading causes of higher carbon in the world's atmosphere. This
 proposal is a lose/lose situation, with the potential for great damage to our unique ecosystem. Please include these
 effects in your Environmental Impact Statement for the Westway & Imperium projects. Thank you for your
 consideration. 
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Submission Number: 000000061 

Received: 4/29/2014 12:02:50 PM
Commenter: Kevin Drake
Organization: 
Address: pob 42  silver creek, Washington 98585 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
I strongly support new oil terminals in Washington State, and I strongly oppose Washington States Department of
 Ecology's (DOE) role in the matter.Talk about a agency with a misguided mission, and a waste of State funds,
 duplicating Federal efforts. The DOE should let the Feds do their environmental overview and make their suggestions
 at that point, I don't know like maybe encourage the oil trains but do some much need infrastructure works, like vehicle
 overpass's over tracks, more train tracks so we can get better Amtrak service between Portland and Vancouver BC, oil
 spill repsonse network for the rivers and bays, the Railroads are just waiting for the Fed's to develop standards for rail
 cars, encourage that, but please lets support any industry that brings jobs, the sky is not going to fall. Kevin Drake
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Submission Number: 000000062 

Received: 4/29/2014 3:29:25 PM
Commenter: Rex Valentine
Organization: 
Address: 144 Hurd Rd  ELMA, Washington 98541 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
I would be for the Crude By Rail providing an East-West road would be completed North of the railroad so traffic could
 be routed for fire and police protection for Elma. Much of the area has a road there now, so it would not be a major
 construction project. Also, the promise of local jobs for the rail project is a joke! In looking back over previous big
 construction jobs, the companies hire a few locals, then lay them off so they can bring in their “friends.” That kind of
 baloney must be stopped or we should not take on this job. Sincerely, Rex B Valentine
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Submission Number: 000000063 

Received: 4/29/2014 5:51:28 PM
Commenter: Estela Ortega
Organization: El Centro de la Raza
Address: 2524 16th Ave S  Seattle, Washington 98144 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000063-63482.pdf Size = 487 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
April 29, 2014 Department of Ecology State of Washington 710 Second Avenue, Suite 550 Seattle, WA 98104 RE:
 Imperium and Westway EISs Estimadas/os Members of the Department of Ecology, My name is Estela Ortega,
 Executive Director of El Centro de la Raza. I am writing on behalf of the over 18,600 people we serve on an annual
 basis because we oppose the construction of crude oil terminals in Grays Harbor and urge you to include the
 detrimental impacts the Westway and Imperium projects would have on our community in the environmental impact
 statements for both projects. El Centro de la Raza is a voice and a hub for Seattle and Martin Luther King, Jr. County’s
 Latino community as we advocate on behalf of our people and work to achieve social justice. Through our
 comprehensive programs and services, we empower members of the Latino community as fully participating members
 of society. We also work to raise awareness with the general public, and government, business and civic leaders about
 the needs of the Chicano/Latino community in the United States. These proposals would negatively impact our
 communities, Grays Harbor, and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail and marine traffic congestion;
 increasing the potential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters; harming existing businesses and delaying emergency
 responders; and putting our communities, public health, and environment at risk. One of the founding principles of El
 Centro de la Raza states that we will “…struggle for a clean, safe, and nuclear waste-free environment for our people
 and future generations… and work for a rational use of natural resources in the interests of the preservation of Mother
 Earth and the peaceful development of humankind.” These terminals, and the transport of crude oil to and from these
 terminals, endangers our natural resources by damaging aquatic ecosystems, endangering fishing grounds, and
 accelerating climate change. The Westway and Imperium projects put our communities, our health and the beautiful
 natural resources of Washington State at risk. We, therefore, respectfully urge you to include the detrimental effects
 these two proposals would have on our communities in the environmental impact statements for both projects. Please
 let us know if we can be of assistance. Respetuosamente, Estela Ortega Executive Director
 eortega@elcentrodelaraza.org 206-957-4613 CC: Quinault Indian Nation 
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Programs & Services 

With over 25,050 volunteer hours, 
El Centro de la Raza serves 18,633 

individuals and 9,387 families annually 
through the following programs and 

services: 
 

Basic Healthcare Enrollment 

Bebes!  Infant Mortality Prevention  

Café con El Centro 

César Chávez Demonstration Garden 

College Readiness 

Comadres 

Community Meeting Space 

Community Service  

Crisis Advocacy 

Cultural / Political / Social Events 

Economic Development 

ECR Transitional Housing 

El Patio Apartments 

Employment  

ESL Classes / Spanish Classes 

Financial Empowerment 

Food Bank 

Foreclosure Counseling 

Growing & Learning Together 

Homeless Assistance  

Healthy Cooking Classes /  

Nuestras Comidas 

Hope for Youth Poetry & Civil Rights  

  History Classes 

HUD Housing Counseling 

Immigrant / Human / Civil Rights Social 

Justice  Advocacy 

José Martí Child Development Center 

Latino Hot Meal Program 

Legal Clinic Site 

Local, State, National & International    

  Coalition Building 

Luis  Alfonso  Velásquez  Flores 

After School Program 

Parent-Child Home Program 

Plaza Roberto Maestas 

Santos Rodriguez Memorial Park  

Senior Nutrition & Wellness  

Senior Home Delivered Meals 

Smoking Cessation 

Tax Prep Site 

Transit Oriented Parking 

Veteran’s Services 

Volunteerism 

Youth Case Management & Cultural  

Enrichment 

Youth Employment 

Youth Technology Training 

Youth Violence Prevention 

 

 

The Center for People of All Races 

   A voice and a hub for the Latino community 

as we advocate on behalf of our people  

and work to achieve social justice. 

  
 

  
April 29, 2014 

 

 

Department of Ecology  

State of Washington 

710 Second Avenue, Suite 550 

Seattle, WA 98104 
 

RE: Imperium and Westway EISs  
 

Estimadas/os Members of the Department of Ecology,  
 

My name is Estela Ortega, Executive Director of El Centro de la Raza. I am writing on 

behalf of the over 18,600 people we serve on an annual basis because we oppose the 

construction of crude oil terminals in Grays Harbor and urge you to include the detrimental 

impacts the Westway and Imperium projects would have on our community in the 

environmental impact statements for both projects.  
 

El Centro de la Raza is a voice and a hub for Seattle and Martin Luther King, Jr. County’s 

Latino community as we advocate on behalf of our people and work to achieve social 

justice. Through our comprehensive programs and services, we empower members of the 

Latino community as fully participating members of society. We also work to raise 

awareness with the general public, and government, business and civic leaders about the 

needs of the Chicano/Latino community in the United States. 
 

These proposals would negatively impact our communities, Grays Harbor, and the greater 

Pacific Northwest by elevating rail and marine traffic congestion; increasing the potential 

of oil spills in fresh and marine waters; harming existing businesses and delaying 

emergency responders; and putting our communities, public health, and environment at 

risk. 
 

One of the founding principles of El Centro de la Raza states that we will “…struggle for a 

clean, safe, and nuclear waste-free environment for our people and future generations… 

and work for a rational use of natural resources in the interests of the preservation of 

Mother Earth and the peaceful development of humankind.”  These terminals, and the 

transport of crude oil to and from these terminals, endangers our natural resources by 

damaging aquatic ecosystems, endangering fishing grounds, and accelerating climate 

change.  
 

The Westway and Imperium projects put our communities, our health and the beautiful 

natural resources of Washington State at risk. We, therefore, respectfully urge you to 

include the detrimental effects these two proposals would have on our communities in the 

environmental impact statements for both projects.  
 

Please let us know if we can be of assistance.  
 

Respetuosamente,  

 
Estela Ortega 

Executive Director 
eortega@elcentrodelaraza.org 

206-957-4613 

CC: Quinault Indian Nation 
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Submission Number: 000000064 

Received: 4/30/2014 2:58:35 AM
Commenter: James Wilcox
Organization: Wild Game Fish Conservation International
Address: 3322 104th Ave SW  Olympia, Washington 98512 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Reliance on petrochemical products (foreign and domestic markets) comes with significant risks to public health and
 safety and to ecosystem security. Some of the scoping-related concerns by Wild Game Fish Conservation International
 surrounding petrochemical product transportation, storage and export include, but are not limited to: • Existing
 infrastructure (pipelines, rails, tank cars, bridges, storage facilities, port facilities) • Petrochemical product spill
 recovery/mitigation effectiveness • Flood related damage to pipelines, rails, storage and port infrastructure • Stability of
 lands - mudslides • Climate change mitigation - flooding, sea level increases • Seismic activity / tsunami mitigation •
 Terrorism mitigation • Other impacts to public health and safety and to wild ecosystem security 
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Submission Number: 000000065 

Received: 4/30/2014 2:58:38 AM
Commenter: James Wilcox
Organization: Wild Game Fish Conservation International
Address: 3322 104th Ave SW  Olympia, Washington 98512 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Reliance on petrochemical products (foreign and domestic markets) comes with significant risks to public health and
 safety and to ecosystem security. Some of the scoping-related concerns by Wild Game Fish Conservation International
 surrounding petrochemical product transportation, storage and export include, but are not limited to: • Existing
 infrastructure (pipelines, rails, tank cars, bridges, storage facilities, port facilities) • Petrochemical product spill
 recovery/mitigation effectiveness • Flood related damage to pipelines, rails, storage and port infrastructure • Stability of
 lands - mudslides • Climate change mitigation - flooding, sea level increases • Seismic activity / tsunami mitigation •
 Terrorism mitigation • Other impacts to public health and safety and to wild ecosystem security 
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Submission Number: 000000066 

Received: 4/30/2014 2:58:39 AM
Commenter: James Wilcox
Organization: Wild Game Fish Conservation International
Address: 3322 104th Ave SW  Olympia, Washington 98512 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Reliance on petrochemical products (foreign and domestic markets) comes with significant risks to public health and
 safety and to ecosystem security. Some of the scoping-related concerns by Wild Game Fish Conservation International
 surrounding petrochemical product transportation, storage and export include, but are not limited to: • Existing
 infrastructure (pipelines, rails, tank cars, bridges, storage facilities, port facilities) • Petrochemical product spill
 recovery/mitigation effectiveness • Flood related damage to pipelines, rails, storage and port infrastructure • Stability of
 lands - mudslides • Climate change mitigation - flooding, sea level increases • Seismic activity / tsunami mitigation •
 Terrorism mitigation • Other impacts to public health and safety and to wild ecosystem security 
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Submission Number: 000000067 

Received: 4/30/2014 12:30:52 PM
Commenter: Roy Vataja
Organization: 
Address: 201 W 5th St  Aberdeen, Washington 98520 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
I want to go on record as opposing the shipping of crude oil out of Grays Harbor. The Harbor is home to razor clams,
 crab and a bird sanctuary. It takes only one spill to wipe out the fishing, crabbing and clamming industries.
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Submission Number: 000000068 

Received: 4/30/2014 2:30:19 PM
Commenter: James Warford
Organization: 
Address: 1443 N.20th St.  Washougal, Washington 98671 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil terminals in Grays Harbor and the transport of oil by rail through
 communities in the Northwest. These proposals would negatively impact my community which of Washougal and
 Camas, the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area, Grays Harbor, and the Pacific Northwest in many ways,
 including: elevate rail and marine traffic congestion, increase the potential of oil spills and disastrous explosions, harm
 existing businesses, delay emergency responders, and put our communities, public health, and environment at risk.
 These terminals, and the transport of crude oil to and from these terminals, would damage terrestrial and aquatic
 ecosystems, endanger fishing grounds, and accelerate climate change. I urge you to include these impacts into the scope
 of the Environmental Impact Statement for both the Westway and the Imperium projects.
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Submission Number: 000000069 

Received: 5/1/2014 12:29:57 PM
Commenter: Alexander Miller
Organization: 
Address: 3411 SE 22nd AVe  Portland, Oregon 97202 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil terminals in Grays Harbor and the transport of oil by rail through
 communities in the Northwest. These proposals would negatively impact my community, the Columbia River Gorge
 National Scenic Area, Grays Harbor, and the Pacific Northwest in many ways, including: elevate rail and marine traffic
 congestion, increase the potential of oil spills and disastrous explosions, increase air pollution, increase noise pollution,
 harm existing businesses, delay emergency responders, and put our communities, public health, and environment at
 risk. These terminals, and the transport of crude oil to and from these terminals, would damage terrestrial and aquatic
 ecosystems, endanger important fishing grounds, and accelerate climate change. The risks of catastrophe and the
 certainty of degradation must both be considered in teh EIS. I urge you to include these impacts into the scope of the
 Environmental Impact Statement for both the Westway and the Imperium projects.
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Submission Number: 000000070 

Received: 5/1/2014 6:52:40 PM
Commenter: Patricia Szot
Organization: 
Address: 5627 Hazel Ave  Auburn, Washington 98092 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
I am opposed to the potential movement of OIL by rail anywhere in the state of Washington. So far that I know of there
 have been 4 major rail disasters of oil transport. Washington does not need to be added to that list. All the oil
 companies are doing is moving this oil to a port to ship to China for total profit to them. We don't get any benefits but
 all the harmful effects of the rail movement and the pollution that comes to us from China. Washington is a great
 innovative state, lets use our experience to move FOWARD, not backward. Lets work with re-newable energy. Lets
 stop aiding the multinational profitable oil companies and injuring the people and the beauty of this state.
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Submission Number: 000000071 

Received: 5/1/2014 10:00:31 PM
Commenter: Carol Brumfield
Organization: 
Address:   Montesano, Washington  UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
I have many concerns about the oil trains moving through my county. I worry about the possibility of an accident which
 would lead to an explosion. The tracks run right through my town and this would not be acceptable. I also worry about
 the local wildlife and waterways in Grays Harbor County. An oil spill would ruin our beautiful environment and that
 cannot be measured by money. The citizens of Grays Harbor county shouldn't have to live in fear so a few people can
 get richer. I urge you to put a stop to this before disaster strikes because by then it will be too late.
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Submission Number: 000000072 

Received: 5/2/2014 4:03:14 PM
Commenter: Karen Grimstad
Organization: small business owner 
Address: 1119 E St and 1129 E St  Washougal, Washington 98671 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
 Please stop this insane assault on the PNW by the fossil fuel industry. Please test and research the entire railroad line
 that will haul the dirties oil from ND to Grays Harbor. Seriously, beautiful Gray's Harbor with their high cost housing
 and retail in tourism. Why would our elected officials even conceder greedy oil transfer sites. I can’t believe we the
 people have to write to say think elected officials that would permit this dirty project. No we say NO to a transfer site
 any transfer sites at Gray’s Harbor or on any of the PNW’s water ways or oceans. Stay on the East Coast and in TX
 were they pollute the waters and lands and air, No thanks. Just like the slammed/permitting for a year at the Vancouver
 oil transfer site; right in the very spot we the people have invested in new downtown water front. The water front will
 bring our community jobs, revenue into the community rather then the pollution from the burping of the tanker cars that
 pollute the air we breath. No we don’t want our water polluted with dirt oil or coal or fracked gas, the very reason why
 we have such clean water, land and air – No fossil fuel industry. No gas transfer site on the Sandy River, No Oil or coal
 in the Gorge or Puget Sound. The Native American’s have fishing and land rights, the Federally Government is to
 protect them and those rights. We small business owner stand with the Native American’s all over this county to stand
 up to big corporation who destroy the land, water and air. Solar has been here since 1976 and for almost 40 yrs. and
 counting the dirty oil companies rule. Kristi in NJ who won’t allow the electric car to be sold in NJ is a crime, we know
 oil bought and paid for him to do that to the people of his State - shame. Kristi will go down. We heard the corporation
 party, the obstruction party and now in at lease one State that if one put solar on their home they would be fined – how
 crazy is that? How can you that make the decisions and the permitting sleep at night. You must have children and
 grandchildren - don't they mean anything to you, don't you love them enough NOT to be on the take for the fossil fuel
 industry. I am a small business owner and who 2 commercial parcels that sit 300 feet from the tracks in downtown
 Washougal, Washington. I have been watching and waiting to see what the out come will be with the coal trains that hit
 6-8 rail road crossings in heavy residential communities spitting poison on all of us. Think decision makers there are
 many people like me that are watching and waiting. There is so much investment and competence all along the rail way
 of the pollution path. I will not live or work where rolling booms roll past my door. My small business service had us at
 Shoreline in the Seattle area where the coal trains are running and then sit on the tracks in front of this home we worked
 on. The air quality is poor and the inside of this home in the window seals has black coal dust and the owner said, they
 clean their windows weekly. The coal dust was coming into the home. The man who was the owner suffers from lung
 problems now with pneumonia and drugs almost monthly. These homes are so expensive and lost so much value he
 can’t sell for what he owes. He’s sick and stuck and we all know how may other people are backwards in their homes –
 thanks to corporations again. No to fossil fuels we need bundled renewable’s. Please test and research all along the rail
 line and learn what the rest of us know, we will all suffer and so will the environment. No oil in Grays Harbor or
 Vancouver, Washington. Please protect the people and not the greed. If you don’t protect the people then why do you
 need a job? 
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Submission Number: 000000073 

Received: 5/3/2014 12:51:44 AM
Commenter: Jim Steitz
Organization: 
Address: 564 Esslinger Drive  Gatlinburg, Tennessee 37738 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
As a former resident of the Pacific Northwest, who retains great affection for my original home, I urge you to reject the
 proposal of Westway Terminal Company and Imperium Terminal Services to ship crude oil through Grays Harbor. The
 volume of oil to be handled by such terminals would constitute an unmitigated ecological disaster, in violent opposition
 to the state's objective of reducing carbon dioxide emissions. The Washington State government has expressed an
 overall goal of moving toward a lower-carbon economy, and to avoid the worst impacts of global warming. If these
 goals are to have any meaningful policy expression within the agencies, tasked with carrying out a governor's policy,
 then the Department of Ecology cannot issue this permit. This oil export terminal would be linked by rail, and in turn
 link ravenous, inefficient economies overseas, to some of the largest carbon bombs in North America, namely the
 Canadian tar sands and the Bakken oil shales of the Dakotas. Human survival demands that this grave liability to our
 atmosphere remain securely underground. The Westway and Imperium terminals, and other proposals for fossil fuel
 infrastructure along the Pacific Northwest coast, would be especially and painfully ironic for a state that has otherwise
 made admirable and meritorious progress in shifting to clean energy and ecological sustainability more broadly. I can
 scarcely fathom the horrific reversal of ecological paradigm that The Westway and Imperium terminals would
 constitute for Washington State, whose role in the global energy infrastructure would invert from a leader in the low-
carbon transition, to a conduit of death for the highest-carbon fuels on Earth. The State of Washington has already
 committed itself to regional greenhouse gas reduction initiatives, and even though the initiatives are not yet self-
enforcing, the Westway and Imperium terminals’ colossal volume of oil shale and tar sands would dwarf any carbon
 reductions attained in those frameworks. It therefore is a contrary and irreconcilable public policy to Washington's
 goals. Even before the climate impacts are considered, the immediate impacts to communities and landscapes between
 the oil sources and the departure point to the Pacific are numbing. The cities of Spokane and Grays Harbor would suffer
 an unacceptable diminution of their quality of life due to noise, air pollution, and the omnipresent eyesores of tankers
 and oil-loaded freight trains. Many other communities along the railroads further east would find additional hours of
 their day transformed into an acoustic and seismic barrage of rail traffic beyond anything they bargained for in joining
 that community. These oil-freighted trains have compiled a poor safety record in recent months. Their load of heavy
 crude is known to be even more explosive than lighter-grade oils, and human life is placed at unacceptable risk by
 running these loads on a recurring basis immediately adjacent to rail-line towns. Moreover, the risk of a oil tanker spills
 in the precious waters of Grays Harbor and the Pacific Coast cannot be overstated. The coastline is a defining feature of
 both economic and aesthetic sustenance for Washington State, and no risk to its integrity should be contemplated. For
 all of these reasons, I urge you to immediately reject the Westway and Imperium terminals as contrary to the public
 interest of both Washington State and your fellow human beings around the world who depend upon a habitable
 climate. Thank you for your attention to this urgent issue. 

80



Submission Number: 000000074 

Received: 5/3/2014 1:13:18 AM
Commenter: Jim Steitz
Organization: 
Address: 564 Esslinger Drive  Gatlinburg, Tennessee 37738 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
As a former resident of the Pacific Northwest, who retains great affection for my original home, I urge you to reject the
 proposal of Westway Terminal Company and Imperium Terminal Services to ship crude oil through Grays Harbor. The
 volume of oil to be handled by such terminals would constitute an unmitigated ecological disaster, in violent opposition
 to the state's objective of reducing carbon dioxide emissions. The Washington State government has expressed an
 overall goal of moving toward a lower-carbon economy, and to avoid the worst impacts of global warming. If these
 goals are to have any meaningful policy expression within the agencies, tasked with carrying out a governor's policy,
 then the Department of Ecology cannot issue this permit. This oil export terminal would be linked by rail, and in turn
 link ravenous, inefficient economies overseas, to some of the largest carbon bombs in North America, namely the
 Canadian tar sands and the Bakken oil shales of the Dakotas. Human survival demands that this grave liability to our
 atmosphere remain securely underground. The Westway and Imperium terminals, and other proposals for fossil fuel
 infrastructure along the Pacific Northwest coast, would be especially and painfully ironic for a state that has otherwise
 made admirable and meritorious progress in shifting to clean energy and ecological sustainability more broadly. I can
 scarcely fathom the horrific reversal of ecological paradigm that The Westway and Imperium terminals would
 constitute for Washington State, whose role in the global energy infrastructure would invert from a leader in the low-
carbon transition, to a conduit of death for the highest-carbon fuels on Earth. The State of Washington has already
 committed itself to regional greenhouse gas reduction initiatives, and even though the initiatives are not yet self-
enforcing, the Westway and Imperium terminals’ colossal volume of oil shale and tar sands would dwarf any carbon
 reductions attained in those frameworks. It therefore is a contrary and irreconcilable public policy to Washington's
 goals. Even before the climate impacts are considered, the immediate impacts to communities and landscapes between
 the oil sources and the departure point to the Pacific are numbing. The cities of Spokane and Grays Harbor would suffer
 an unacceptable diminution of their quality of life due to noise, air pollution, and the omnipresent eyesores of tankers
 and oil-loaded freight trains. Many other communities along the railroads further east would find additional hours of
 their day transformed into an acoustic and seismic barrage of rail traffic beyond anything they bargained for in joining
 that community. These oil-freighted trains have compiled a poor safety record in recent months. Their load of heavy
 crude is known to be even more explosive than lighter-grade oils, and human life is placed at unacceptable risk by
 running these loads on a recurring basis immediately adjacent to rail-line towns. Moreover, the risk of a oil tanker spills
 in the precious waters of Grays Harbor and the Pacific Coast cannot be overstated. The coastline is a defining feature of
 both economic and aesthetic sustenance for Washington State, and no risk to its integrity should be contemplated. For
 all of these reasons, I urge you to immediately reject the Westway and Imperium terminals as contrary to the public
 interest of both Washington State and your fellow human beings around the world who depend upon a habitable
 climate. Thank you for your attention to this urgent issue. 
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Submission Number: 000000075 

Received: 5/3/2014 1:13:24 AM
Commenter: Jim Steitz
Organization: 
Address: 564 Esslinger Drive  Gatlinburg, Tennessee 37738 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
As a former resident of the Pacific Northwest, who retains great affection for my original home, I urge you to reject the
 proposal of Westway Terminal Company and Imperium Terminal Services to ship crude oil through Grays Harbor. The
 volume of oil to be handled by such terminals would constitute an unmitigated ecological disaster, in violent opposition
 to the state's objective of reducing carbon dioxide emissions. The Washington State government has expressed an
 overall goal of moving toward a lower-carbon economy, and to avoid the worst impacts of global warming. If these
 goals are to have any meaningful policy expression within the agencies, tasked with carrying out a governor's policy,
 then the Department of Ecology cannot issue this permit. This oil export terminal would be linked by rail, and in turn
 link ravenous, inefficient economies overseas, to some of the largest carbon bombs in North America, namely the
 Canadian tar sands and the Bakken oil shales of the Dakotas. Human survival demands that this grave liability to our
 atmosphere remain securely underground. The Westway and Imperium terminals, and other proposals for fossil fuel
 infrastructure along the Pacific Northwest coast, would be especially and painfully ironic for a state that has otherwise
 made admirable and meritorious progress in shifting to clean energy and ecological sustainability more broadly. I can
 scarcely fathom the horrific reversal of ecological paradigm that The Westway and Imperium terminals would
 constitute for Washington State, whose role in the global energy infrastructure would invert from a leader in the low-
carbon transition, to a conduit of death for the highest-carbon fuels on Earth. The State of Washington has already
 committed itself to regional greenhouse gas reduction initiatives, and even though the initiatives are not yet self-
enforcing, the Westway and Imperium terminals’ colossal volume of oil shale and tar sands would dwarf any carbon
 reductions attained in those frameworks. It therefore is a contrary and irreconcilable public policy to Washington's
 goals. Even before the climate impacts are considered, the immediate impacts to communities and landscapes between
 the oil sources and the departure point to the Pacific are numbing. The cities of Spokane and Grays Harbor would suffer
 an unacceptable diminution of their quality of life due to noise, air pollution, and the omnipresent eyesores of tankers
 and oil-loaded freight trains. Many other communities along the railroads further east would find additional hours of
 their day transformed into an acoustic and seismic barrage of rail traffic beyond anything they bargained for in joining
 that community. These oil-freighted trains have compiled a poor safety record in recent months. Their load of heavy
 crude is known to be even more explosive than lighter-grade oils, and human life is placed at unacceptable risk by
 running these loads on a recurring basis immediately adjacent to rail-line towns. Moreover, the risk of a oil tanker spills
 in the precious waters of Grays Harbor and the Pacific Coast cannot be overstated. The coastline is a defining feature of
 both economic and aesthetic sustenance for Washington State, and no risk to its integrity should be contemplated. For
 all of these reasons, I urge you to immediately reject the Westway and Imperium terminals as contrary to the public
 interest of both Washington State and your fellow human beings around the world who depend upon a habitable
 climate. Thank you for your attention to this urgent issue. 
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Submission Number: 000000076 

Received: 5/3/2014 1:13:25 AM
Commenter: Jim Steitz
Organization: 
Address: 564 Esslinger Drive  Gatlinburg, Tennessee 37738 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
As a former resident of the Pacific Northwest, who retains great affection for my original home, I urge you to reject the
 proposal of Westway Terminal Company and Imperium Terminal Services to ship crude oil through Grays Harbor. The
 volume of oil to be handled by such terminals would constitute an unmitigated ecological disaster, in violent opposition
 to the state's objective of reducing carbon dioxide emissions. The Washington State government has expressed an
 overall goal of moving toward a lower-carbon economy, and to avoid the worst impacts of global warming. If these
 goals are to have any meaningful policy expression within the agencies, tasked with carrying out a governor's policy,
 then the Department of Ecology cannot issue this permit. This oil export terminal would be linked by rail, and in turn
 link ravenous, inefficient economies overseas, to some of the largest carbon bombs in North America, namely the
 Canadian tar sands and the Bakken oil shales of the Dakotas. Human survival demands that this grave liability to our
 atmosphere remain securely underground. The Westway and Imperium terminals, and other proposals for fossil fuel
 infrastructure along the Pacific Northwest coast, would be especially and painfully ironic for a state that has otherwise
 made admirable and meritorious progress in shifting to clean energy and ecological sustainability more broadly. I can
 scarcely fathom the horrific reversal of ecological paradigm that The Westway and Imperium terminals would
 constitute for Washington State, whose role in the global energy infrastructure would invert from a leader in the low-
carbon transition, to a conduit of death for the highest-carbon fuels on Earth. The State of Washington has already
 committed itself to regional greenhouse gas reduction initiatives, and even though the initiatives are not yet self-
enforcing, the Westway and Imperium terminals’ colossal volume of oil shale and tar sands would dwarf any carbon
 reductions attained in those frameworks. It therefore is a contrary and irreconcilable public policy to Washington's
 goals. Even before the climate impacts are considered, the immediate impacts to communities and landscapes between
 the oil sources and the departure point to the Pacific are numbing. The cities of Spokane and Grays Harbor would suffer
 an unacceptable diminution of their quality of life due to noise, air pollution, and the omnipresent eyesores of tankers
 and oil-loaded freight trains. Many other communities along the railroads further east would find additional hours of
 their day transformed into an acoustic and seismic barrage of rail traffic beyond anything they bargained for in joining
 that community. These oil-freighted trains have compiled a poor safety record in recent months. Their load of heavy
 crude is known to be even more explosive than lighter-grade oils, and human life is placed at unacceptable risk by
 running these loads on a recurring basis immediately adjacent to rail-line towns. Moreover, the risk of a oil tanker spills
 in the precious waters of Grays Harbor and the Pacific Coast cannot be overstated. The coastline is a defining feature of
 both economic and aesthetic sustenance for Washington State, and no risk to its integrity should be contemplated. For
 all of these reasons, I urge you to immediately reject the Westway and Imperium terminals as contrary to the public
 interest of both Washington State and your fellow human beings around the world who depend upon a habitable
 climate. Thank you for your attention to this urgent issue. 
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Submission Number: 000000077 

Received: 5/3/2014 1:13:31 AM
Commenter: Jim Steitz
Organization: 
Address: 564 Esslinger Drive  Gatlinburg, Tennessee 37738 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
As a former resident of the Pacific Northwest, who retains great affection for my original home, I urge you to reject the
 proposal of Westway Terminal Company and Imperium Terminal Services to ship crude oil through Grays Harbor. The
 volume of oil to be handled by such terminals would constitute an unmitigated ecological disaster, in violent opposition
 to the state's objective of reducing carbon dioxide emissions. The Washington State government has expressed an
 overall goal of moving toward a lower-carbon economy, and to avoid the worst impacts of global warming. If these
 goals are to have any meaningful policy expression within the agencies, tasked with carrying out a governor's policy,
 then the Department of Ecology cannot issue this permit. This oil export terminal would be linked by rail, and in turn
 link ravenous, inefficient economies overseas, to some of the largest carbon bombs in North America, namely the
 Canadian tar sands and the Bakken oil shales of the Dakotas. Human survival demands that this grave liability to our
 atmosphere remain securely underground. The Westway and Imperium terminals, and other proposals for fossil fuel
 infrastructure along the Pacific Northwest coast, would be especially and painfully ironic for a state that has otherwise
 made admirable and meritorious progress in shifting to clean energy and ecological sustainability more broadly. I can
 scarcely fathom the horrific reversal of ecological paradigm that The Westway and Imperium terminals would
 constitute for Washington State, whose role in the global energy infrastructure would invert from a leader in the low-
carbon transition, to a conduit of death for the highest-carbon fuels on Earth. The State of Washington has already
 committed itself to regional greenhouse gas reduction initiatives, and even though the initiatives are not yet self-
enforcing, the Westway and Imperium terminals’ colossal volume of oil shale and tar sands would dwarf any carbon
 reductions attained in those frameworks. It therefore is a contrary and irreconcilable public policy to Washington's
 goals. Even before the climate impacts are considered, the immediate impacts to communities and landscapes between
 the oil sources and the departure point to the Pacific are numbing. The cities of Spokane and Grays Harbor would suffer
 an unacceptable diminution of their quality of life due to noise, air pollution, and the omnipresent eyesores of tankers
 and oil-loaded freight trains. Many other communities along the railroads further east would find additional hours of
 their day transformed into an acoustic and seismic barrage of rail traffic beyond anything they bargained for in joining
 that community. These oil-freighted trains have compiled a poor safety record in recent months. Their load of heavy
 crude is known to be even more explosive than lighter-grade oils, and human life is placed at unacceptable risk by
 running these loads on a recurring basis immediately adjacent to rail-line towns. Moreover, the risk of a oil tanker spills
 in the precious waters of Grays Harbor and the Pacific Coast cannot be overstated. The coastline is a defining feature of
 both economic and aesthetic sustenance for Washington State, and no risk to its integrity should be contemplated. For
 all of these reasons, I urge you to immediately reject the Westway and Imperium terminals as contrary to the public
 interest of both Washington State and your fellow human beings around the world who depend upon a habitable
 climate. Thank you for your attention to this urgent issue. 
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Submission Number: 000000078 

Received: 5/4/2014 11:56:10 PM
Commenter: Sandy Wood
Organization: 
Address:   Vancouver, Washington 98687 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Continuing to approve increases in the use and transport of fossil fuels guarantees the end of the world as we know it.
 Climate change is already happening! Please study the environmental impacts of oil terminals of Skagit County,
 Vancouver, and any other location. The entire rail route from North Dakota to Grays Harbor needs to have ALL the
 impacts studied. The impact of CO2 emissions from the end users needs to be studied. We cannot allow our lives,
 communities, and planet destroyed to fill the pocketbooks of the oil and coal barons. We are fighting for our very lives!
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Submission Number: 000000079 

Received: 5/4/2014 11:56:11 PM
Commenter: Sandy Wood
Organization: 
Address:   Vancouver, Washington 98687 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Continuing to approve increases in the use and transport of fossil fuels guarantees the end of the world as we know it.
 Climate change is already happening! Please study the environmental impacts of oil terminals of Skagit County,
 Vancouver, and any other location. The entire rail route from North Dakota to Grays Harbor needs to have ALL the
 impacts studied. The impact of CO2 emissions from the end users needs to be studied. We cannot allow our lives,
 communities, and planet destroyed to fill the pocketbooks of the oil and coal barons. We are fighting for our very lives!
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Submission Number: 000000080 

Received: 5/5/2014 11:22:32 AM
Commenter: Sharon Miller
Organization: Sierra Club
Address: 1501 NE 89th Ct  Vancouver, Washington 98664 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
I applaud the valiant effort of the EPA and DOE to gather comments on the planned export of oil and coal from the
 magnificent Pacific NW. We enjoy the beauty of the NW each day and have the often false-security that our natural
 resources will be here for our children. However, in learning to the plans for companies (several foreign companies) to
 transport oil and coal throughout our region, I see the threat to this area. If these exports were needed and our only
 alternative, I would be more understanding. However, since we have begun to use renewable energies, I just do not see
 any reason to approve these export projects that jeopardize our natural resources and the health of our children. Now is
 the time (although not easy) to stand-up and do the right thing for our future. We can do better than approving these
 exports for business, rather than for health, our children, our planet. 
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Submission Number: 000000081 

Received: 5/5/2014 12:02:47 PM
Commenter: Jana Wiley
Organization: 
Address: 1020 Fifth Ave. SW  Olympia, Washington 98502 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
I do not believe that WA State is ready to deal with the potential hazards of this new version of crude oil. Already we
 have seen multiple other derailments and fires, where the only immediate remediation is to (1) Let it leak and burn until
 it is done, as it it too dangerous to approach and do anything, other than to evacuate and keep people away. Is it really
 worth the few jobs obtained to risk our seafood industry and related jobs? Is it worth the loss of critical habitat and
 human life? Is any of it worth it given this resource is being shipped out somewhere else for refining and ultimately
 leading to further ocean acidification and loss to the shellfish industry? I do not see where this industry deserves a
 foothold in our state. I do not believe WA DOE when it says we are ready for an incident like the one in Lynchberg. To
 approve this project flies in the face of what the majority in this State requests. The reality of climate change is here
 now. Take a stand for the future generations.
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Submission Number: 000000082 

Received: 5/5/2014 2:37:14 PM
Commenter: Robert DeBuhr
Organization: 
Address:   ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
My greatest concern is the potential for damage to both our land and our marine environment. The massive amounts of
 unstable crude oil that will be shipped by train - on one track that runs along a river, through or by several small towns
 and then passes through two larger towns. In the case of both Aberdeen and Hoquiam such trains would have negative
 impact on traffic, including emergency vehicles. On the marine side, shipping this crud(e) via Grays Harbor itself
 brings it close to two National Wildlife areas, making any leaks from barges or tankers having an even great impact.
 Clean up is in question as well, will it be prepared for, will companies (not the people of the State of Washington) bare
 the costs? My understanding is that this crude from the North Dakota Bakken oil fields are much more volatile. That
 brings up the question of "fracking", which I don't think the people of Grays Harbor should be supporting as well.
 Grays Harbor should no prostitute itself for a new jobs - most of which will be temporary - and pay the potential price
 of a huge environmental disaster. 
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Submission Number: 000000083 

Received: 5/5/2014 4:37:49 PM
Commenter: Travis Heinze
Organization: 
Address: 405 E Heron St  Aberdeen, Washington 98520 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
If you can allow storage facilities for hazardous oil into the city, why don't you allow livestock as well? Your priorities
 are getting so far from sustainable that you have disconnected yourselves from reality.
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Submission Number: 000000084 

Received: 5/6/2014 11:57:39 AM
Commenter: Eric LaBrant
Organization: 
Address: 2315 Simpson Ave  Vancouver, Washington 98660 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Please consider the following in your EIS: - Stormwater runoff from trains, marine vessels, and operations at project site
 - Impacts to plants due to increased emissions, rail traffic, and marine traffic - Impacts to land and marine-based plants
 and animals due to increased emissions, rail traffic, and marine traffic - Impacts to critical habitat due to increased
 emissions, rail traffic, and marine traffic - Impacts to listed and endangered species - Impacts to critical areas, shoreline,
 wildlife, marine life, and plant life in the event of an accidental release or spill - Impacts of train horns at at-grade
 crossings along the rail routes due to increased rail traffic - Impacts of overwater lighting on fish and wildlife habitat -
 The capacity for the facility to handle non-pipeline grade Canadian oil sands - The carbon footprint for the extraction,
 transport, refinement, storage, and final use of the products to be handled at the site - The potential for the site to handle
 volumes in excess of its stated capacity, and the environmental impacts at such an increased level of use - Impacts of
 increased rail traffic on scenic viewsheds within Washington State - Potential accidental release of crude oil vapors or
 hydrogen sulfide and their impacts on human health and the environment - Potential release of hydrogen sulfide while
 handling higher-sulfur crude oils such as Canadian oil sands crude - Comprehensive safety record of project proponent,
 the likelihood of accidental chemical releases over the life of the project, and the environmental impact of such releases
 - Return of site to its pre-project state and the impact of doing so - Light and noise pollution both at the site and along
 transport routes - Environmental impact of any rail infrastructure improvements that will be made to service the project
 - Plans for ongoing monitoring of rail and marine fugitive emissions over the life of the project - Plans for ongoing
 monitoring of sitewide TAP/HAP emissions over the life of the project - Plans for ongoing monitoring of product
 composition to ensure compliance with project's purpose - Plans for ongoing monitoring of product handling volumes
 to ensure compliance with project's stated volume - Plans for hazardous materials release and cleanup in the event of
 fire or explosion during marine or rail transport or at the project site 
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Submission Number: 000000085 

Received: 5/6/2014 11:58:15 AM
Commenter: Eric LaBrant
Organization: 
Address: 2315 Simpson Ave  Vancouver, Washington 98660 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Please consider the following in your EIS: - TAP and HAP emissions from all parts of the projects that would take place
 within the State of Washington - Fugitive emissions from non-pressurized railcars as they travel through Washington
 State - Fugitive emissions from storage tanks and fittings - Inerting gas and crude oil vapors released during the
 transloading process - Cumulative health and environmental impacts of TAP and HAP over the life of the project -
 Cumulative health and environmental impacts of TAP and HAP both at the project site and along the rail lines -
 Composition of the products transported - Potential for release of Carbon monoxide, Nitrogen dioxide, Sulfur dioxide,
 Hydrogen Sulfide, Diesel Engine Particulate, Arsenic, Beryllium, Cadmium, Cobalt, Copper, Fluorene, Manganese,
 Mercury, Selenium, Vanadium, Hexavalent Chromium, Naphthalene, Acrolein, Chrysene, Propylene, Formaldehyde,
 Toluene, Xylene, Hexane, Cyclohexane, Benzene, Isopropyl benzene, Ethylbenzene, Benzopyrene, Indenopyrene,
 Benzoanthracene, Benzofluoranthene, Dibenzoanthracene, 3-Methylchloranthrene, 1,3-Butadiene, and 7,12-
Dimethylbenzanthracene. - In-depth analysis of Best Available Control Technologies for TAP emissions without regard
 to potential costs - Impact of TAP/HAP fugitive vapors from non-pressurized railcars where the rail transport route
 intersects the Pacific Flyway and other bird migration routes - Cumulative impact of TAP/HAP on the Columbia River
 Wetland Mitigation Bank, the Ridgefield National Wildlife Refuge, and other natural areas along the transport route -
 The potential maximum concentrations of TAP/HAP in the event of precipitation, temperature inversion, air stagnation,
 and cloud mixing - Potential stormwater, groundwater, and seawater contamination due to TAP/HAP mixing with
 precipitation - Potential contamination of extended watersheds due to TAP/HAP contamination of rain throughout
 Washington - Impact of TAP/HAP on any inmates of jails or prisons near the project site or along the transport route -
 Potential environmental impacts along the Columbia River estuary in the event of a derailment and spill - The
 likelihood of such a derailment, given the extremely high volumes the project would handle - Potential damage to
 irrigation supplies in event of a Columbia River spill - Potential damage to fisheries in the event of a Columbia River
 spill - Potential damage to hydroelectric power plants in the event of a Columbia River spill, and the additional
 emissions from backup energy sources - Potential damage to the availability and quality of inland marine shipping
 capacity in the event of a Columbia River spill - Potential damage to the I-5 corridor in the event of a derailment -
 Potential environmental impacts along all of Washington's coastal areas in the event of a marine spill - Emissions from
 marine and rail transport while in Washington State - Increased emissions from rail idling due to increased rail
 congestion - Potential damage to the Columbia River Wetland Mitigation Bank, the Ridgefield National Wildlife
 Refuge, and other natural areas along the transport route in the event of an accidental release or derailment - Additional
 potential for derailment, spill, or unburned vapor release in the event of power outage - Likelihood for derailment, spill,
 or unburned vapor release in the event of earthquake - Likelihood for derailment, spill, or unburned vapor release in the
 event of tsunami - Seismic review of the site and potential for rock slide or liquefaction - Potential increased chance of
 rock slide and/or liquefaction throughout Washington State due to increased rail traffic - Impact on Columbia Shoreline
 and Pacific coast due to increased rail traffic - Increased erosion due to increased rail traffic - Impacts to surface waters
 due to additional marine traffic 
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Submission Number: 000000086 

Received: 5/6/2014 7:25:40 PM
Commenter: Ronald Hawk
Organization: 
Address: PO box 33207  Seattle, Washington 98133 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
To Whom It May Concern: My primary request is that you look beyond the impacts of these proposals on the
 environment of Greys Harbor County and consider all the impacts from transporting the oil through the state of
 Washington to the proposed storage sites. These transportation impacts include the following: 1. The impact of likely
 oil train explosions on cities and towns along the train route. 2. The impact of likely train derailments and oil leakage
 on nearby rivers and streams, including the impacts on anadromous fisheries. 3. The ability or lack of ability of local
 and state entities to respond to a major oil train catashrophe. 4. The impact of the additional oil trains on local traffic
 congestion and emergency vehicle response times in the communites through which the oil trains will pass through.
 Thank you for your consideration. Ronald Hawk 
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Submission Number: 000000087 

Received: 5/6/2014 10:51:50 PM
Commenter: Herb Hethcote
Organization: 
Address:   Bainbridge Island, Washington 98110 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
The two proposed oil storage facilities would allow many oil trains with some old, unsafe oil tanker cars to cross our
 state. These trains have derailed over 6 times in the past several months and spilled volatile oil. There have been some
 explosions and some deaths. We do not need these facilities at Grays Harbor, since alternative clean energy sources are
 available in Washington state. I urge you to reject the proposals for oil storage terminals at Grays Harbor, since they are
 environmentally damaging and unsafe to our communities. 
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Submission Number: 000000088 

Received: 5/7/2014 2:53:41 PM
Commenter: Rodney Tharp
Organization: Mr
Address: 1231 Miller NE  Olympia, Washington 98506 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Please include all effects of global warming and climate change due to the burning of this oil.
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Submission Number: 000000089 

Received: 5/8/2014 4:22:41 PM
Commenter: Diane Butorac
Organization: 
Address:   ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Test
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Submission Number: 000000090 

Received: 5/8/2014 4:29:42 PM
Commenter: Test Test
Organization: ICF
Address:   ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Test Comment
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Submission Number: 000000091 

Received: 5/8/2014 4:31:01 PM
Commenter: Test Test
Organization: ICF
Address:   ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000091-63511.docx Size = 13 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
test
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test 

99



Submission Number: 000000092 

Received: 5/8/2014 4:31:24 PM
Commenter: Will Baird
Organization: 
Address:   ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Testing
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Submission Number: 000000093 

Received: 5/8/2014 4:40:03 PM
Commenter: Test Test
Organization: ICF
Address:   ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
test
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Submission Number: 000000094 

Received: 5/8/2014 4:50:48 PM
Commenter: Cathy Beard
Organization: ICF
Address:   ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
test
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Submission Number: 000000095 

Received: 5/8/2014 4:52:55 PM
Commenter: Cathy Beard
Organization: 
Address:   ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
test
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Submission Number: 000000096 

Received: 5/8/2014 11:48:24 PM
Commenter: Rodney Tharp
Organization: Mr
Address: 1231 Miller NE  Olympia, Washington 98506 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
The EIS should include a total analysis of the effects of an oil spill in Grays harbor. All sizes of spill need to be
 analyzed for effects on migrating birds, sea life, tourism, local fisheries. The cost of a clean up and rehabilitation of all
 effected ares should be included. 
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Submission Number: 000000097 

Received: 5/8/2014 11:48:25 PM
Commenter: Rodney Tharp
Organization: Mr
Address: 1231 Miller NE  Olympia, Washington 98506 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
The EIS should include a total analysis of the effects of an oil spill in Grays harbor. All sizes of spill need to be
 analyzed for effects on migrating birds, sea life, tourism, local fisheries. The cost of a clean up and rehabilitation of all
 effected ares should be included. 
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Submission Number: 000000098 

Received: 5/9/2014 8:40:24 AM
Commenter: Willam Ward
Organization: 
Address: Po bow 50341  Eugene, Oregon 97405 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
----- For the Planet Please -----Stop Franking- until we know what they are putting ( deadly chemicals Ect.) into the
 ground ---- and we make it SAFE!. Stop any fossil fuel exporting ( only use in US - to be cheap energy to bring jobs
 back to the US ) as we move away from fossil fuels, That is bad for Global Warming --- Wm. Ward
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Submission Number: 000000099 

Received: 5/9/2014 12:53:10 PM
Commenter: Robin Moore
Organization: 
Address: PO Box 813  Hoquiam, Washington 98550 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
It is the pattern of the oil industry to oppose regulation. As seen by the behavior of BP in the Gulf oil spill, they also
 vigorously fight any financial responsibility to communities after an accident. Local citizens and taxpayers are then left
 to struggle on their own. How will Imperium and Westway be any different in this regard? Are there any safeguards
 built into their permit applications that will protect me and my neighbors from bearing the cost of an accident? Would it
 be possible to require the companies to post a substantial cash bond to ensure they could not declare bankruptcy and
 avoid their responsibility? Thank you, Robin Moore
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Submission Number: 000000100 

Received: 5/9/2014 3:27:57 PM
Commenter: Heather Haverfield
Organization: 
Address: PO Box 964  Langley, Washington 98260 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
 Please do not support fracking in any form. I am against the construction of a new building that would be used to house
 proppants for fracking. I am against spending tax-payer money to house proppants. I am against proposed Grays Harbor
 Washington Crude by Rail oil terminals (slated to handle oil fracked from the Bakken formation and/or Canada Oil
 Sands,). My opinion is based on dangers of shipping explosive fuels by rail, through residential and commercial zones,
 as well as risks to the natural environment, and the consequences of burning ever more quantities of fossil fuel,
 especially as they are sourced through ever more and more extreme procedures. The risks are not worth the loss of a
 healthy environment. People & the environment are our most important assets which are always being put at risk by
 Corporate greed. Please put people first and not corporations. Sincerely, Heather Haverfield
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Submission Number: 000000101 

Received: 5/9/2014 5:41:56 PM
Commenter: Patricia Holm
Organization: 
Address: 1216 Ethridge Ave NE  Olympia, Washington 98506 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Please consider the effects of burning this fuel on Washington State. We live on one planet and fossil fuel burned
 anywhere will effect our State. Also consider extending this comment period, as it has been difficult to make this on-
line commenting work. 
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Submission Number: 000000102 

Received: 5/9/2014 6:04:25 PM
Commenter: Duane Callos
Organization: 
Address: 2217 Morgan St.  Aberdeen, Washington 98520 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
 I have lived at my current address at 2217 Morgan Street in Aberdeen for over 30 years. The location of my home is
 within 200 ft of the rail line leading to the proposed oil terminal in Hoquiam. I have not had any concerns in the past
 about being located that close a distance to the rail line. However, the proposed "oil by rail" has me greatly concerned
 for the safety of myself, my family and all the other homes nearby. In the past few years there have been several train
 derailments within West Aberdeen. One was where the railroad crosses Myrtle Street, another was where the railroad
 crosses West 1st Street and the latest was at the foot of Washington street near State street. I believe all of these
 involved grain cars or other non-hazardous material which poses a danger only to the immediate area very near the train
 tracks. As I'm sure you are aware, the day after that derailment at the foot of Washington Street in Aberdeen there was a
 train derailment in Lynchburg, VA that involved an oil train and a large explosion and fire. In view of that accident and
 the many other "oil by rail" derailments, fires, explosions and etc. that have been in the news in the last couple of years.
 Even with all the assurances that "It is perfectly safe", that I'm sure will be issued by all the companies involved in this
 project if it is approved, how would it be possible to reside in my residence without being completely un-nerved day
 and night? How could a person ask their family to go to sleep at night, knowing what has happened in the very recent
 past, and that at any time during the night while they are sound asleep an "Oil train" will be passing within 200 ft of
 them and that a derailment and possibly disasterous explosion and fire could be on the verge of taking place? The
 problems with the derailments and explosions aren't from the distant past or non-existent, these things are happening
 NOW. In addition, the NTSB has declared that the tank cars that are presently transporting the oil are "unsafe".
 Something that I would really like to hear your answer to is: If this project is approved, Would you want your family to
 live here? If this project is approved under these conditions I will undoubtedly decide to move to another location.
 What will this project do to the value of my house at this location. If I am afraid to live here then I don't think anyone
 else would want to live here either. Thank you for your time. I truly hope all persons involved in this project will look
 long and hard at the full consequence of these actions and not just the profit and tax revenue that are created by it.
 Thank you again for reading my concerns. Sincerely, Duane Callos 
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Submission Number: 000000103 

Received: 5/9/2014 9:36:16 PM
Commenter: Rod Tharp
Organization: Mr
Address: 1231 Miller NE  Olympia, Washington 98506 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Please include the health and environmental damage caused by the off gassing of toxic fumes from the RR cars while in
 transit,and while in storage tanks as well as from transferring the crude to and from the cars to the tanks and then to the
 vessels as well as during ship transit.
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Submission Number: 000000104 

Received: 5/9/2014 9:41:02 PM
Commenter: Joel Carlson
Organization: 
Address: 3634 Loren St NE  Lacey, Washington 98516 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Fossil fuels must stay in the ground so we don't destroy our planet from global warming! 350 parts per million of carbon
 dioxide in our atmosphere is what many scientists, climate experts, and national governments are now saying is the safe
 upper limit for sustainable life on earth. For many thousands of years before human industrialization it was 180-280
 parts per million. Because of our massive burning of fossil fuels, we are now at 400 parts per million and rapidly rising
 which will release huge amounts of frozen methane making things much worse. This is similar to the Permian period
 approx. 250 to 300 million years ago when huge volcanoes in what is now Russia raised the CO2 level to 900 ppm
 (parts per million) and the mean surface temperature 2 degrees C above modern level. Oceans rose significantly above
 modern levels, lost their oxygen and emitted deadly hydrogen sulphide gas. Nearly 90% of marine species and 70% of
 terrestrial species died out. It would take millions of years, well into the Triassic period for life to recover from this
 catastrophe. We are very near a tipping point where release of frozen methane in the oceans will create global warming
 destruction that we cannot reverse. Stopping this destruction of our planet is the most important issue of our time! We
 have got to stop burning fossil fuels as fast as possible. Solar panels for homes now are affordable and make economic
 sense. Electric hybrid and hydrogen fuel cell cars are rapidly developing, becoming more affordable and becoming a
 compelling buying decision. Buildings can be made much more energy efficient. Biofuels from algae hold promise.
 Renewable energy creates many more jobs and prosperity for the United States. We all must do our part to stop burning
 fossil fuels and leave them in the ground! See http://vimeo.com/28991442? and http://lasthours.org/ 
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Submission Number: 000000105 

Received: 5/9/2014 10:23:15 PM
Commenter: Allison Collins
Organization: 
Address:   ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
NO!
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Submission Number: 000000106 

Received: 5/10/2014 1:38:25 AM
Commenter: Jan Verrinder
Organization: 
Address: 5410 Idaho St  Vancouver, Washington 98661 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
My concerns about oil-- -Explosions, derailments, human error and the variety of reasons causing multiple oil-by-rail
 catastrophes in 2013 and now in 2014. -Oil cars, to be replaced with safer designs, but operational until then—and the
 news that the safer ones are also failing. -Emissions from oil transfer and from oil cars “burping”. -Fracked oil’s
 increased combustibility and fracking’s damage to the earth. -Rail tracks degrading naturally, but especially from daily
 coal dust contamination. This is checked, but regularly? Carefully? Without fail? -Oil possibly spilling into a river or
 the ocean. It could shut down water traffic, fishing, tourism, water supply projects and port jobs for years. -Lack of
 evacuation and emergency plans, agencies, facilities, budgets. -Difficulty of reliable, cooperative, comprehensive, and
 protective regulation. -Lack of a comprehensive energy policy that sustains us and future generations. Risk vs gain: a
 clear imbalance. Let’s have a strong economy and jobs; but not an economy built on disaster clean-up. 
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Submission Number: 000000107 

Received: 5/10/2014 4:41:45 PM
Commenter: Marilyn Dungan
Organization: 
Address: 1821 Bigleow Ave NE  Olympia, Washington 98506 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
This project is a short time fix and will leave a long time problem. It is simply not worth it, and I hope you're not
 weakened by outside powers and short term issues. Be strong - 
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Submission Number: 000000108 

Received: 5/12/2014 3:06:21 PM
Commenter: Raymond Shustak
Organization: 
Address: 620 4th street  hoquiam, Washington 98550 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Hoquiam, Aberdeen has 2 derails in one mouth?# NO BRAINER#Hoquiam SAY NO TO OIL CARS PLEASE
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Submission Number: 000000109 

Received: 5/12/2014 3:17:05 PM
Commenter: David Linn
Organization: 
Address: 918 Hassalo Ave SE  Ocean Shores, Washington 98569-9737 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Bringing oil by train into Grays Harbor is an extremely bad idea. The Harbor is a fragile ecosystem and the risk of oil
 spills is far too great to allow oil to be transported and handled here. The recent spills of grain from rail cars in
 Aberdeen is clear evidence that the rail infrastructure is inadequate to handle to traffic that this plan would generate. In
 addition, the rail operator, Genesse & Wyoming is prone to accidents such as the oil spill in wetlands in Alabama a few
 months ago. Neither the State of Washington, the City of Hoquiam, nor the oil companies are prepared to properly deal
 with and clean up an oil spill when is eventually will happen. Please stop this madness before our beautiful land and
 water are destroyed to satisfy the greed of a few.
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Submission Number: 000000110 

Received: 5/12/2014 6:24:56 PM
Commenter: Denise Burke
Organization: 
Address: 24 Pierce St.  Hoquiam, Washington 98550 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
The EIS needs to include a full-scale review of property values for all land parcels located within a half mile of the rail
 line, both present and future. Properties within those boundaries will be negatively impacted with a oil rail line in the
 vicinity. Of interest is properties in communities where an oil spill / fire has occurred. How were property values,
 insurance rates, etc.affected? Adding a rail line in the proximity of residential properties takes away any incentive to
 improve property, build in GH or add value to existing properties. What happens to the city and county tax base when
 homes can't be sold and diminish in value simply by being located next to a rail line? 
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Submission Number: 000000111 

Received: 5/12/2014 7:20:55 PM
Commenter: Linda Amato
Organization: 
Address:   ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
test
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Submission Number: 000000112 

Received: 5/12/2014 7:51:39 PM
Commenter: Soniya Gleaton
Organization: ICF
Address:   ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Test Comment from Google Chrome.
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Submission Number: 000000113 

Received: 5/13/2014 9:26:20 AM
Commenter: Test Test
Organization: 
Address:   ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
test
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Submission Number: 000000114 

Received: 5/13/2014 10:10:32 AM
Commenter: Robin Moore
Organization: 
Address: PO Box 813  Hoquiam, Washington 98550 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
The oil industry is an extraction economy, thus has a limited life span. I am concerned that the socioeconomic character
 of our community will suffer from these crude oil projects. Grays Harbor's established forestry and fishery industries
 are renewable. The intensity of the proposed crude oil projects will adversely impact the woods and the waters. Long
 term employment will be sacrificed. Family traditions will be lost. Why should these short lived projects be given
 permits to proceed when we will likely have another round of unemployment when the plants shut down? Can
 Imperium and Westway be compelled to provide adequate post-employment compensation for their workers?
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Submission Number: 000000115 

Received: 5/13/2014 10:21:33 AM
Commenter: test test
Organization: 
Address:   ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000115-63543.pdf Size = 11037 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
test
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April 30, 2014 

Federal Trade Commission 
Office of the Secretary 
Room H-‐113 (Annex X) 
600 Pennsylvania Avenue NW 
Washington, DC 20580 

Re: Health Care Workshop, Project No. P131207 

The National Association of Chain Drug Stores (NACDS) appreciates the opportunity to provide 
supplemental comments to the Federal Trade Commission’s (FTC) notice and questions regarding 
“Examining Health Care Competition.” 79 Fed. Reg. 10153 (2014). NACDS submitted initial 
comments on March 10, 2014. 

NACDS offers the following comments to the FTC as it seeks to better understand the competitive 
dynamics of evolving healthcare product and service markets and the emerging role pharmacies 
and pharmacists are playing in increasing access, improving outcomes and reducing health costs. 

NACDS represents traditional drug stores, supermarkets and mass merchants with pharmacies. 
Chains operate more than 40,000 pharmacies, and NACDS’ 125 chain member companies include 
regional chains, with a minimum of four stores, and national companies. Chains employ more than 
3.8 million individuals, including 175,000 pharmacists. They fill over 2.7 billion prescriptions 
annually, and help patients use medicines correctly and safely, while offering innovative services 
that improve patient health and healthcare affordability. Additionally, as the face of 
neighborhood healthcare, to more fully meet the healthcare needs of the patients they serve, 
certain NACDS members also have convenient care clinics located inside their drug stores. 
Convenient care clinics are staffed by board-‐certified Nurse Practitioners (NP) and Physicians 
Assistants (PA) and deliver high quality care in an accessible and affordable manner. Today, there 
are over 1,500 convenient care clinics in 40 states and Washington, DC; a majority of those clinics 
are located inside NACDS member drug stores. Pharmacies are evolving to become the first and 
most convenient healthcare destination to meet a wide variety of patient needs. 

Pharmacies remain committed to their valuable role in providing medications, fostering 
medication safety and effectiveness, and providing health and wellness services. In addition, 
innovative pharmacy services and other healthcare services available in accessible retail settings 
can do even more to improve patient health and wellness, often in collaboration with primary care 
physicians, nurses and other professionals. NACDS supports efforts by the FTC to create a robust 
healthcare marketplace that advances patient choice and competition to improve the accessibility, 
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quality, and affordability of healt hcare in America . To that end, NACDS asks FTC to support the 

remova l of needless barriers to the effective functioning of innovative healthcare delivery for the 
patients we seek to serve; support fairer scope of practice, supervision and reimbursement laws 
across states to advance competition and patient choice; and support federal legislation that 
wou ld designate pharmacists as healthcare providers under Medicare Part B, removing an 

unwarranted and harmful exclusionary, competition barrier. 

I. Background on Community Pharmacists & Scope of Practice Issues 

In the United States, primary care services are traditiona lly provided by primary care physicians, 
nurse practitioners, and physicians assistants. In recent years, however, the ro le of community 

pharmacists has grown to encompass health and we llness care and screenings, immunizations and 
medication management, among others. While these services vary by state and venue, pharmacy 

services are designed to provide patients convenient access to affordab le, quality care, especial ly 
to the uninsured, underinsured, and medical ly underserved populations. Community pharmacists 
have extensive education and training, wh ich is similar to the amount of education and training 
requ ired of other non-physician practitioners (e.g., NPs and PAs). Entry-level pharmacists receive 
a minimum of six (6) years of advanced education as part of the Doctor of Pharmacy degree 

(PharmD). Pharmacists also must pass a nationa l, comprehensive and standardized board exam 
(North American Pharmacist Licensure Examination (NAP LEX)), and are subject to state licensure 
requ irements. The t raining of pharmacists emphasizes patient-centered care as a medication 

expert, which involves interpreting evidence, formulating patient assessments and 

recommendations, implementing, monitoring and adjusting patient care plans, and documenting 
activities. 1 

Entry-level Deeree licensine/Certification Scope of Practice 
(varies by state) 

Pharmacists Doctor of Pharmacy degree Pharmacists must pass the North Manage Medications 
(minimum of 6 years) American Pharmacist licensure Provide Screenings, 

Examination. Immunizations, 
Doctorate degree accounts Patient Assessment & 
for 4 yea rs of the six year Diagnose Simple Ailments 
t raining. Disease Prevention 

Advanced pharmacy 
practice experie nces are 
not less than 1440 hours 
during the last academic 
year; 300 hours of basic 
pharmacy practice. 

1http://www.aacp.org/resources/education/cape/Open%20Access%20Documents/CAPEoutcomes2013.pdf 
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Nurse 
Practitioners2 

Bachelor's degree in 
nursing followed by 
grad uate level degree 
{Master's or Doctorate in 
Nursing Practice) 

NPs are certified by the American Nurses 
Credentialing Center and the American 
Academy of Nurse Practitioners. 

Patient Assessment 
Diagnose Medica l Conditions 
Prescribe Medications 
Disease Prevention 

Physician 
Assistants' 

Bachelor's degree followed 
by Master's degree in 
physician assistant studies, 
health or medical science. 

Clinical experie nce includes 
not less than 2,000 hours of 
clinical rotations with an 
emphasis in primary care. 

PAs are certified by the National 
Commission on Certification of Physician 
Assistants {NCCPA). 

Patient Assessment 
Diagnose Medica l Condit ions 
Prescribe Medications 
Disease Prevention 

In accordance w ith the 2011 Accreditation Counci l for Pharmacy Education (ACPE) guidelines 

(2016 update in progressL an entry-level pharmacist is t rained to collaborate with patients, care 
givers, physicians, nurses, other healthcare providers, policy makers, members of t he community, 

and administrative and support personnel t o engender a pat ient-centered team care approach.4 

Pharmacists also are educat ed and trained t o manage chronic disease, improve health and 
wellness, provide screenings, and patient assessments, coordinate care with ot her healthcare 
providers, and participate in populat ion hea lth management. In addition, t hei r foundational 

didactic requirement includes a demonstrat ion of an understanding of patho logic and 
pathophysio logic basis of diseases, therapeutic basis of drug t reatment, immunology and 

genomics, biostatistics and population health, and other areas of pharmacy pract ice as it impacts 
clinica l, socia l and behaviora l healt h. 

Recent reviews by the U.S. Public Health Service (USPHS) and others have highlighted the 
improved clinica l outcomes and healthcare savings that resu lt when pharmacist s prov ide pat ient 
care, services and tests.5 Specifica lly, a Centers for Disease Contro l and Prevention (CDC) review 
found t hat "pharmacist engagement in interdisciplinary hea lt h management w ith physicians and 

other providers significant ly improved patients' blood pressure, hemoglobin Ale" among other 
things, and t hose pharmacists' "ca re services also reduced fragmentat ion of ca re, decreased 
health expenditures, and optimized health out comes." 6 Leading hea lt hcare policymakers recently 

echoed t his sentiment in highlighting t he critica l need t o integrate pharmacists into collaborat ive 
and emerging care models, not ing that the inclusion of all ski lled clin icians in the team improves 
pat ient ca re experience and outcomes.7 The patient-centered collaborative care team approach 

2 htt p:ljwww.nursecredentialing.org/RenewaiReguirements.aspx 

3 htt p:ljwww.aapa.org/ landingguest ion.aspx?id=290 
• Accreditat ion Council of Pharmacy Education. "Accreditation Standards and Guidelines for the Professional Program in Pharmacy Leading 

to the Doctor of Pharmacy Degree." Updated February 2011. https://www.acpe-accredit.org/pdf/FinaiS2007Guidelines2.0.pdf 

5 Gibe rson, S, Yoder, Lee MP. Improving Patie nt and Hea lth System Outcomes through Advanced Pharmacy Practice . A report to the U.S. 

Surgeon General. Office of the Chief Pharmacist. U.S. Public Hea lth Service . Dec. 2011. Page 10. 

6 CDC "State Law Fact Sheet : Select Features of State Pharmacist Collaborative Practice Laws" updated Dec. 2012. 

http://www.cdc.gov/dhdsp/ pubs/docs/Pharmacist State law. PDF at 1. 

7 Harvard Business Review: The Strategy that Will Fix Health Care; Oct . 2013; Harvard Business Review Blog: Redefining the Pat ient 

Experience with Collaborative, Sept. 2013. http:/!hbr.org/2013/10/the-st rategy-that-will -fix-health-ca re/ar/1. 
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becomes increasingly relevant as the U.S. healthcare system continues on its transformational 
path, and as public health leaders continue to wrestle with challenging and positive environmental 
factors that include: 

•	 An aging population that is expected to grow to 19% of the U.S. population by 2030;8 

•	 A national primary care physician shortage which is expected to climb from 63,000 doctors 
in 2015 to 91,500 by 2020 and 130,000 by 2025, reflecting the aging population and 
insurance expansion;9 

•	 Chronic disease that costs our nation $1.7 trillion annually, accounting for seventy-‐five 
percent (75%) of the healthcare spend; 

•	 Medications are the primary intervention to treat chronic disease, which are involved in 
80% of all patient treatment regimens;10 

•	 Almost 50% of Americans with chronic diseases fail to take their medications correctly;11 

•	 Medicare beneficiaries with multiple chronic illnesses see an average of 13 different 
physicians, have 50 different prescriptions filled per year, account for 76 percent of all 
hospital admissions, and are 100 times more likely to have a preventable hospitalization;12 

Community pharmacists have the education and training to address many of the noted healthcare 
challenges and stand ready to work with other healthcare providers to advance patient outcomes 
and population health.13 Specifically, community pharmacists are trained and educated to provide 
comprehensive chronic medication management, health screenings, preventative care, 
pharmacogenomics counseling, order and interpret lab tests, initiate and modify medication 
regimens, provide rapid diagnostic testing (e.g. flu, strep and others), perform physical 
assessments, provide immunizations, health and wellness care, fill gaps in care, and other services 
offering innovative care services to reduce hospital readmissions and improve health outcomes in 
medical homes, and engage with high risk patients in emerging care models. 

Regarding increasing access, there is strong evidence that patient health and public health improve 
when Americans have access to convenient, affordable, and quality care services. Thus, the issue of 

See also: NCQA. The Future of Patient-‐Centered Medical Homes. Foundation for a Better Health Care System. 
http://www.ncqa.org/Portals/0/Public%20Policy/2014%20Comment%20Letters/The Future of PCMH.pdf 
And: Patient-‐Centered Primary Care Collaborative. “The Patient-‐Centered Medical Home: Integrating Comprehensive Medication 
Management to Optimize Patient Outcomes.” Updated June 2012. http://www.pcpcc.org/sites/default/files/media/medmanagement.pdf 
8 http://www.aoa.gov/aging Statistocs/Profile/2011/4.aspx Annals of Family Medicine – November/December 2012: 52,000 additional 
primary care physicians by 2025 to account for population growth, aging population and insurance expansion; Association of American 
Medical Colleges – April 2011 Estimated prior to ACA implementation a shortage of 63,000 doctors by 2015; and a shortage of 91,500 by 
2020 and 130,000 by 2025. 
9 Annals of Family Medicine – November/December 2012: 52,000 additional primary care physicians by 2025 to account for population 
growth, aging population and insurance expansion; Association of American Medical Colleges – April 2011 Estimated prior to ACA 
implementation a shortage of 63,000 doctors by 2015; and a shortage of 91,5000 by 2020 and 130,000 by 2025
10 Partnership to Fight Chronic Disease. 2009 Almanac of Chronic Disease at http://www.fightchronicdisease.org/respurces/almanac-‐
chronic-‐disease-‐0. 
11 Adherence to Long-‐Term Therapies: Evidence for Action. Eur J Cardiovasc Nurs December 2003 2:323. 
See also; National Priorities Partnership, in collaboration with NEHI. Improving Patient Medication Adherence: A $100+ Billion Opportunity. 
Washington, DC: National Priorities Partnership, April 2011.
12 http://www.pcpcc.org/sites/default/files/media/medmanagement.pdf 
13 NACCHO Preparedness Brief “Leveraging Partnerships between Local Health Departments and Pharmacies: Bringing Rapid Diagnostic 
Testing to Community Pharmacies.” Apr. 11, 2014. 
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access is extremely important, as the demand for healthcare will rise dramatically in the coming 
years. According to the American Association of Medical Colleges (AAMC): 

A physician shortage was already expected before ACA was signed into law in March 2010, 
and now that gap could worsen. According to projections released last fall by the AAMC 
Center for Workforce Studies, there will be a shortage of about 63,000 doctors by 2015, with 
greater shortages on the horizon—91,500 and 130,600 for 2020 and 2025, respectively.14 

Community pharmacists are uniquely positioned to increase access to care; 89% of all Americans live 
within 5 miles of a pharmacy, with a substantial number of consumers visiting pharmacies each 
week, including “off-‐clinic” hours such as weekends, evenings, and holidays. However, overly 
restrictive state regulatory and reimbursement policies limit the suite of care services that can be 
provided to consumers, and the conditions under which such care is permitted to be offered and/or 
reimbursed, providing a patchwork quilt of care options across the nation. 

Lastly, perhaps instructive to U.S. healthcare policy makers, is the fact that Canada is struggling 
with similar healthcare challenges, including an increase in healthcare spend largely driven by an 
increase in prevalence of chronic disease.15 The Canadian government is intent on improving 
access to primary care while reducing use of higher cost healthcare resources. One solution being 
implemented across Canada is the expansion of the pharmacy scope of practice so that Canadian 
pharmacists can play a larger role in the healthcare system. 

Community pharmacists in Canada have the exact education and training requirements as 
pharmacists in the U.S. Under the expanded scope of practice, pharmacists across Canada “deliver 
a range of innovative services, including medication reviews, chronic disease management, 
immunization services and wellness programs;” supported by the authority to prescribe for minor 
ailments and conditions, order and interpret lab tests, renew and extend prescriptions, among 
other actions. Provincial governments are now in the process of aggressively implementing the 
expanded scope of pharmacy practice to provide enhanced, coordinated, innovative patient care 
and collaborative medication management.16 

Given the recent creation of the 2011 Canada-‐United States Regulatory Cooperation Council (RCC), 
designed to better align the regulatory environment between the two countries, the scope of 
practice and the role of Canada’s community pharmacists in advancing patient care seems 
noteworthy.17 

14 https://www.aamc.org/newsroom/reporter/april11/184178/addressing the physician shortage under reform.html 
15 Canadian Institute for Health Information “Seniors and the Health Care System: What is the Impact of Multiple Chronic Conditions?” 
Updated January 2011. https://secure.cihi.ca/free products/air-‐chronic disease aib en.pdf 

16 Canadian Pharmacists Association. “Pharmacists in Canada.” http://www.pharmacists.ca/index.cfm/pharmacy-‐in-‐canada/pharmacists-‐in-‐
canada/ 

17 On February 4, 2011, Prime Minister Stephen Harper and President Barack Obama announced the creation of the Canada-‐United 
States Regulatory Cooperation Council (RCC) to increase regulatory transparency and coordination between the two countries. The RCC 
will undertake efforts to better align the regulatory environment between Canada and the United States through a variety of tools such 
as enhanced technical collaboration, mutual recognition of standards and joint work sharing. 
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SUMMARY OF PHARMACISTS' EXPANDED SCOPE OF PRACTICE ACROSS CANADA 
IMPLEMENTATION PROGRESS. SEE APPENDIX C: FOR CODES 

Y Implemented in j urisdiction 

P Pending legislation or regulation 

or policy 

>< Not implemented 

Initiate prescription drug >< y y y y 6 
therapy p 

Prescribe fo r minor ai lments >< y y Y 3 y p 
and conditions 
Order and interpret lab test >< y >< y y 

6 
p 

substitutions y y y >< >< 6 
p 

Renew and extend y y y y 6 
prescriptions p 

y 

y 

y 

y 

p 

Change dose and formu lation and y y Y2 y y 6 y g 
p 

4 
y y >< y p p y 

injections 

Provide emergency prescription y y y y Y S 6 y 
refi lls p 

y >< >< >< >< 

y y >< >< >< 

y y >< >< >< 

y y Yl >< >< 

y >< y y >< 

y >< y >< >< 

2 
y >< >< >< >< 

y p p y >< 

>< 

>< 

>< 

>< 

>< 

>< 

>< 

>< 

State Regulations: Scope of Practice 

Community pharmacists are the most accessible healthcare professionals in t he United States 

(U.S.) and are one of the most trusted professions.18 Community pharmacies seek to provide 
consumers with additional access to and choice of innovative, affordable, and evidence-based care 
services and to improve public health. In so doing, pharmacies seek to work w ith physicians, NPs, 
PAs, and others to broaden the range of affordable ca re delivery options to Americans across this 

country wh ile faci litating ca re coordination. 

State-level regu lations subject community pharmacies to various categories of regu lation. State 

licensure regu lations are for t he most part simi lar across the country regarding entry qualifications 
and state licensure requ irements. However, scope of practice laws and regu lations that del ineate 

the types of ca re that can be provided, and the conditions under wh ich t hat ca re may be offered, 
differ extensively f rom state-to-state. NACDS submits that scope of practice laws and regu lations 

across the country have wide-reaching negative implications on hea lthcare competition, and 
patient access and choice. 

18 Gallup, Inc. Honesty/Ethics in Professions . 2013. http://www.qalfup.com/poll/1654/honesty-ethics-pro(essions.ospx 
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For example, Washington State authorizes community pharmacists to provide patient assessments 
and diagnosis of simple ailments.19 Some innovative state scope of practice laws provide 
community pharmacists with prescriptive authority to initiate, adjust, or discontinue treatment to 
manage a diagnosed disease/condition; order, interpret and monitor laboratory tests; perform 
patient assessments and other tests to monitor drug therapy.20 A few other state scope of 
practice laws provide authorization for point of care testing and screenings, e.g., hemoglobin A1c, 
blood pressure, lipids, influenza, Strep throat, HIV, and tuberculosis. 21 Yet, most states require 
the delivery of such care and services subject under Collaborative Practice Agreements (CPAs) or 
Collaborative Drug Therapy Management (CDTM). Under CPAs and CDTMs, pharmacists work to 
manage patients’ drug therapy according to specific guidelines established by the collaborating 
physician(s) to achieve desired therapeutic outcomes. The types of activities that pharmacists 
typically perform through collaborative practice agreements include: modification, continuation or 
discontinuation of drug therapy in accordance with written guidelines; conducting tests and 
screenings; and ordering lab work in accordance with written guidelines or protocols agreed to by 
the collaborating physician(s) and pharmacists. 

Furthermore, in addition to the care services permitted, states vary as to the breadth and depth of 
CPAs and CDTMs -‐-‐ a written agreement with a physician that defines pharmacy practice 
parameters.22 Two (2) states, Michigan and Wisconsin, have permissive physician delegation, 
allowing pharmacists to perform delegated medical services similar to NPs and PAs.23 Yet, on the 
other hand, two (2) states, Alabama and Tennessee, prohibit pharmacists from entering into 
agreements with physicians.24 Thirty-‐six (36) states authorize physician-‐pharmacist CDTM for a 
wide array of health conditions, whereas Louisiana restricts CDTM to hyperlipidemia only. Five (5) 
states merely authorize pharmacists to provide CDTM vaccines and emergency contraception 
under protocol. Further, most states restrict CPAs to written agreements for individual patients, 
thus making it impossible for pharmacies to offer proactive, population-‐based health and wellness 
services. It is clear that regulatory state policies are inconsistent, and unnecessarily hamper the 
ability of pharmacists to provide innovative, quality, affordable care to consumers – care services 

19 Washington State Department of Health. Pharmacy Laws and Rules Book. Updated March 2013. 
http://www.doh.wa.gov/portals/1/Documents/Pubs/690214.pdf
20 See: North Caroline Board of Pharmacy. NC Pharmacy Laws. Updated January 2014. http://www.ncbop.org/LawsRules/Statutes.pdf 
Also: New Mexico: Regulation & Licensing Department. Pharmacy Rules and Laws. Updated June 2012. 
http://www.nmcpr.state.nm.us/nmac/ title16/T16C019.htm 

21 National Center for Chronic Disease Prevention and Health Promotion. Division for Heart Disease and Stroke Prevention. Collaborative
 
Practice Agreements and Pharmacists’ Patient Care Services; A Resource For Pharmacists. Publication date: 10.2013.
 
22 CDC “State Law Fact Sheet: Select Features of State Pharmacist Collaborative Practice Laws” updated Dec. 2012.
 
http;//www.cdc.gov/dhdsp/pubs/docs/Pharmacist_State_law.PDF.
 
23 See: State of Michigan Department of Licensing and Regulatory Affairs. Michigan Public Health Code – Pharmacy Practice and Drug 
Control. http://www.legislature.mi.gov/(S(gvxjts451qyfzv45i10dxc45))/mileg.aspx?page=getObject&objectName=mcl-‐368-‐1978-‐15-‐177. 
And: State of Wisconsin Department of Safety and Professional Services. Wisconsin Statutes and Administrative Code Relating to the 
Practice of Pharmacy. Updated February 2013. 
http://dsps.wi.gov/Documents/Board%20Services/Codebooks/Pharmacy%20Code%20Book.pdf 

24 See: Alabama State Board of Pharmacy. Practice of Pharmacy Act. Updated December 2013. http://www.albop.com/act205%20-‐
%20DEC%202013.pdf and Tennessee Department of Health Board of Pharmacy. The Tennessee Board of Pharmacy Standards of Practice. 
http://tn.gov/sos/rules/1140/1140-‐03.20090207.pdf 
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well within the scope of their education and training. Illustrating these points is a Case Study – 
State Policy: Pharmacists as Immunizers -‐ see attached Appendix A. 

A recent restrictive scope of practice example involves the state of California. Specifically, the 
state of California passed a new law last year that unduly imposes additional training and 
education requirements on community pharmacists25 to render certain “advanced pharmacy care” 
services. However, community pharmacists already provide these “advanced pharmacy care” 
services and similar care in neighboring states, within the United States Public Health Service (PHS) 
and in other states across the under country.26 In fact, forty-‐six (46) states allow pharmacists to 
enter into Collaborative Practice Agreements (CPAs) to provide “advanced pharmacy care” 
services. 27 Yet, these states do so without imposing additional educational requirements, 
including residencies or certification, as a condition to provide services. Furthermore, the services 
can be currently conducted in hospital pharmacies in California under a protocol, without similar 
training requirements. 

In sum, pharmacists are “remarkably underutilized in the U.S. healthcare delivery system given their 
level of education, training, and access to the community.”28 When neighborhood primary care 
services are needlessly restricted, the competitive benefits in the primary care space fail to 
materialize, potentially harming consumers, patients, payors, and taxpayers. Consistent with the 
growing body of evidence, community pharmacists are well trained to provide many of the same 
services and procedures provided by physicians, NPs, and PAs. Community pharmacists seek to 
deliver care at the top of their education and training, which is synergistic and coordinated with the 
care of other professionals. Importantly, state scope of practice policies hamper innovative care 
delivery and drive professional staffing decisions, impeding healthcare competition, patient choice, 
and access to affordable, quality care for patients, especially for the medically underserved 
population. 

II. INNOVATION IN HEALTHCARE DELIVERY 

A. PHARMACY CARE – COMPONENT OF NEIGHBORHOOD CARE: Efforts to transform healthcare are gaining 
momentum with broad support from both the public and private sectors. The federal government, 
major insurers and employers are driving the change towards patient-‐centered care, value-‐based 
payment system and alternative care delivery models. Key components of these approaches 
include care coordination across the broad medical neighborhood, patient performance metrics, 
quality care measures, interoperability, and access to timely, affordable care. Success of these 

25 See CA SB 493 enacted in 2013. Also, CA health system pharmacists are may already provide certain services under protocol. 
http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billTextClient.xhtml?bill id=201320140SB493
26 Flexible CPAs in states, such as Washington, have allowed pharmacists to provide “advanced patient care” services such as ordering labs, initiate and
 
modify drug therapy regimens, and chronic disease management.

27Giberson S, Yoder S, Lee MP. Improving Patient and Health System Outcomes through Advanced Pharmacy Practice. A Report to the U.S. Surgeon Ge
 
neral. Office of the Chief Pharmacist. U.S. Public Health Service. Dec 2011.
 

28 See surgeon general report at 10. 
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approaches depend upon, among other things, the ability to effectively and efficiently improve 
access to affordable, quality patient care across all sites of care in the medical community. Ongoing 
innovative emerging care initiatives underscore the importance of consumers having accessible, 
affordable, and quality neighborhood healthcare. 

Poor medication adherence alone costs the nation approximately $290 billion annually – 13% of 
total healthcare expenditures – and results in avoidable and costly health complications.29 With this 
fact in mind, improved care coordination, chronic disease and medication management should be 
cornerstones of any delivery care model. Thus far, however, chronic disease and medication 
management services are poorly integrated into existing healthcare systems, including Accountable 
Care Organizations (ACOs) and Patient-‐Centered Medical Homes (PCMHs). 

Just recently, the National Committee for Quality Assurance (NCQA), an organization that has 
accredited more than 7,000 Patient-‐Centered Medical Homes (PCMHs) nationwide, recognized the 
role of pharmacy services in improving consumer access and patient outcomes. Specifically, in its 
2014 issue brief on “The Future of Patient-‐Centered Medical Homes”, NCQA noted: 

Pharmacies also are taking on new roles with immunizations, health and wellness screenings, 
adherence and other medication management services. As these options gain in popularity 
and scope, it becomes increasingly important to share information between them and 
PCMHs. 30 

NCQA also highlighted that medications are involved in 80 percent of all treatments, yet lack of 
coordination across providers leads to poor outcomes. NCQA has now stated that improving 
medication management can be a critical element of both PCMHs and ACOs. As such, NCQA 
increased the weighting for measures related to medication management by 33% in its 2014 
standards update. 

A growing body of evidence suggests that when physicians, nurses, pharmacists, and other 
healthcare professionals work collaboratively, better health outcomes are achieved. Pharmacies in 
particular provide access to highly-‐trained and highly-‐trusted health professionals. The unique 
reach and access points of pharmacy provide a means of continuous care and oversight between 
scheduled doctor visits. As such, community pharmacies have increasingly provided a suite of 
medication management and related services, including Medication Therapy Management (MTM), 
disease-‐state monitoring and patient self-‐management, adherence interventions, medication 
synchronization, transitions of care, immunization programs, chronic care and wellness programs, 
and patient engagement, among others. 

One way in which pharmacists promote cost savings and improve quality is by promoting 
medication adherence through MTM services. As noted above, the costs of poor adherence are 
staggering, costing the U.S. approximately $290 billion annually, 13% of total healthcare costs.31 

29 http://www.nehi.net/bendthecurve/sup/documents/Medication Adherence Brief.pdf 
30 See NCQA at 7.
 
31 New England Healthcare Institute, 2009.
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These unnecessary costs fall disproportionately on government programs such as Medicare and 
Medicaid, which cover approximately 30 percent of all prescription drugs dispensed in this country. 
The experiences of Part D beneficiaries, as well as public and private studies, have confirmed the 
effectiveness of pharmacist-‐provided MTM: 

•	 A 2013 report from the Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Services (CMS) found that Part D 
MTM programs consistently and substantially improved medication adherence and quality of 
prescribing medications for beneficiaries with congestive heart failure, COPD, and 
diabetes. The study also found significant reductions in hospital costs, particularly when a 
comprehensive medication review (CMR) was utilized. This included savings of nearly $400 
to $525 in lower overall hospitalization costs for beneficiaries with diabetes and congestive 
heart failure. The report also found that MTM can lead to reduced costs in the Part D 
program as well, showing that the best performing plan reduced Part D costs for diabetes 
patients by an average of $45 per patient. 

•	 A study published in the January 2012 edition of Health Affairs identified the key role retail 
pharmacies play in providing MTM services. The study found that a pharmacy-‐based 
intervention program increased adherence for patients with diabetes and that the benefits 
were greater for those who received counseling in a retail, face-‐to-‐face setting, as opposed 
to a phone call from a mail order pharmacist. The study suggested that interventions such as 
in-‐person, face-‐to-‐face interaction between the retail pharmacist and the patient 
contributed to improved behavior with a return on investment of 3 to 1. 

•	 The Congressional Budget Office (CBO) has also acknowledged that medication use reduces 
healthcare costs in other parts of the Medicare program. The CBO recently revised its 
methodology for scoring proposals related to Medicare Part D and found that for each one 
percent increase in the number of prescriptions filled by beneficiaries there is a 
corresponding decrease in overall Medicare medical spending. When projected to the entire 
population this translates to a savings of $1.7 billion in overall healthcare costs, or a savings 
of $5.76 for every person in the U.S. for every one percent increase in the number of 
prescriptions filled. 

Recent systematic reviews have also highlighted the beneficial role of the aforementioned 
pharmacy based services in team-‐based care.32 Yet, experts have noted the lack of integration, to 
date, of community pharmacy services into emerging models of care such as ACOs.33 Smith and 
colleagues noted: 

Pharmacists can help meet the demand for some aspects of primary care and can contribute 
to the efficient and effective delivery of care. Thus, they should be included among the 

32 http://www.accp.com/docs/positions/misc/improving_patient_and_health_system_outcomes.pdf
 
33 http://content.healthaffairs.org/content/32/11/1963.full
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health professionals who are called on to mitigate the projected primary care provider 
shortage.7 

The potential benefits of integrating medication management services have been emerging in the 
last couple of years. For example: 

•	 Jha and colleagues found that improved adherence to diabetes medication could avert 
699,000 emergency department visits and 341,000 hospitalizations annually, for a saving of 
$4.7 billion.34 Eliminating the loss of adherence would lead to another $3.6 billion in savings, 
for a combined potential savings of $8.3 billion. These benefits were particularly pronounced 
among poor and minority patients. 

Considering the compelling evidence demonstrating that pharmacists are uniquely positioned to 
help patients improve medication adherence and to provide related care, the role that community 
pharmacies play in the transformation of the health system should be thoroughly assessed to 
identify significant impediments and challenges. However, one obvious challenge is the lack of 
pharmacy integration into these emerging models of care due to the lack of pharmacist provider 
status in the Medicare program as will be discussed in greater detail below. Another is the lack of 
consistent professional scope of practice regulations, impeding nationwide scale-‐up as discussed 
previously. NACDS submits that federal and state impediments and overly restrictive state 
professional and reimbursement regulations impede our endeavor to integrate innovative pharmacy 
care services into emerging care models to improve quality, patient outcomes and reduce system 
costs. 

B. HEALTHCARE DESTINATION -‐-‐ COMPONENT OF NEIGHBORHOOD CARE: Ninety-‐two percent of Americans 
live within five miles of a community pharmacy, making pharmacies among the most accessible 
healthcare providers. As the face of neighborhood healthcare, community pharmacies and 
pharmacists not only provide access to prescription medications and over-‐the-‐counter products, but 
have also become a healthcare destination for cost-‐effective health services such as immunizations, 
MTM, and disease screenings. Through personal interactions with patients, face-‐to-‐face 
consultations and convenient access to preventive care services, local pharmacists are helping to 
shape the healthcare delivery system of tomorrow—in partnership with other healthcare providers. 

Additionally, convenient care clinics have been delivering innovative healthcare for nearly a decade, 
frequently inside NACDS member drug stores. By offering affordable, quality healthcare where 
people live and work, convenient care clinics improve health outcomes and connect patients with 
the greater healthcare community. Care is delivered by board-‐certified NPs and PAs who are 
licensed and trained to listen to patient’s needs, consider their medical history and give appropriate 
diagnoses and recommendations. NPs and PAs diagnose and treat acute illnesses, chronic 
conditions such as asthma and diabetes and provide vaccinations and physicals. Convenient care 
clinics managed by NACDS members use nationally recognized, evidence based clinical-‐guidelines 

34 http://content.healthaffairs.org/content/31/8/1836.abstract 
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for treatment. In addition, NPs and PAs collaborate with local physicians and often pharmacists as 
well when treating patients. In many instances, patients seeking healthcare at convenient care 
clinics do not have an established primary-‐care physician relationship; when this occurs the NP or 
PA treating that patient will help the patient connect with a local physician accepting new patients. 
Onerous practice barriers prevent convenient care clinics from offering the full scope of services NPs 
and PAs are allowed to provide. Likewise, NACDS submits that states should remove unnecessary 
burdens on NP and PA collaboration with physicians in order to give patients increased access to 
innovative, accessible healthcare in convenient settings. 

C. IMPACT OF PAYMENT POLICY: CONSUMER ACCESS & CHOICE 

As noted previously, pharmacists have played an increasingly important role in the delivery of 
healthcare services. However, the lack of pharmacist recognition as a “provider” by third party 
payers including Medicare has limited the number and types of services for which pharmacists may 
be paid. 

i. FEDERAL LEVEL 

Current law confers “provider status” on certain providers and facility types. A majority of the listed 
provider types have been listed since the implementation of Medicare while only a few have been 
added to the list in recent years. The Social Security Act contains an extensive listing of the types of 
services and practitioners eligible under Medicare.35 Eligible providers range from clinical social 
workers to physical therapists, to NPs and registered dieticians. However, this list does not 
designate pharmacists – medication, public health, wellness, and preventative care professionals – 
as providers. 

As a result, the lack of “provider status” under the Social Security Act precludes community 
pharmacists from being paid for clinical care services rendered to Medicare and Medicaid 
beneficiaries. It also impedes their ability to offer services they are well-‐trained trained to render.36 

For instance, Medicare Part B currently pays for health and wellness screenings, immunizations, 
disease state management, and smoking cessation programs, among others – all are services that 
pharmacists can currently provide in accordance with the vast majority of state laws. The arbitrary 
omission of pharmacists as providers within the Medicare program serves to limit consumer access 
and choice for services that pharmacists readily provide to other patient populations. The impact of 
this unwarranted and arbitrary policy is seen most in medically underserved populations. 

35 42 U.S.C.A. § 1395x(s) Eligible provider types include: Physician; Physical therapist; Occupational therapist; Qualified speech-‐language 
pathologist; Qualified audiologist; Physician assistant (incident to a physician’s services); Nurse practitioner (incident to a physician’s 
services); Clinical nurse specialist (incident to a physician’s services);Certified nurse-‐midwife; Clinical social worker; Certified registered 

nurse anesthetist; Clinical psychologist (as defined by the Secretary for purposes of section 1861(ii); A registered dietician or nutrition 

professional; Speech language pathologist. 

36 Pharmacists can be paid as mass immunizers and diabetes suppliers if they meet certain criteria. 
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To illustrate the negative impact of this arbitrary policy on public health and consumers, consider 
health and wellness screenings, such as CLIA-‐waived tests.37 Many CLIA-‐waived tests are used by 
physicians, nurse practitioners and others to assist with the early detection and monitoring the 
progression of disease. As we indicated previously, the Medicare Part B Program provides many of 
these tests at no out-‐of-‐pocket cost to the beneficiaries, and pays the healthcare providers listed 
above to render these services. Despite this wide authorization to provide free health screenings to 
beneficiaries, rates remain extremely low for many common conditions, particularly in rural and 
minority populations.38,39,40 Many states permit pharmacists to order and interpret tests related to 
a patient’s medication regimen, and an increasing proportion of community pharmacists provide 
these services for their non-‐Medicare population. However, the lack of Medicare “provider” status 
prevents community pharmacists from billing for such tests and, thus, drastically limits consumer 
choice. 

Pharmacists: Health Testing Providers: In a 2013 nationwide survey of U.S. adults, one in five adults 
reported having a health test performed at a pharmacy in the previous year. The National 
Association of County and City Health Officials (NACCHO) has also noted the role pharmacies play in 
increasing access to health testing: 

Given the accessibility of pharmacies and their reach into diverse communities, pharmacies 
can improve…compliance with screenings recommended by the U.S. Preventive Services 
Task Force. As healthcare providers, pharmacists offer an important contribution to 
preventive health services and the broader public health system. Health departments 
traditionally have a strong reach into diverse populations, so coordinated efforts with 
pharmacies can ensure improved preventive services within communities. 

In fact, NACCHO recently issued a public health brief calling for partnerships between local health 
departments and pharmacies focusing on rapid diagnostic testing.41 Furthermore, published 
reports have also documented that pharmacies increased access to screenings for cardiovascular 
disease42, diabetes43, HIV44, Hepatitis C45, Strep throat46, osteoporosis47, and many other conditions. 

37 The Food and Drug Administration (FDA ) defines a CLIA-‐waived test as one that has been cleared safe for home use, and employs methodologies 
that are simple and accurate or pose no reasonable risk of harm to the patient if the test is performed incorrectly. 

38 Carter M. Hepatitis C testing rate low and knowledge of the infection poor in the US “baby boomer” generation. May 18, 2012. Retrieved from: 
http://www.aidsmap.com/Hepatitis-‐C-‐testing-‐rate-‐low-‐and-‐knowledge-‐of-‐the-‐infection-‐poor-‐in-‐the-‐US-‐baby-‐boomer-‐generation/page/2357610/
39 Smith M. Youth HIV Rate High, Testing Low. November 27, 2012. Retrieved from: http://abcnews.go.com/Health/AIDS/youth-‐hiv-‐rate-‐high-‐testing-‐
low/story?id=17821912
40 Associated Press. Study: High-‐risk groups not screened for diabetes. May 30, 2011. Retrieved from: 
http://www.rrstar.com/updates/x724655842/Study-‐High-‐risk-‐groups-‐not-‐screened-‐for-‐diabetes

41 NACCHO Preparedness Brief “Leveraging Partnerships between Local Health Departments and Pharmacies: Bringing Rapid Diagnostic Testing to 
Community Pharmacies.” Apr. 11, 2014.
42 Snella KA. Pharmacy-‐ and Community-‐Based Screenings for Diabetes and Cardiovascular Conditions in High-‐Risk Individuals. JAPhA. 2006;46:307-‐7. 
43 Fera T, el al. The Diabetes Ten City Challenge: Interim clinical and humanistic outcomes of a multisite pharmacy diabetes care program. JAPhA. 48:2. 
2008. 
44 Calderon Y, et al. Counselor-‐Based Rapid HIV Testing in Community Pharmacies. AIDS Patient Care and STDs. August 2013. Retrieved from: 
http://online.liebertpub.com/doi/abs/10.1089/apc.2013.0076
45 The Hepatitis C Trust. Pharmacy-‐based testing for hepatitis B and hepatitis C. Retrieved from: 
http://www.hepctrust.org.uk/Resources/HepC%20New/Hep%20C%20Resources/Education%20and%20Training/Pharmacy%20Testing%20Overview% 
20-‐%20Oct%202011.pdf 
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In one study, pharmacists screened 888 participants for diabetes and cardiovascular conditions and 
81% of these patients were referred for follow-‐up care due to the detection of an abnormality. 
Screenings in community pharmacy settings improved follow-‐up rates with physicians compared 
with screenings conducted in non-‐healthcare settings.48 

A report from the U.S. Public Health Service noted the capacity of community pharmacy in 
augmenting patient access; in 6 months, one nationwide pharmacy program provided services such 
as blood pressure screenings to more than 42,000 patients.49 Another national pharmacy chain 
engaged its more than 26,000 health professionals to provide free blood pressure screenings. As 
89% of all U.S. residents live within 5 miles of a community pharmacy, the unique reach and 
accessibility of pharmacies holds promise to increase competition and consumer screening choices. 
No evidence has been reported related to safety concerns with CLIA-‐waived tests being conducted 
at pharmacies. 

Impact on Competition. Studies have shown that pharmacy-‐based tests are more affordable than 
those provided in other settings. One study showed rapid antigen detection testing services cost 
patients $45 in pharmacies versus a $100 physician visit.50 A separate study identified pharmacist-‐
provided testing for pharyngitis to be the most cost-‐effective strategy as well as the cost-‐minimizing 
strategy for the diagnosis and treatment of pharyngitis in adults.51 A report by the HHS Office of 
Inspector General recently found that Medicare could have saved $1 billion in 2011 had it paid the 
lowest rate negotiated by private insurers for lab tests.52 Increasing competition through further 
expansion of pharmacy-‐based testing may also generate significant system and consumer savings. 

Impact on Consumer Choice. Patients have reported high rates of satisfaction with health testing in 
community pharmacies53and that testing in pharmacies was preferable to getting tested in physician 
settings.54 In a 2013 survey of U.S. adults, 69% of consumers reported they would be likely to 
receive diagnostic services such as blood pressure screenings at pharmacies, and 59% reported they 
would access diagnostic tests such as blood, urine, or strep testing at pharmacies if available. Yet, 
despite the high levels of patient-‐reported satisfaction, and demonstrated impact on consumer 

46 MacLean et al, 2013. Community Pharmacy Based Rapid Strep Testing with Prescriptive Authority. Retrieved from: 
http://www.communitypharmacyfoundation.org/resources/grant docs/CPFGrantDoc 12587.pdf 
47 Goode JV, et al. Regional osteoporosis screening, referral, and monitoring program in community pharmacies. JAPhA. 2004;44:152-‐60.
 
48 Snella KA. Pharmacy-‐ and Community-‐Based Screenings for Diabetes and Cardiovascular Conditions in High-‐Risk Individuals. JAPhA. 2006;46:307-‐7.
 
49 Giberson S. Million Hearts: Pharmacist-‐Delivered Care to Improve Cardiovascular Health. Public Health Reports. January-‐February 2013.
 
50 Garrelts MacLean L. Community Pharmacy Based Rapid Strep Testing with Prescriptive Authority. Retrieved from:
 
http://www.communitypharmacyfoundation.org/resources/grant docs/CPFGrantDoc 12587.pdf 
51 Klepser D, et al. Cost-‐Effectiveness of Pharmacist-‐Provided Treatment of Adult Pharyngitis. Am J Manag Care. 2012 April 1;18(4)145-‐54.
 
52 Department of Health and Human Services. Office of Inspector General. Comparing Lab Test Payment Rates: Medicare Could Achieve Substantial
 
Savings. June 2013. Retrieved from: http://oig.hhs.gov/oei/reports/oei-‐07-‐11-‐00010.pdf
 
53 Caldreon Y, et al. Counselor-‐Based Rapid HIV Testing in Community Pharmacies. AIDS Patients Care and STDs. Retrieved from:
 
http://online.liebertpub.com/doi/abs/10.1089/apc.2013.0076
54 Hepatitis C Trust. Pharmacy-‐based testing for hepatitis B and hepatitis C. Retrieved from: 
http://www.hepctrust.org.uk/Resources/HepC%20New/Hep%20C%20Resources/Education%20and%20Training/Pharmacy%20Testing%20Overview% 
20-‐%20Oct%202011.pdf 
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access and cost, physician groups have continued to actively oppose pharmacy services, such as 
health screenings, which are well within the pharmacists’ education and training.55 

Pharmacy Care Reimbursed As “Incident to Physician.” In recognizing that community pharmacists 
are providing valuable patient care, the American Academy of Family Physicians (AAFP) submitted a 
letter to CMS on January 22nd of this year.56 In so doing, AAFP emphasized the increasing role of 
team-‐based care and the establishment of medical homes, and noted that family medicine practices 
are employing pharmacists as part of the team. AAFP further noted that these pharmacists are 
engaged in face to face delivery of patient care pursuant to a written physician protocol and 
incidental to services provided by the physician. 

AAFP further explained that these services now provided by pharmacists are identical to those 
services coded and traditionally billed by physicians as “evaluation and management services,” and 
asked CMS to confirm that pharmacists are considered among the “auxiliary personnel” as defined 
in sections 60(A) and 60.1(B) of the Medicare Benefit Policy Manual so that “physicians may bill 
Medicare for a Part B covered service provided by a pharmacist in the practice as long as all the 
incident to rules are otherwise met.”57 In response to the AAFP letter, CMS confirmed AAFP’s 
interpretation that a physician may bill for services provided by a pharmacist as incident to services; 
noting that the agency modified the definition of auxiliary personnel and the provision of services 
and supplies to state that all applicable state laws also must be observed.58 

As a result of CMS’ confirmation, a CLIA-‐waived test for a patient with diabetes provided by a 
pharmacist may be billed as incident to physician services assuming all applicable requirements are 
met. However, the pharmacist who provided the services is prohibited from billing Medicare Part B 
for the same service. 

Hence, the value of care services provided by pharmacists has been recognized by family medicine 
practitioners and CMS and may be billed and reimbursed incident to physician services if applicable 
requirements are met. Yet, such care services are limited by physician supervision and state scope 
of practice laws, having a profound impact on access to affordable, patient care in medically 
underserved areas. It is well documented that the physician shortage is more pronounced “in 
communities with high proportions of minority and low-‐income residents with greater health 
needs.”59 As a result, stringent state supervision policies and federal “incident to physician” 

55 For example, see Resolution 67-‐14 of the Michigan Academy of Family Physicians (MAFP), entitled “Oppose Rapid Diagnostic Testing (RDT) Program
 
in Michigan Pharmacies” introduced by Barb Saul, DO, for the MAFP. See Appendix F for a copy of the Resolution.
 
56 Jan. 22, 2014 Letter to CMS Administrator Marilyn Tavenner. http://www.aafp.org/news/practice-‐professional-‐issues/20140416incidenttoltr.html.
 
57 American Academy of Family Physicians. AAFP, CMS Clarify ‘Incident to’ Rules Relating to Pharmacists’ Services. April 16, 2014.
 
http://www.aafp.org/news/practice-‐professional-‐issues/20140416incidenttoltr.html
58 In confirming care services provided by a pharmacist may be billed by a physician as incident to services, CMS also pointed out that regarding
 
medication therapy management services, as described by CPT codes 99605 to 99607 – are not subject to incident to billing requirements since such
 
codes are excluded from Part B coverage and are reimbursed under Medicare Part D . Cite CMS Ltr; or AAFP website.
 
59 Robert wood Johnson Foundation., Research Synthesis Report No. 22: Primary Care Health Workforce in the United States, at 7 (2011); Kaiser
 
Foundation, Improving Access to Adult Primary Care in Medicaid; Exploring the Potential Role of Nurse Practitioners and Physician Assistants (Mar.
 
2011); http://kaiserfamilyfoundation.files.wordpress.com/2013/01/8167.pdf.; https://.www.aamc.org/download/100598/data.
 

138

https://.www.aamc.org/download/100598/data
http://kaiserfamilyfoundation.files.wordpress.com/2013/01/8167.pdf
http://www.aafp.org/news/practice-�-professional-�-issues/20140416incidenttoltr.html
http://www.aafp.org/news/practice-�-professional-�-issues/20140416incidenttoltr.html
http:observed.58
http:training.55


   
  
    

 

 

NACDS Comments to FTC
 
April 30, 2014
 
Page 16 of 72
 

requirements can have a dramatic impact on access to care services provided in medically 
underserved and rural areas.60 

Solution: Federal Legislation. Federal legislation has recently been introduced to authorize 
Medicare Part B to utilize pharmacists to their full capability by providing those underserved 
beneficiaries with services, subject to state scope of practice laws.61 Private estimates of this 
legislative change reflect costs in the single-‐digit billion dollar range over ten years. However, this 
important legislation would lead not only to reduced overall healthcare costs, but also to increased 
access to healthcare services and improved healthcare quality and outcomes for a very vulnerable 
population. Accordingly, we encourage the FTC to support federal efforts to create a level playing 
field for trained and qualified health providers, thereby increasing competition and consumer 
choice. 

ii. STATE LEVEL 

According to a recent analysis conducted by the National Alliance of State Pharmacy Associations 
(NASPA), thirty-‐four (34) states recognized pharmacists as providers or practitioners in at least one 
section of their state statute or in their state Medicaid program. See NASPA provider map below. 

60 “Patient-‐Centered Medical Homes,” Health Affairs, September 14, 2010. 
61 H .R. 4190 -‐ To amend title XVIII of the Social Security Act to provide for coverage under the Medicare program of pharmacist services. 113th 
Congress (2013-‐2014). http://beta.congress.gov/bill/113th-‐congress/house-‐bill/4190 
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While recognition as a healthcare provider is certain ly a positive development, a key point is that 
the provider designation at the state leve l, in and of itself, does not equate w ith reimbursement for 
services rendered. In fact, state reimbursement is inconsistent and limited at the state level. In 

assessing reimbursement policies, NASPA reported that on ly ten (10) states provide for 
reimbursement for MTM services through Medicaid programs. Likewise, only seven (7) states 
provide for pharmacy care reimbursement for these services through their state employee 
programs, whi le f ifteen (15) states provided for reimbursement for certain Medicaid healthcare 

services. 62 Four states, Colorado, Iowa, Minnesota, and Wisconsin, are the most progressive states, 
providing reimbursement means for both Medicaid medication management and certain other 
services. Of the total reimbursing states, pharmacists are not formal ly recognized as providers in six 
(6) "state' s statute or Medicaid provider manuals, but are compensated for providing targeted 
patient care services."63 See fo llowing Reimbursement Table. 

Current state reimbursement po licies therefore hamper the delivery of innovative care and provide 
significant business uncertainty. As such, significant consideration shou ld be given to state 

reimbursement pol icies for innovative care delivery and emerging care models, especial ly within the 
medically underserved population to enhance healthcare capacity and strengthen community 
partnerships to offset provider shortages and the surge in individuals w ith healthcare coverage. 64 

STATE PAYMENT MEANS FOR PHARMACISTS 

Certa in Medicaid Service 

Alaska, Colorado, Indiana, Iowa, 
Minnesota, Mississippi, 
Missouri, Montana, Nebraska, 
New Mexico, North Dakota, 
Oregon, Texas, Utah, W isconsin 

Medicaid MTM 


Colorado, Iowa, 

Minnesota, Mississippi, 

Missouri, New Mexico, 

Oregon, Texas, Wisconsin 


State Employee MTM 


Kentucky, Maryland, 

M innesota, North Dakota, 

West Virginia, Virginia 


Il l. ADVANCEMENTS IN HEALTHCARE DELIVERY & TECHNOLOGY 

The passage of the Affordable Care Act (ACA) estab lished the Center for Medicare and Medicaid 

Innovation. The Center was appropriated $10 billion to develop, implement and test a host of new 


payment models that aim to fundamenta lly change the way providers are reimbursed. The new 

models target providers along the entire continuum of care, with preference to models that 


improve the coordination, qual ity, and efficiency of healthcare services.65 


62 American Pharmacists Association 2014 An nual Meet ing and Exposit ion. "Everything you ever wanted to know about Provide r Status but didn' t have 

ti me to ask." Presented March 29, 2014. Orlando, FL. 

63 Pharmacy Today • FEBRUARY 2014; "NASPA finds state-level provider st at us is widespread, but not necessarily linked to payment" 

64 The medically underserved population includes seniors with cultural or linguistic access barrie rs, residents of public housing, persons with HIV/AIDS, 

as we ll as rural populations and many others. 

6S Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Services. About the CMS Innovation Center. http://innovation.cms.gov/about/index.html 


1776 W ilson Blvd • Suite 200 • Arl ington, VA 22209 • 703.549.3001 • Fax: 703.836.4869 • www.NACDS.org 
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ACOs and PCMHs are central to the new structure for payment reform at the health system level. 
Coordinated care helps ensure that patients, especially the chronically ill, get the right care at the 
right time, with the goal of avoiding unnecessary duplication of services, reducing variability and 
waste, and preventing medical errors. Likewise, commercial payers increasingly are restructuring 
their payment models with providers to align incentives with improving quality and reducing the 
total cost of care. Many are experimenting with ACOs, PCMHs, and hospital bundling. In each of 
the value-‐based purchasing models, the fundamental change is simply to realign financial incentives, 
and create a business context for improvement, which builds upon the supposition that better care 
coordination and chronic disease management in the primary care setting can lead to higher quality 
care and lower inpatient utilization and lower total cost of care. 

There is no question that improved medication management is central to better treatment of 
chronic disease. Efforts to improve care coordination and patient outcomes will be thwarted if 
patients with chronic disease do not appropriately take their medications as prescribed and get the 
requisite monitoring and care they need. As previously noted, there is compelling evidence 
demonstrating that pharmacists are uniquely positioned to improve patient outcomes and reduce 
overall healthcare costs. However, key IT operational and business challenges exist in the pursuit of 
care coordination and interoperability. 

While some progress has been made with adoption and utilization of EHRs, issues with access and 
interoperability standards still exist, especially for community pharmacies. Without access to EHR 
data, pharmacy is essentially locked out from robust care coordination and the ability to identify 
gaps in care, avoid redundant care services, and secure access to full patient medical information, 
including medical diagnosis and important laboratory data. However, integrated healthcare teams 
benefit from bi-‐directional and interoperable systems in improving patients’ quality of care and 
patient outcomes as well as providing system efficiencies. 

The importance of interoperability and care coordination cannot be overstated. For example, 
interoperability of healthcare systems, and enhanced care coordination, would benefit Medicare 
beneficiaries with multiple chronic illnesses, who, as noted above, see an average of 13 different 
physicians, have 50 different prescriptions filled per year, account for 76 percent of all hospital 
admissions, and are 100 times more likely to have a preventable hospitalization.66 The lack of 
effective access and interoperability today continue to underpin the concerns of the potential 
monopolization of health IT, which occurs as a result of exclusionary proprietary standards and data 
ownership matters. As such, NACDS encourages FTC to assess access and interoperability issues in 
the healthcare IT space, and support efforts to remove barriers and obstacles that hinder holistic 
approaches to patient care, care coordination, and the advancement of public health. 

IV. MEASURING & ASSESSING QUALITY OF HEALTHCARE 

NACDS and its members recognize the importance of developing and implementing a meaningful 
quality measuring and rating systems (QRS) for federal programs, Qualified Health Plans (QHPs) 
offered through health insurance exchanges, as well as within standards for emerging care models, 

66 http://www.pcpcc.org/sites/default/files/media/medmanagement.pdf 

141

http://www.pcpcc.org/sites/default/files/media/medmanagement.pdf
http:hospitalization.66


   
  
    

 

 

 
 

NACDS Comments to FTC
 
April 30, 2014
 
Page 19 of 72
 

such as ACOs and PCMHs. The overarching goal of QRS systems is to provide transparent, actionable 
ratings to consumers based on healthcare quality and outcomes, consumer experience, and cost. 
NACDS supports QRS systems that: 

•	 Demonstrate sound, reliable, and meaningful information on the performance that is 
useful and pertinent to consumers to support informed decision-‐making; 

•	 Align with priority measures currently implemented in federal, state, and private 
sector programs; and 

•	 Include measures that are actionable to encourage delivery of high quality 
healthcare services, and improve patient health outcomes. 

A central focus of the Medicare 5-‐Star rating system for medications for MA-‐PD and PDP Plans is on 
safe, consistent, and appropriate medication use. CMS has stated that “[o]ne of the most important 
ways you can manage your health is by taking your medication as directed.”67 In 2012, CMS 
launched five (5) medication-‐related adherence measures as part of the Medicare 5-‐Star Part D 
program, which are now publicly reported for the Medicare Advantage program and the Part D 
program. 

Moreover, a recent study conducted in conjunction with the Center for Medicare and Medicaid 
Innovation ("CMMI MTM study")68 found that individuals enrolled in Medication Therapy 
Management (MTM) programs -‐

particularly those who received annual CMRs – experienced significant improvements in drug 
therapy outcomes when compared to beneficiaries who did not receive any MTM services, 
thus supporting the hypothesis that the annual CMR may be one of the more crucial 
elements of MTM. Significant cost savings associated with all-‐cause hospitalizations at the 
overall PDP and MA-‐PD levels were found, which may be due to MTM's comprehensive rather 
than disease-‐specific approach.69 

CMS studies have found that high-‐performing MTM programs “not only improved drug therapy 
outcomes but also maintained or lowered rates of hospitalizations, ER visits, and associated costs.”70 

Specifically, MTM services decreased hospital utilization and costs in diabetes and congestive heart 
failure patients receiving CMRs, leading to significant cost savings in per-‐patient hospitalization costs 
of $526 and $329, respectively.71 

67 https://www.cms.gov/Medicare/Prescription-‐Drug-‐Coverage/PrescriptionDrugCovGenIn/Downloads/2013-‐Part-‐C-‐and-‐D-‐Preview-‐2-‐
Technical-‐Notes-‐v090612-‐.pdf. at 62. 

68 http://innovation.cms.gov/Files/reports/MTM-‐Interim-‐Report-‐01-‐2013.pdf). 

69 See Proposed Part D Rule expanding eligibility for MTM care. http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-‐2014-‐01-‐10/pdf/2013-‐31497.pdf 
70 https://s3.amazonaws.com/public-‐inspection.federalregister.gov/2013-‐31497.pdf. 
71 http://innovation.cms.gov/Files/reports/MTM Final Report.pdf. 
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Importantly, a recent research study has also shown a positive association between CMS 5-‐Star 
Medicare Part D quality ratings and beneficiary enrollment.72 From the study findings, the authors 
noted that not only did this information assist consumers with enrollment decisions, but also may 
provide: 

•	 Firms with additional incentive to cultivate higher quality, 
•	 CMS with justification to continue to advance public reporting, and 
•	 Policy makers with a rationale to pursue quality reporting in other health insurance 

markets.73 

Accordingly, patient outcomes and system costs are significantly influenced by medication 
management and related care quality metrics. Additionally, because of the transparent and 
accessible quality ratings of Medicare programs and because of quality bonus program payments, 
commercial payors have an increased interest in working with community pharmacies to help drive 
medication adherence public quality reporting, specifically with the Medicare Stars program. 

NACDS therefore submits that transparent and meaningful quality measures significantly improve 
patient care,74 and protect consumers by providing relevant and meaningful quality rating 
information on medications. We also submit that lack of alignment on quality standards, such as 
medication management metrics, undermines consumer education efforts, and diminishes the 
ability of individuals (both consumers and providers) to have a consistent understanding of the 
federal and state quality and performance measures with respect to safe, consistent, and 
appropriate medication use. 

V.	 PRICE COMPETITION OF HEALTHCARE SERVICES 

NACDS is concerned that overly strict application of certain federal and state laws hampers the 
ability of pharmacies to compete on price for customers who are covered by Medicare, Medicaid, 
and other government programs. As a result, these customers have lost access to lower cost 
medications and other services, which negatively impacts their health. 

One way that retail community pharmacies compete is by offering price reduction programs that 
reduce consumers’ costs for prescription drugs and other products and services. For example, many 
pharmacies offer discount cards or loyalty programs that enable customers to pay lower prices for 
many healthcare and non-‐healthcare products and services. Similarly, pharmacy coupons offer 
consumers cost savings off prescription drugs, over the counter medications, and other products or 
services. These discount programs encourage price competition among pharmacies and help 
consumers by lowering costs. 

72 Reid, R, et al. Association Between Medicare Advantage Plan Star Ratings and Enrollment. JAMA. 2013;309(3):267-‐274. 

73 Id at 273 emphasis added. 
74 Harvard Business Review: The Strategy that Will Fix Health Care; Oct. 2013; Harvard Business Review Blog: Redefining the Patient 
Experience with Collaborative, Sept. 2013. http://hbr.org/2013/10/the-‐strategy-‐that-‐will-‐fix-‐health-‐care/ar/1 
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However, the vast majority of consumers enrolled in Medicare, Medicaid, and other government 
healthcare programs are not allowed to receive the benefits of lower costs by participating in many 
pharmacy discount programs. As a result of strict interpretations of the federal civil monetary 
penalties law75 and the federal anti-‐kickback law,76 as well as parallel state laws, these consumers 
are routinely unable to enjoy the benefits of pharmacy discount programs. 

NACDS understands that a principal rationale for these laws is to protect against overutilization of 
items and services that are paid for by government healthcare programs.77 However, this rationale 
does not normally apply in the context of retail pharmacies, because pharmacies do not control 
utilization of prescription medications or medical equipment. Instead, utilization of covered items 
and services is controlled by physicians and others who issue prescriptions for covered drugs and 
medical equipment. Therefore, the underlying basis for applying these laws to pharmacies is 
questionable at best. 

Statutory exceptions to the civil monetary penalties law were enacted in 2010 to enable pharmacies 
to offer discounts and other benefits to patients enrolled in government healthcare programs. For 
example, one provision that is specifically tailored to retail pharmacies allows pharmacies to offer 
“coupons, rebates, or other rewards” to Medicare and Medicaid patients as long as certain 
protections against fraud and abuse are implemented.78 Unfortunately, thus far the HHS Office of 
Inspector General (OIG) has narrowly interpreted this exception to apply only in very limited 
circumstances.79 

As a result, consumers enrolled in Medicare, Medicaid, and other government programs are still 
routinely excluded from accessing pharmacy price discounts, even though the same discounts are 
freely available to consumers enrolled in private insurance plans. This situation limits price 
competition among pharmacies for consumers enrolled in government programs, and denies those 

75 Also known as the patient remuneration law, this statute makes it illegal for any person to offer or transfer “remuneration” to a beneficiary of a 
government healthcare program that is likely to influence the beneficiary’s selection of a reimbursable product (such as a prescription drug) or a 
provider (such as a retail pharmacy). 42 U.S.C. § 1320a-‐7a(a)(5). Remuneration “includes the waiver of coinsurance and deductible amounts (or any 
part thereof), and the transfer of items or services for free or for other than fair market value.” Id. at § 1320a-‐7a(i)(6); see also 42 C.F.R. § 1003.101. 
Remuneration essentially includes “anything of value.” OIG Special Advisory Bulletin, 67 Fed. Reg. 55855, 55856 (Aug. 30, 2002). 

76 The anti-‐kickback statute makes it a criminal offense to knowingly and willfully offer, pay, solicit, or receive any remuneration to induce or reward 
referrals of items (such as prescription drugs) or services reimbursable by a federal health care program such as Medicare or Medicaid. 42 U.S.C. § 
1320a-‐7b(b). 

77 See S. Becker, et al., Health Care Law: A Practical Guide, § 2.03[1][c] (2012). 

78 42 U.S.C. § 1320a-‐7a(i)(6)(G). Other new exceptions to the definition of prohibited “remuneration” include discounts that promote access to care, 
unadvertised discounts related to medical care provided to consumers in financial need, and waiver of copays for generic drugs by plan sponsors. See 
id. at § 1320a-‐7a(i)(6)(F)-‐(I). OIG has also recognized an exception for items of “nominal value” but strict application of this exception (e.g., annual 
limits on the amount and restrictions on the types of benefits that may be offered) make it difficult or impossible for many pharmacy discount 
programs to satisfy this exception. See OIG Advisory Opinion 08-‐07 (Jul 7, 2008). 

79 See OIG Advisory Opinion No. 12-‐05 (May 1, 2012); OIG Advisory Opinion No. 12-‐14 (Oct 16, 2012). Both Advisory Opinions were limited to large 
supermarkets where consumers could earn discounts off the price of gasoline by purchasing many other types of non-‐healthcare items as well as 
prescription drugs. 
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consumers the important benefit of lower healthcare costs. Moreover, the inability of these 
consumers to access lower healthcare costs actually harms patient health by reducing the likelihood 
that patients will take their prescribed medications.80 Failure to take prescription medications, in 
turn, actually increases overall healthcare costs paid by Medicare, Medicaid and other healthcare 

81programs.

In summary, strict application of these laws to pharmacies reduces competition among pharmacies, 
increases consumer costs, harms consumer health, and increases overall healthcare costs paid by 
taxpayer-‐funded programs. NACDS asks the FTC to work with OIG to advocate a balanced approach 
that protects against fraud and abuse while also protecting competition and helping consumers. 

VI. CONCLUSION 

We appreciate your engagement in this important area and the thoughtful approach in which you 
are soliciting views from stakeholders on these issues. We look forward to continuing to work with 
you, and other stakeholders, as you continue consideration of these and other important matters 
to advance competition and consumer choice. 

Sincerely, 

Kathleen Jaeger 
Senior Vice President, Pharmacy Care & Patient Advocacy 

Don Bell 

Senior Vice President & General Counsel 


80 A. Kulik et al., “Full Prescription Coverage Versus Usual Prescription Coverage After Coronary Artery Bypass Graft Surgery,” J. Am. Heart Assn 
128:S219-‐S225 (2013) (“the elimination of copays for secondary preventive therapies increased medication adherence and reduced patients’ out-‐of-‐
pocket spending for drugs, without increasing overall healthcare costs.”), available at 
http://scholar.harvard.edu/files/nkc/files/2013 mi freee cabg subgroup circulation.pdf. See also N. Choudry et al., “Untangling the relationship 

between medication adherence and post–myocardial infarction outcomes: Medication adherence and clinical outcomes,” ____________________ (in 

study with no patient copays, “patients randomized to full prescription drug coverage who achieved full adherence to their prescribed secondary 
prevention medications had significantly better event-‐free survival.”), available at 
http://scholar.harvard.edu/files/nkc/files/2014 adherence outcome relationship ahj.pdf. 

81 See Congressional Budget Office, Offsetting Effects of Prescription Drug Use on Medicare’s Spending for Medical Services (Nov 2012), retrieved 
from: http://www.cbo.gov/sites/default/files/cbofiles/attachments/43741-‐MedicalOffsets-‐11-‐29-‐12.pdf; Roebuck MC, Liberman JN, Gemmill-‐Toyama 
M, Brennan TA. Medication Adherence leads to lower health care use and costs despite increased drug spend. Health Affairs. 2011 Jan; 30(1):91-‐99; 
Jha AK, Aubert RE, Yao J, et al. Greater Adherence to Diabetes Drugs is Linked to Less Hospital Use and Could Save Nearly $5 Billion Annually. Health 
Affairs. 2012 Aug; 31(8)1836-‐46. 
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Appendix A 
Case Study -‐-‐ State Policy: Pharmacists as Immunizers 

Pharmacies have emerged as leading partners with public health officials, including the Center for 
Disease Control and Prevention (CDC), with respect to immunizations.82 As it stands today, 
community pharmacies are leading providers of adult vaccinations in the United States, with 
nearly 1 in 4 adults receiving a vaccination in a community pharmacy in the past year. Starting in 
2009, and every year since then, CDC seeks the partnership and collaboration of the community 
pharmacy industry in an effort to meet certain public health vaccination goals. The convenience 
and accessibility of community pharmacists have helped enhanced public health vaccination rates 
over the years by expanding the points of access and choice in communities. 

The authority of pharmacists to administer vaccines is determined by each state’s laws and 
regulations governing pharmacy practice. However, despite the public health benefits, some 
states limit either: (1) the types of vaccinations pharmacists are allowed to administer; or/and (2) 
the age of patient populations that pharmacists can vaccinate. 83 Unwarranted and needless state 
restrictions limit consumer access and choice to cost-‐effective vaccinations and impede major 
public health goals. 

Published studies have demonstrated that pharmacies significantly increase competition and 
consumer choice, leading to more affordable vaccinations than other healthcare settings. Data 
from the Department of Defense’s TRICARE program reported significant costs savings from a 
pharmacy-‐based vaccination pilot project. The agency noted: 

For the first six months following publication of the interim final rule, 18,361 vaccines 
were administered under the pharmacy benefits program at a cost of $298,513.19. 
Had those vaccines been administered under the medical benefit, the cost to TRICARE 
would have been $1.8M. 84 

Based on the positive acceptance of pharmacy-‐based vaccinations along with substantial system 
cost savings of the pilot project, TRICARE expanded beneficiary access to vaccinations. 

Furthermore, Harvard Medical School published a report on the mean cost of vaccinations at a 
variety of healthcare settings. The mean cost of vaccines at community pharmacies was reported to 

82 U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. CDC, HHS urge more vaccination coverage. July 22, 2013. Retrieved from 
http://www.pharmacist.com/cdc-‐hhs-‐urge-‐more-‐vaccination-‐coverage
83 See Attachment 1: State Vaccination Overview. 
84 Department of Defense. Civilian Health and Medical Program of the Uniformed Services 
(CHAMPUS)/TRICARE: Inclusion of Retail Network Pharmacies as Authorized 
TRICARE Providers for the Administration of TRICARE Covered Vaccines. Retrieved from: http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-‐2011-‐07-‐
13/html/2011-‐17516.htm 
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be significantly lower than scheduled doctor's office visits and mass vaccinat ion cl inics (Table 1).85 

Table 1. Vaccination Cost Per Setting- Data from Harvard Medical School 

Healthcare Setting Mean Vaccination Cost 
Phatmacy $11.57 
Mass vaccination clinic $17.04 
Doctor's office $28.67 

In th is study, patient surveys show a high level of satisfaction w ith vaccines provided at community 

pharmacies. The study indicated that when patients received a f lu shot at a national pharmacy 
chain, 97% ofpatients reported satisfaction with their experience, and 95% were satisfied w ith the 
informat ion they received.86 Further, in a nationw ide survey of consumers, 69% of respondents 

reported vaccinations shou ld be allowed in community pharmacies, and 69% noted they would be 
likely to go to their pharmacy for this healthcare service. 

Patients consistent ly rate pharmacists as among the most accessible healthcare professionals; 89% 
of all consumers live w ith in 5 miles of a pharmacy. Public health officials have noted the significant 
ro le pharmacies play in increasing access to vaccinat ion. The U.S. Department of Health and Human 

Services issued a letter to pharmacists, noting: " [y]our collective efforts have made a tremendous 
contribution to raising awareness and increasing access to vaccines." 87 CDC also highlighted the role 

pharmacists play in reaching diff icult-to-reach patients for immunizations. State88 and local89 health 

off icials, as well as the Institute of Medicine,90 have also lauded the ro le of pharmacists as 
immunizers in enhancing points of access for vaccinations in communities. 

Peer-rev iewed research reports further confi rm the ro le pharmacists play as accessible 
immunization providers. In one study, community pharmacies increased influenza vaccination rates 

in a high-risk populat ion f rom 43% to 61%.91 Another study found that patients receiving 

immunizations f rom pharmacists were 18 times more likely to be current on their vaccines than a 
control group, and 5 t imes more like ly to be current on vaccines than patients receiving care from 
other providers.92 Pharmacists have achieved similar increases in vaccination rates for 

85 Prosser LA, et aL Non-traditional settings for influenza vaccination ofadults: costs and cost effectiveness. Pharmacoeconomics. 

2008;26(2): 163-78. 

86 Taitel M, et aL Phannacists as Immunization Providers: Patient Attitudes and Perceptions. Pharmacy Times. Retrieved from: 

http://www.pharmacytimes.com/public.ations/issue/2011/September20111Phannacists-as-lmmunization-Providers-Patient-Attitudes-and

Perc.eptions/ 

tl U.S. Department ofHealth and Human Services. CDC, HHS urge more vaccination coverage. July 22, 2013. Retrieved from 

http://www.pharmacist.com/cdc-hhs-ucge-more-vaccination-c.overage

88 ASTHO. Pharmacy Legal Toolkit. August 2013. 

89 NACCHO. Building and Sustaining Strong Partnerships between Pharmacies and Health Departments at State and Local Levels. March 

2013. http://www.citymatch.orglsites/defaultlfiles/doc.umentslbookpages/NACCHO reportMar2013.pdf 

90 Institute ofMedicine. The 2009 HlNl lnfluenza Vaccination Campaign: Summary ofa Workshop Series. Retrieved from: 

http://www.iom.edu/Repocts/2010/The-2009-HlNl-lnfluenza-Vaccination-Campaimaspx

91 Feca T, el aL The Diabetes Ten City Challenge : Interim clinical and humanistic outcomes ofa multisite pharmacy diabetes care program. 

JAPhA. 48:2. 2008. Retrieved from: http://www.diabetestencitychallenge.com/pdf!DTCCinterimReport.pdf 

92 Higginbotham S, et al. Impact ofa pharmacist immunizer on adult immunization cates. JAPhA. 2012;52:367 -71. 
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pneumococcal vaccine93 and herpes zoster vaccine. 94,95 In addition, expanded consumer access to 
vaccinations maybe a driving force for increasing vaccination rates. Specifically, one study noted 
that 31.7% of the administered vaccines provided in community pharmacies occurred during “off-‐
clinic” hours, including weekends, evenings, and holidays.96 

Pharmacist Restrictions Reduce Community Preparedness. During the 2009 H1N1 pandemic, the 
CDC launched the H1N1 Vaccine Retail Initiative to supplement state and local public health 
vaccination efforts. Through this program, CDC partnered with community pharmacies and retail 
clinics to directly provide H1N1 vaccine. Ten community pharmacy chains participated, totaling 
10,700 retail locations served. These pharmacies received over 5.4 million doses of 2009 H1N1 
vaccine directly from CDC; many of these doses were provided during the Christmas holiday when 
other providers were closed.97 However, state laws and restrictions limited the total number of 
pharmacies that could participate. Some states imposed age restrictions on community pharmacies 
due to political problems from pediatricians; even though CDC prioritized children ages 6 months 
through 24 years of age for vaccination. 

The National Association of City and County Health Officials (NACCHO) highlighted another example 
of the impact of state laws on public health preparedness:98 

In January 2013, there was an increasingly shrinking vaccine inventory nationwide. While 
many pharmacies still had inventory, some states imposed age restrictions on the patient 
populations that pharmacists could immunize. As a result, some pharmacies were unable to 
maximally contribute to prevention efforts. To address this challenge in the state of New 
York, Governor Andrew Cuomo issued an emergency order waiving age restrictions imposed 
on pharmacies. While altering the age restrictions is a very important first step to allow for 
more immunizations, rapidly implementing this type of waiver during an actual event is 
difficult because pharmacies may have to revise standing orders, ensure they have 
sufficient vaccines and syringes, and take other steps that would require significant lead 
time. 

Current State Legislation Addressing Pharmacist Vaccinations. Several states are currently 
considering legislation to increase consumer access. Two examples include: 

• Pennsylvania S.B. 819; Sponsor: Senator Edwin Erickson 

93 Taitel M, et al. Pharmacists as providers: Targeting pneumococcal vaccinations to high risk populations. Vaccine. 29(2011)8073-6.
 
94 Otsuka S, et al. Improving Herpes Zoster Vaccination Rates Through Use of a Clinical Pharmacist and a Personal Health Record.
 
American Journal of Medicine. September 2013;832.

95 Wang J, et al. The Effect of Pharmacist Intervention on Herpes Zoster Vaccination in Community Pharmacies. J Am Pharm Assoc. 2003.
 
Retrieved from: http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3648883/
 
96 Cannon A, et al. Vaccinations Administered During off-Clinic Hours At a National Community Pharmacy: Implications for Increasing
 
Patient Access and Convenience. March 26, 2012. Retrieved from: https://cdc.confex.com/cdc/nic2012/webprogram/Paper30288.html
 
97 NACDS. Statement of NACDS for U.S. House of Representatives Homeland Security Committee, Subcommittee on Emergency
 
Preparedness, Response, and Communications. May 12, 2011.

98 NACCHO. Building and Sustaining Strong Partnerships between Pharmacies and Health Departments at State and Local Levels. March 

2013. http://www.citymatch.org/sites/default/files/documents/bookpages/NACCHO reportMar2013.pdf Emphasis added.
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This bill authorizes a pharmacist to administer injectable medications, biologicals, and 
immunizations to individuals seven years of age and older, provided that the pharmacist 
obtains parental consent for individuals under 18 and notifies the individual's primary care 
provider, if known, within 72 hours of administration. 

• Vermont S.B. 142; Sponsor: Senator Kevin Mullin 
Enables pharmacists to administer immunizations recommended by the Centers for Disease 
Control and Prevention to individuals seven years of age and above. Provides that a 
pharmacist authorized to administer vaccines will be reimbursed by an individual or an 
individual’s health insurance plan for administering a vaccine at the same rate or amount as 
a physician licensed. 

Both bills make great strides towards enhancing consumer access and highlight the need to remove 
unwarranted impediments to patient care. Given the negative impact on improving consumer 
access and choice of affordable care, we urge FTC to explore this matter further, and support 
efforts to increase the enhanced consumer access to pharmacy-‐based immunizations. 
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AppendixB 
Advanced Practice Designation Status 

Updated September 2013 

State Advanced 
Designation 

Requirements Practice Privileges 

California Advanced 
Practice 
Pharmacist 

Business and 
Professions 
Code Sections 
733, 4016.5, 
4040,4050, 
4051,4052. 
4052.3, 
4052.6, 
4052.8, 
4052.9, 4060, 
4076,4111. 
4174,4210. 
and 4233 

1. Hold an active license to 
practice pharmacy in 
California 

2. Satisfy any two ofthe 
following criteria: 

a. Earn certification in a 
relevant area of 
practice from an 
organization 
recognized by ACPE 
or another entity 
recognized by the 
board 

b. Complete a 
postgraduate 
residency through an 
accredited 
postgraduate 
institution where at 
least SO percent of the 
experience includes 
the provision of direct 
patient care services 
with interdisciplinary 
teams 

c. Have provided clinical 
services to patients 
for at least one year 
under a collaborative 
practice agreement or 
protocol with a 
physician, advanced 
practice pharmacist. 
pharmacy practicing 
collaborative drug 
therapy management, 
or health system. 

3. Pay the applicable fee to the 
board (not to exceed $300) 

4. Recognition must be renewed 
every two years 

1. Perform patient assessments 
2. Order and interpret drug therapy-

relat ed tests 
3. Refer patients to other healthcare 

providers 
4. Participate in the evaluation and 

management of disease and health 
conditions 

5. Initiate, adjust, or discontinue drug 
therapy in the manner specified in 
paragraph (4) ofsubdivision (a) of 
Section 4052.2 (collaborative 
practice). A pharmacist who adjusts 
or discontinues drug therapy shall 
promptly transmit written 
notification to the patient's 
diagnosing prescriber or enter the 
appropriate information in a patient 
record. Pharmacists must register 
with DEA prior to initiating or 
adjusting controlled substance 
therapy 
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State Advanced 
Designation 

Requirements Practice Privileges 

5. Complete 10 hours ofCE each 
renewal cycle in addition to 
the requirements ofSection 
4231 (CE requirements to 
maintain pharmacist license). 
The subject matter shall be in 
one or more areas ofpractice 
relevant to the pharmacist's 
clinical practice 

Montana Clinical 
Pharmacist 
Practitioner 

ARM 
24.174.524 

Clinical Pharmacist Practitioner 

Qualifications (Montana Code 37
7-306) 
1. Is certified by the board, in 

concurrence with the board 
of medical examiners, to 
provide drug therapy 
management, including 
initiating, modifying, or 
discontinuing therapies, 
identifying and managing 
drug-related problems, or 
ordering tests under the 
direction or supervision of a 
prescriber; 

2. Has additional education, 
experience, or certification as 
required by the board in 
concurrence with the board 
of medical examiners; and 

3. Has in place a collaborative 
pharmacy practice 
agreement 

Requirements (Rule Chapter 
24.174.526) 
1. Submit an application on a 

form prescribed by the board; 
2. Pay a registration fee as 

prescribed by the board; 
3. Hold an active, unrestricted 

Montana pharmacist license; 
4. Have completed five years of 

clinical practice experience or 
have completed a pharmacy 

Collaborative Practice Agreement 
1. Prior to initially engaging in 

collaborative practice, a pharmacist 
must provide the board with an 
executed written and electronic copy 
of the collaborative practice 
agreement. 

2. The collaborative practice 
agreement must include: 

a. The identification and 
signature of individual 
practitioner(s) authorized to 
prescribe drugs and 
responsible for the 
delegation ofdrug therapy 
management; 

i. The practitioner as 
defined in 37-2-101, 
MCA, must be 
licensed in good 
standing in Montana; 
and 

ii. The practitioner 
must be in active 
practice in the 
community in which 
the collaborating 
pharmacist practices. 
A request for an 
exception to this 
provision must be in 
writing and will be 
decided by the board. 

b. The identification and 
signature of individual 
pharmacist(s) authorized to 
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State Advanced 
Designation 

Requirements Practice Privileges 

5. 

6. 

7. 

residency and two years 
clinical practice experience 
and hold one of the following 
active certifications: 

a. BPS certification; or 
b. Nationally recognized 

certification in an 
area ofpractice as 
approved by the 
board and Board of 
Medical Examiners 
(BME). 

Submit a signed collaborative 
practice agreement to the 
board that includes a 
description of the type of 
supervision the collaborating 
physician will exercise over 
the clinical pharmacist 
practitioner; 
Following approval of the 
board, submit the application 
and collaborative practice 
agreement to the BME for 
approval; and 
Appear before the board 
and/or BME if requested. 

c. 

d. 

e. 

dispense drugs and engage 
in drug therapy 
management; 
The types ofdrug therapy 
management decisions that 
the pharmacist is allowed to 
make which may include: 

i. A specific description 
of the types of 
diseases and drugs 
involved, and the 
type ofdrug therapy 
management allowed 
in each case; and 

ii. A specific description 
of the procedures 
and methods, 
decision criteria and 
plan the pharmacist 
is to follow. 

A detailed description of the 
procedures and patient 
activities the pharmacist is to 
follow in the course of the 
protocol, including the 
method for documenting 
decisions made and a plan or 
mechanism for 
communication, feedback 
and reporting to the 
practitioner concerning 
specific decisions made. 
Documentation shall be 
recorded within 24 hours 
following each intervention 
and may be recorded on the 
patient medication record, 
patient medical chart, or a 
separate log book. 
Documentation of drug 
therapy management must 
be kept as part of the 
patient's permanent record 
and shall be considered 
confidential information; 
A method by which adverse 
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State Advanced 
Designation 

Requirements Practice Privileges 

events shall be reported to 
the practitioner; 

f. A method for the 
practitioner to monitor 
clinical outcomes and 
intercede when necessary; 

g. A provision that allows the 
practitioner to override 
protocol agreements when 
necessary; 

h. A provision that allows 
either party to cancel the 
agreement by written 
notification; 

i. The effective date ofthe 
protocol. The duration of 
each protocol shall not 
exceed one year; 

j. The annual date by which 
review, renewal. and 
revision, if necessary, will be 
accomplished; 

k. The addresses where 
records ofcollaborative 
practice are maintained; and 

1. The process for obtaining the 
patient's written consent to 
the collaborative practice 
agreement. 

3. Patient records shall be maintained 
by the pharmacist for a minimum of 
seven years and may be maintained 
in an automated system pursuant to 
ARM 24.174.817. 

4. Collaborative practice agreements 
approved by an institut ional 
committee such as the pharmacy 
and therapeutics committee and that 
will be used solely for inpatients are 
exempt 

New Mexico Pharmacist 
Clinician 

Occupational 
and 

1. 
2. 
3. 

Complete application 
Pay fee set by the board 
Submit the following: 

a. Proofofcompletion of 
sixty (60) hour board 

Prescriptive authority, guidelines or 
protocol: 
1. Only a registered pharmacist 

clinician with current protocols, 
registered with the New Mexico 
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Designation 

Requirements Practice Privileges 

Professional 
Licensing: 
Pharmacists 
16.19.4.17 

Pharmacist 
Prescriptive 
Authority 
16.19.26 

4. 

5. 

6. 

approved physical 
assessment course, 
followed by a 150 
hour, 300 patient 
contact preceptorship 
supervised by a 
physician or other 
practitioner with 
prescriptive 
authority, with hours 
counted only during 
direct patient 
interaction 

b. Submit log ofpatient 
encounters 

c. Patient encounters 
must be initiated and 
completed within 2 
years of application 

d. A pharmacist clinician 
requesting a 
controlled substance 
registration to 
prescribe controlled 
substances in 
Schedule II or III shall 
be trained in 
responsible opioid 
prescribing practices 

The board shall register each 
pharmacist certified as a 
pharmacist clinician 
Information must be added to 
a roster of pharmacist 
clinicians 
Biennial renewal of 
registration which must 
include: 

a. After January 1, 2013, 
documentation of CE 
hours, including proof 
of completion of2.0 
CEU twenty contact 
hours of live CPE or 
CME approved by CPA 
or AACME, beyond the 

medical board or the New Mexico 
board ofosteopathic medical 
examiners, may exercise 
prescriptive authority 

2. A pharmacist clinician seeking to 
exercise prescriptive authority shall 
submit an application to the board 
with the supervising physician's 
name and current license, protocol 
of collaborative practice and other 
information requested by the board 

3. The protocol will be established and 
approved by the supervising 
physician as set forth in these 
regulations and will be kept on file at 
each practice 

4. The protocol must include: 
a. Name of the physician(s) 

authorized to prescribe 
dangerous drugs and name 
of the pharmacist clinician 

b. Statement of the type of 
prescriptive authority 
decisions the pharmacist 
clinician is authorized to 
make, including, but not 
limited to: 

i. Types ofdisease, 
dangerous drug or 
dangerous drug 
categories involved 
and the type of 
prescriptive 
authority authorized 
in each case 

ii. Ordering lab tests 
and other tests 
appropriate for 
monitoring ofdrug 
therapy 

iii. Procedures, decision 
criteria or plan the 
pharmacist clinician 
is to follow when 
exercising 
prescriptive 
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State Advanced 
Designation 

Requirements Practice Privileges 

required hours in 
16.19.4.10 NMAC (CE 
required to be a 
licensed pharmacist), 
as required by the 
board 

b. Effective January 1, 
2015, a pharmacist 
clinician with a 
controlled substance 
registration to 
prescribe controlled 
substances listed in 
Schedule II or II shall 
complete a minimum 
of 0.2 CEU per 
renewal period in the 
subject area of 
responsible opioid 
prescribing practices 

c. A current copy of 
collaborative practice 
(if prescriptive 
authority is sought) 

d. A current copy of 
pharmacist clinician 
registration (if 
prescriptive authority 
is sought) 

e. Additional 
information required 
by the board 

authority 
c. Activities to be followed by 

the pharmacist clinician 
while exercising prescriptive 
authority, including 
documentation of feedback 
to the authorizing physician 
concerning specific decisions 
made; documentation may 
be made on the prescriptive 
record, patient profile, 
patient medical chart or in a 
separate log book 

d. Description ofappropriate 
mechanisms for consulting 
with the supervising 
physician, including quality 
assurance program for 
review ofmedical services 
provided by the pharmacist 
clinician 

e. Description ofthe scope of 
practice of the pharmacist 
clinician 

5. Pharmacist clinicians shall not 
prescribe dangerous drugs including 
controlled substances for self-
treatment or treatment of 
immediate family members, except 
under emergency situations. This 
does not apply to administered 
vaccines. Pharmacist clinicians shall 
not write a recommendation for the 
use of medical cannabis. 

Collaborative Professional Relationship 
1. The direction and supervision of 

pharmacist clinicians may be 
rendered by approved supervising 
physician/designated alternate 
supervising physician( s) 

2. The direction may be done by 
written protocol or by oral 
consultation. It is the responsibility 
of the supervising physician to 
assure that the appropriate 
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Designation 

Requirements Practice Privileges 

directions are given and understood 
3. The pharmacist clinician must have 

prompt access to consultation with 
the physician for advice and 
direction 

4. Any change to the supervising 
physician must be submitted to the 
board within ten working days 

Prescriptive Authority (all pharmacists 
that intend to exercise the authority to 
prescribe dangerous drugs based on 
written protocols approved by the 
Board) 
1. Vaccines 

a. Protocol 
i. Shall be exercised in 

accordance with the 
written protocol for 
vaccine prescriptive 
authority approved 
by the board 

ii. Must maintain a copy 
of protocol 

b. Education and Training 
i. Pharmacist must 

successfully 
complete a training 
course, accredited by 
ACPE, provided by: 
the CDC, a similar 
health authority of 
professional body 
approved by the 
board 

ii. Training must 
include study 
materials, hands-on 
training and 
techniques for 
administering 
vaccines, comply 
with current CDC 
guidelines, and 
provide instruction 
and experiential 
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Requirements Practice Privileges 

c. 

d. 

training in the 
following content 
areas. 

iii. Any pharmacist 
exercising 
prescriptive 
authority for 
vaccines shall 
complete a minimum 
of 0.2 CEU oflive 
ACPE approved 
vaccine related CE 
every two years. 
Such CE shall be 
addition to 
requirements in 
16.19.4.10 NMAC (CE 
for licensed 
pharmacists) 

Authorized Drugs 
i. Limited to those 

drugs and vaccines 
delineated in the 
written protocol for 
vaccine prescriptive 
authority approved 
by the board 

ii. Other vaccines 
determined by the 
CDC, the advisory 
committee on 
immunization 
practices (ACIP) or 
New Mexico 
department ofhealth 
that may be required 
to protect the public 
health and safety 

Records 
i. Must generate 

written or electronic 
prescription 

ii. Informed consent 
must be documented 
in accordance with 
the written protocol 
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2. 

for vaccine 
prescriptive 
authority approved 
by the board and 
must be maintained 
for at least three 
years 

e. Notification 
i. Upon signed consent 

of the patient or 
guardian the 
pharmacist must: 

1. Notify the 
New Mexico 
department 
ofhealth 
immunizatio 
nprogram 
and the 
patient's 
physician 

2. Update the 
New Mexico 
department 
ofhealth 
immunizatio 

' n programs 
electronic 
database of 
any vaccine 
administered 

Emergency Contraception 
a. Protocol 

i. Shall be exercised in 
accordance with the 
written protocol for 
vaccine prescriptive 
authority approved 
by the board 

ii. Must maintain a copy 
of protocol 

b. Education and Training 
i. Pharmacist must 

successfully 
complete a training 
course, accredited by 
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c. 

ACPE, in the subject 
area of emergency 
contraception drug 
therapy provided by: 
the department of 
health, planned 
parenthood, or a 
similar health 
authority or 
professional body 
approved by the 
board 

ii. The training must 
include study 
materials and 
instruction in the 
following content 
areas. 

iii. Any pharmacist 
exercising 
prescriptive 
authority for 
emergency 
contraception shall 
complete a minimum 
of 0.2 CEU oflive 
ACPE approved 
emergency 
contraception CE 
every two years. 
Such CE shall be 
addition to 
requirements in 
16.19.4.10 NMAC (CE 
for licensed 
pharmacists) 

Authorized Drugs 
i. Prescriptive 

authority is limited 
to emergency 
contraceptive drug 
therapy and shall 
exclude any device 
intended to prevent 
pregnancy after 
intercourse 
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3. 

ii. Prescriptive 
authority for 
emergency 
contraception drug 
therapy shall be 
limited to those 
drugs delineated in 
the written protocol 
approved by the 
board 

d. Records 
i. Must generate 

written or electronic 
prescription 

ii. Informed consent 
must be documented 
in accordance with 
the written protocol 
for emergency 
contraceptive drug 
therapy prescribing 
authority approved 
by the board and 
must be maintained 
for at least three 
years 

e. Notification 
i. Upon signed consent 

of the patient or 
guardian, the 
pharmacist shall 
notify the patient's 
physician 

Tobacco Cessation Drug Therapy 
a. Protocol 

i. Shall be exercised in 
accordance with the 
written protocol for 
tobacco cessation 
therapy authority 
approved by the 
board 

ii. Must maintain a copy 
of protocol 

b. Education and Training 
i. Pharmacist must 
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c. 

successfully 
complete a training 
course, accredited by 
ACPE, in the subject 
area of tobacco 
cessation drug 
therapy provided by: 
the department of 
health, health and 
human services, or a 
similar health 
authority or 
professional body 
approved by the 
board 

ii. The training must 
include study 
materials and 
instruction in the 
following content 
areas. 

iii. Any pharmacist 
exercising 
prescriptive 
authority for tobacco 
cessation shall 
complete a minimum 
of 0.2 CEU oflive 
ACPE approved 
tobacco cessation CE 
every two years. 
Such CE shall be 
addition to 
requirements in 
16.19.4.10 NMAC (CE 
for licensed 
pharmacists) 

Authorized Drugs 
i. Prescriptive 

authority is limited 
to tobacco cessation 
therapy including 
prescription and 
non-prescription 
therapies 

ii. Prescriptive 
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4. 

authority fo r tobacco 
cessation drug 
therapy shall be 
limited to those 
drugs delineated in 
the written protocol 
approved by the 
board 

d. Records 
i. Must generate 

written or electronic 
prescription 

ii. Informed consent 
must be documented 
in accordance with 
the written protocol 
for tobacco cessation 
drug therapy 
prescribing authority 
approved by the 
board and must be 
maintained for at 
least three years 

e. Notification 
i. Upon signed consent 

of the patient or 
guardian, the 
pharmacist shall 
notify the patient's 
physician 

TB Testing 
a. Protocol 

i. Prescriptive 
authority for TB 
testing shall be 
exercised in 
accordance with the 
written protocol for 
TB testing drug 
therapy approved by 
the board 

ii. Must maintain a copy 
of protocol 

b. Education and Training 
i. The pharmacist must 

successful complete 
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State Advanced 
Designation 

Requirements Practice Privileges 

training as specified 
by the CDC 

ii. CE must be 
completed as 
specified by the CDC 

c. Authorized Agents 
i. TB skin antigen 

serum 
ii. Prescriptive 

authority for TB 
testing shall be 
limited to those 
drugs delineated in 
the written protocol 
approved by the 
board 

d. Records 
i. Must generate 

written or electronic 
prescription 

ii. Informed consent 
must be documented 
in accordance with 
the written protocol 
for TB testing 
prescribing authority 
approved by the 
board and must be 
maintained for at 
least three years 

e. Notification 
i. Upon signed consent 

of the patient or 
guardian, the 
pharmacist shall 
notify the patient's 
physician and the 
department ofhealth 
of any positive TB 
test 

North Carolina Clinical 
Pharmacist 
Practitioner 
(CPP) 

21 NCAC 

1. 

2. 

Unrestricted or current 
license to practice as a 
pharmacists in North 
Carolina 
Meets one of the following 
qualifications: 

The written agreement shall: 
1. Be approved and signed by both 

physician and the CPP 
2. Be specific in regard to the 

physician, the pharmacist, the 
patient and the disease 
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State Advanced 
Designation 

Requirements Practice Privileges 

46.3100 a. Has earned 
Certification from the 
Board of 
Pharmaceutical 
Specialties, is a 
Certified Geriatric 
Pharmacists as 
certified by the 
Commission for 
Certification in 
Geriatric Pharmacy or 
has completed an 
ASHP accredited 
residency program, 
which includes two 
years or clinical 
experiences approved 
by the Boards 

b. Has successfully 
completed the course 
of study and holds the 
academic degree of 
Doctor of Pharmacy 
and has three years of 
clinical experience 
approved by the 
Boards and has 
completed the North 
Carolina Center for 
Pharmaceutical Care 
(NCCPC) or ACPE 
approved certificate 
program in the area of 
practice covered by 
the CPP agreement 

c. Has successfully 
completed the course 
of study and holds the 
academic degree of 
Bachelor ofScience in 
Pharmacy and has 
five years ofclinical 
experience approved 
by the Boards and has 
completed two NCCPC 
or ACPE approved 

3. Specify the predetermined drug 
therapy which shall include the 
diagnosis and product selection by 
the patient's physician; any 
modifications permitted, dosage 
forms, dosage schedules and tests 
which may be ordered 

4. Prohibit the substitution ofa 
chemically dissimilar drug product 
by the CPP for the product 
prescribed by the physician without 
first obtaining written consent ofthe 
physician 

5. Include pre-determined plan for 
emergency services 

6. Include a plan and schedule for 
weekly quality control, review and 
countersignature of all orders 
written by the CPP in a face-to-face 
conference between the physician 
and CPP 

7. Require that the patient be notified 
of the collaborative relationship 

8. Be terminated when patient care is 
transferred to another physician and 
new orders shall be written by the 
succeeding physician 
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State Advanced 
Designation 

Requirements Practice Privileges 

certificate programs 
with at least one 
program in the area of 
practice covered by 
the CPP agreement 

3. Submits application and fee 
($100) to the Medical Board 

4. Submits any information 
deemed necessary by the 
Medical Board 

5. Has a signed supervising 
physician agreement 

6. Renew annually ($50) 
7. Earn 35 hours ofpractice 

relevant CE each year 
approved by the Pharmacy 
Board 

Federal Yes National Clinical Pharmacy 
Specialist (NCPS) 
NCPS credentialing determined 
by IHS, adopted by IHS/PHS in 
1997 
Required credentials99 

1. Two experiential 
components 
a. 2-4 years in IHS 

pharmacy practice 
b. >1 year in clinical 

practice with 
requested disease 
state as local clinical 

"Patient care" may include: too . patient interview . chart review . ordering and interpretation of 
laboratory tests . physical assessment 

• prescriptive authority 
• formulation of clinical 

assessments 
• development of therapeutic 

plans 
• patient education 
• patient follow-up 

pharmacy specialist 
2. Attestation letters of 

clinical competence from 
physician 

Treatment and management are 
performed through a local CPA 
approved by local medical staff. 
If a pharmacist is a credentialed NCPS,

3. Didactic credentials may 
be included (disease 
management certificate, 
BPS, additional CPE 

they are able to perform patient care 
under the CPA - ifthe privileges are 
granted by local staff. 

99 http://www.usphs.govIcorpslinks/pharmacy/documents /ncps.ppt 

100 

https://www.google.com/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=7&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=OCE80Fj 
AG&url=https%3A%2F%2Fs3.amazonaws.com%2Fcipsportal%2Fresources%2Fnlr%2Fslides%2FLeader 
ship Roundtable Final 051911
Giberson.ppt&ei=N8BWU9HPOMuysQSy11HoAg&usg=AFQjCNHC8SpwheuLB5w9tor84gsRGVv9ug 
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State Advanced 
Designation 

Requirements Practice Privileges 

courses, etc.) 
4. Minimum patient contact 

hours each year 
5. NCPS committee 

approved CPA that 
contains all critical 
elements 

Recertification required every 3 
years. Requires ongoing practice 
hours, credentials and CE 

Disease states for which pharmacists 
can provide patient care 

1. Anticoagulation 
2. Nicotine dependence 
3. Diabetes 
4. Dyslipidemia 
5. Asthma 
6. Hypertension 
7. Pain Management 
8. HIV/AIDS 
9. Family practice 

Note: only a little more than 20% of IHS 
pharmacists, from 10 different states 
hold the designation after nearly 15 
years in existence. 
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Appendix C 

SUMMARY OF PHARMACISTS' EXPANDED SCOPE OF PRACTICE ACROSS CANADA 

Y Implemented in j urisdiction 

P Pending legislatio n or regulation 

or policy 

>< Not implemented 

In itiate prescription drug >< y y y y 6 y y >< >< >< 
therapy p 

Prescribe fo r minor ai lments >< y y Y 3 
y p y y y >< >< 

and conditions 

Order and interpret lab test >< y >< y y 
6 y y y >< >< 

p 
substitutions y y y >< >< 6 y y y Yl >< 

p 
Renew and extend y y y y 6 p y >< y y 
prescriptions p 
Change dose and formulation and y y Y2 y y 6 y g y >< y >< 

4 
p 

2 
y y 

injections 

>< y p p y y >< >< >< 

Provide emergency prescript io n y y y y Y S 6 y y p p y 
refill s p 

>< 

>< 

>< 

>< 

>< 

>< 

>< 

>< 

>< 

>< 

>< 

>< 

>< 

>< 

>< 

>< 

1 
©Canadian Pharmacists Association, January 2014 

1. AB: pharmacists in Alberta who have "addit iona l prescr ibing author ity" can prescribe a Schedule I drug (prescript ion-only) 

for the t reat ment of minor ailments 

2. SK& NS: only as part of assessment and prescribing for m inor ailments 

3. MB: as Continued Care Prescriptions under section 122 of t he Regulations to t he Pharmaceut ical Act 

4. ON: restricted to prescribing specified drug product s for the purpose of smoking cessatio n 

5. 	ON: admin istration of influenza vaccination t o patients five years of age and o lder; administration of all other injectio ns and 

inhalations for demonstratio n and educational purposes 

6. QC: pending Orders in Council (activity enabled by passage of Bill41, an Act t o amend the Pharmacy Act, Decem ber 8, 2011; 

regulation for this act ivity was planned for Septem ber 3, 2013, however it was postponed by Orders in Council on August 22, 

2013) 
7. QC: when authori zed by a physician by m eans of a "collective prescript ion" {i e., collabo rative practice agreem ent) 

8. QC: for demonstration purposes on ly 

9. 	 NB: prescribingconstitutes adapting, emergency prescribing or within a collaborative practice; independent prescribingor as part 

of minor a ilments prescribing is pending 

10. NL: limited to non-formulary generic substitutio n 
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AppendixD 
State Collaborative Practice Agreement Chart 

State DTM Authority Restrictions 

Alabama No NIA 

Alaska 12 AAC 52.240; 12 
AAC 40.983 

• Authority granted to phrumacist must be within the 
presctiber 's scope ofpractice 

• Activities limited to protocol I agreement established by 
collaborating physician 

• Initial agreement between physician and phrumacist may not 
exceed 2 yeru·s 

Alizona AZ Prac Act 32
1970; R4-23-110; 
R4-23-421 

• Only allowed in acute cru·e hospitals, nursing care institutions, 
staff model HMOs or commtmity health centers. 

• Phrumacist may implement, monitor, or modify a person's 
dmg therapy and use as directed by presctibed protocols, as 
each protocol developed pursuant to the dmg therapy 
agreement shall contain directions conceming the actions the 
phrumacist may perf01m for the patient\ 

• The protocol shall specify the dmg or diugs to be managed by 
the phatmacists, the conditions and events for which the 
phrumacists must notify the provider and the laborat01y tests 
that may be ordered. 

AI·kansas AR Prac Act 

17-92-101 
(14)(A)(viii) 

AR BReg 09-00
0004 

• (DTM) written protocol from in state physician 
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State DTM Authority Restrictions 

Califomia NO 

- but community 
phrumacists may 
initiate emergency 
contraception 

CA Practice Act 
4046, 4052 (only 
for phatmacists in 
institutional 
settings) 

• Collaborative practice allowed in licensed healthcare facilities 
(which only includes phrumacies in institutional settings) 
pursuant to a protocol with a physician 

• Community phrumacists may only initiate emergency 
contraception (not able to enter into collaborative practice 
agreements) 

Colorado CO Prac Act 12-22
102 per defmition 
ofpractice of 
phrumacy; 3 CCR 
719-1 6.00.10 et. 
seq. 

• May only be undettaken pursuant to initial diagnosis made by 
practitioner, 

• Require a valid order for DTM  DTM may only be conducted 
by a RPh upon the presentation ofa valid order for a specific, 
individual patient, and must specify protocol to be used 

• Must have a written agreement delineating proper protocols to 
be used and type of interaction that must occur between RPh 
&MD 

Connecticut Yes 

CT Statutes 20-631 

• In hospitals, nursing homes and if under contract with a 
hospital only 

Delawru·e No NIA 

Dist. ofCol. No NIA 

Florida FL Prac Act 
465.186, .003(13) 

64 B16-27.830 

• F01mulruy and procedures detetmined by BoP, Board of 
Medicine and Board ofOsteopathic medicine 

• FL Prac Act 465.186 
• Pursuant to Prescriber Care Plan 64B16-27.830 

Georgia Yes 

Code 26-4-50; 43
34-26.2; Regs 480
35-.01 et. seq. 

(Effective 7/1/00) 

• Pursuant to protocol agreement between appropriately 
cett ified phrumacist and physician (which identifies each 
patient for whom phrumacist is authorized to modify dmg 
therapy) 

• Protocol agreement restricts types & categories ofmeds 
allowed to be utilized and maximin dosage levels within each 
type I categ01y ofmeds 
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State DTM Authority Restrictions 

Hawaii HI Practice Act 
§461-1 (Per 
defmition of 
practice of 
phatmacy); HAR 
§16-95-130 

• Pursuant to an order or authorization made by the patient's 
licensed medical doctor and related to condition for which 
patient was seen by doctor 

• For EC, phatmacists may only dispense dmgs approved by 
FDA for EC  Plan B is the prefened dmg therapy, but other 
products may be dispensed under specific circumstances 

Idaho ID BReg 165 

IDAPA 27.01.01 Sec. 
165 

• Pursuant to parameters established in the written; signed protocol 
agreement betv.•een one or more phatmacist and one or more 
practitioners-phrumacist may conduct DTM in accordance with their 
"scope ofpractice" as approved by the practitioner in the 
collaborative practice agreement. 

• Collaborative practice agreement must be coupled with a medical 
order from the practitioner to invite allowed activities for any 
patticular patient. 

• reviewed annually 

Illinois No NIA 

Indiana Indiana Phatmacy 
Prac Act IC 25-26
16-3(a), 4 

• Hospital/Clinic 

Iowa Iowa Code 
§155A.3(26); 657
8.34 (155A) 

• Pursuant to written community practice or hospital practice 
protocol with physician 

• Protocol identified by topic and submitted to BoP or BoP
authorized committee - wtitten protocols must be submitted to 
the BoP tmtil 6/30/07 

• Protocols must contain specific inf01mation detailed in 657
8.34(2) and may authorize therapeutic interchange, lab tests, 
physical exams and monitoring ofcettain patient activities. 

Kansas HB 2146 Such collaborative practice agreement shall contain cettain 
specified conditions or limitations pursuant to the collaborating 
physician 's order, standing order, delegation or protocol. A 
collaborative practice agreement shall be: (A) Consistent with 
the n01mal and customaty specialty, competence and lawful 
practice of the physician; and (B) approptiate to the 
phatmacist's training and expetience. 

K.S.A. 65-1626a 
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State DTM Authority Restrictions 

Kentucky KY Practice Act 
315.010(4) 

• May petfOim activities outlined in written, collaborative 
agreement w/physician for each individual patient 

Louisiana LABReg909; 
LAC 46 §523 

01ety in depth mle; 

refer to specific 
language for more 
details) 

• Must be approved by both Boards ofMedicine and Phannacy tmder 
written protocol that __ to established guidelines 

• Any phannacist engaged in CDTM in Louisiana must be registered with 
the BoP. 

• CDTM is limited to monitoring and modifying a disease specific dmg 
therapy; collecting and reviewing patient history; obtaining and 
reviewing vital signs, including pulse, temperature, blood pressure, and 
respiration; ordering, evaluating, and applying the results oflaboratory 
tests directly related to the disease specific dmg therapy being managed 
tmder writt.en protocol, provided such tests do not require the phannacist 
to interpret such testing or fonnulate a diagnosis 

• For a specific patient ,treatment and prevention ofarterial and venous 
clot propagation and disease, i.e. , anti-coagulant therapy; treatment and 
prevention ofdiabetes; adjustment ofmedication administered by 
inhalant for treatment of asthma; treatment and prevention of 
dyslipidemia; smoking cessation therapy; administration ofdisease 
specific vaccines to patients 16 years ofage or older; and such other 
dmgs, diseases or conditions as may be subsequently recommended by 
the advisory collllllittee and approved by the Board. 

• Appropriately registered phannacist may engage in CDTM to the extent 
authorized by CDTM agreement filed with and approved by Board and 
in accordance with a patient specific, dmg specific, disease specific 
writt.en protocol. 

• A separate protocol must be wtitten for each patient, and a copy ofeach 
written protocol must be provided to physician and phannacist, made 
part ofthe patient's phannacy record, and appended by the phannacist 
to the CDTM agreement and maintained in a separate file at the 
phannacist's practice site listed on the pharmacist's registration on file 
with the Board 

• CDTM must be in confonnity with generally accepted standards of care 
for treatment of a patient's specific disease or condition. 
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State DTM Authority Restrictions 

Maine 32 MRSA 13821 et. 
seq. 

• EC only 
• Pursuant to written protocol with physician 
• Phatmacist must complete required board approved training 

program I course 

L.D. 1134 

A phatmacist engaging in collaborative dmg therapy 
management pursuant to subsection 1 is entitled to adequate 
access to a patient's hist01y, disease status, dmg therapy and 
laborat01y and procedure results and may: 

. Collect and review a patient's hist01y; . Obtain and check vital signs; . Order and evaluate the results of laborat01y tests directly 
related to dmg therapy under the supetvision of, or in direct 
consultation with, a practitioner and in accordance with 
approved protocols applicable to the practice setting and 
when the evaluation does not include a diagnostic 
component; and . Initiate, monitor, modify and discontinue dmg therapy for a 
patticulru· patient pursuant to the collaborative practice 
agreement with a practitioner who is treating the patient, as 
long as the action is rep01ted to the practitioner in a timely 
manner as detetmined by mles adopted pursuant to section 
13846. 
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State DTM Authority Restrictions 

Mruyland 

W ilson Blvd • Suite 2 E 

Yes 

12-6A-01 

et. seq.; COMAR 
10.34-29 et. seq. 

H.B. 283 
)0 • Arl ington, VA 2 

• Pharmacist must have a doctor ofpharmacy degree or equivalent 
training as established by the board 

• Protocol may not authorize acts that exceed the scope of practice of 
the parties to the therapy management contract 
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State DTM Authority Restrictions 

Massachusetts Board policy 2006

01 based on M.G.L. 
c. 94C, § 19A 

allows dispensing 
ofEC even though 

not discussed in 
CDTMlaw 

M.G.L.A. 94C, § 7 
allowsCDTM 

EC only pmsuant to written standardized procedme or protocol 

Pmsuant to CDTM agreement and mutually agreed upon guidelines in 
some instances, RPh may issue prescriptions 

In retail settings: 

-patient 18 or older 

- may only extend 30 days of dmg therapy prescribed by a 
physician 

- allow administration of vaccines or modification of dosages of 
medications prescribed by supervising phannacist for astluna, clu·onic 
obstructive pulmonary disease, diabetes, hypett ension, hyperlipidemia, 
congestive heart failme, HIV or AIDS, osteoporosis and co
morbidities identified by the supervising for the individual patient 
along with primruy diagnosis. The collaborative practice agreement 
shall specifically reference each disease state being co-managed. 

-No prescribing of CII-IV in retail setting 

MG.L.A. 94C § 7 subsection (g) 

-No collaborative practice agreement in the retail drug business 
sett ing may permit the prescribing of schedule II through V controlled 

substances. MG.L.A. 94C § 3 
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State DTM Authority Restrictions 

Michigan Michigan Public 
Health Code 
§333.16215, 

MI Prac Act 
§333.17708 

See comments 

Minnesota MN Prac Act 
151.01 Subdivision 
27 

• Pursuant to a wtitten protocol between the specific phatmacist 
and the individual dentist, optometrist, physician, podiatiist, or 
veterinru·ian who is responsible for the patient's cru·e and 
authorized to independently presctibe dmgs 

• Any significant changes in dmg therapy must be rep01ted by 
the phatmacist to the patient's medical record 

Mississippi MS Practice Act 
73.21.73; MS B 
Regs Alt icles 

• Community phatmacy - a specific protocol agreement shall be 
signed on each patient for whom a practitioner delegates any 
authority to initiate or modify dmg therapy 

* Please refer t o 
XXIX, XXXVI MS B reg XXXVI 

Board w ebsite* 

Missomi Sections 338.010 

(Note- MO BoP is 

working on new 

rules and 

regu lations that 

must be 

implemented 

before pharmacists 

can begin 

practicing under 

the new 

guidelines.) 

• Phatmacists may design/initiate/implement/monitor 
medication therapeutic plan defmed by presctiption order 
where prescription order is specific to each patient. 

• Phatmacists accepting Rx. order for medication therapeutic 
plan must have wti tten protocol from physician refening 
patient for medication therapy setvices. 

• Written therapeutic plan and/or order may come from 
physician only (not nurse engaged in collaborate practice 
atnngements w/physician. 

• Therapeutic substitution of a phatmaceutical prescribed by a 
physician allowed only if auth01ized by the wtitten protocol or 
the physician's prescription order. 

• Patticipating phatmacist must have BoP issued cettificate of 
medication therapeutic plan authority. 

• Phatmacist may not diagnose or independently presctibe 
phatmaceuticals. 
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State DTM Authority Restrictions 

Montana MCA 37-7-101; 

ARM 24.174.524 
• Types ofdmg management decisions that phrumacist may 

make restricted to those listed in protocol 
• Agreement to specify the types ofdiseases and diugs involved, 

and the type ofDTM allowed in each case and 
• Agreement to specify procedures and methods, decision 

criteria and plan the phrumacist must follow 
• practitioner must be in active practice in community where 

collaborating phatmacist practices - requests exceptions to 
this requirement will considered by BoP 

Nebraska NEB Reg 128-013 • Pursuant to written protocol detailed in collaborative 
agreement with physician 

Nevada Nevada Revised 
Statutes §639.0124 

Registered phatmacist, pursuant to a collaborative practice 
agreement entered into with a physician and approved by the 
State Boru·d ofPhrumacy, to implement, monitor and modify the 
diug therapy ofa patient at a facility other than a licensed 
medical facility or an extension of a licensed medical facility 
although the extended may not be independently licensed as 
specified. 
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State DTM Authority Restrictions 

New Hampshire NH RSA 318:1; 
NH RSA 318: 4-5; 
NH RSA 318:47 ; 
N.H. Code Admin. R. 
Ph 1001.01 et. seq. 

Collaborative Practice 

• Pursuant to written protocol; collaborating phannacist(s) may 
perf01m medication therapy management authorized by 
attending practitioner(s) tmder specified conditions I 
limitations 

• Patient must grant his I her inf01med consent as prut of the 
collaborative agreement 

• Phrumacist must hold unrestricted and cunent license to 
practice in NH 

• Phrumacist must have at least $1 ,000,000 ofprofessional 
liability insurance coverage 

• Phrumacist must have eamed a Phrum.D. degree or completed 
3 yeru·s of institutional clinical expetience as a licensed 
phrumacist 

• Allowed only in hospitals, long-tetm cru·e facilities, licensed 
inpatient I outpatient hospice settings, and ambulat01y cru·e 
clinics 

EC 

• Phrumacist may initiate EC in accordance with standru·dized 
procedures or protocols developed by the boru·d and an 
authorized prescriber acting within scope ofpractice 

• Only a phrumacist who has completed the required training 
may initiate EC therapy 

• Since Plan B requires a presctiption for people ages 17 yeru·s 
and under, Plan B may be dispensed to patients under 18 
pursuant to collaborative agreement; however, for patients 
over 18 years ofage, Plan B may be dispensed per FDA 
guidelines. (112007 BoP Newsletter) 

New Hampshire 
(continued) 

See above See EC restrictions above 

New Jersey NJ Prac Act 45:14
41 

• Pursuant to written protocol with physician with patient's 
consent 

• Interpretation ofclinical or lab tests under a written protocol 
may only be perf01med by a phrumacist in direct consultation 
with a physician 

• Each phatmacist who is petmitted to participate in CDTM 
must be identified by name and title in the protocol 

• Phrumacists may only perf01m ftmctions identified in protocol 
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State DTM Authority Restrictions 

New Mexico NM Practice Act 

61-11B-1, B-3; 61

11-2 NMAC 
16.19.26.9; 

16.10.11.9 NMAC; 

16.10.11.7 NMAC 

Board cettified "Phatmacist Clinician" ooder protocol filed with 

the board 

NM B Reg 18.3 --- 18.7 

• Prescriptive authority limited to emergency contracept ion drug 
therapy (and shall exclude any device intended to prevent 
pregnancy after intercourse), vaccinations (see vaccinations 
cha rt), and tobacco cessation; 

• Pha rmacists may dispense emergency cont raceptives pursuant 
to written protocol for EC drug therapy approved by Board; 

• Prescriptive authority also limited to those drugs delineated in 
the written protocol for EC drug therapy approved by the Board 

• Pha rmacist who have registered with t he Board of Medical 
Examiners may enter into collaborat ive agreements wit h a 
physician 

• Phatmacists who have entered into collaborative agreements with 
a supervisoty physician may have limited prescriptive authority 
pursuant to protocol agreement within the phatmacist clinician' s 
scope ofpractice. Such phatmacist may prescribe drugs listed in 
the Board ofMedical Examiners protocol. 

• Board allows for there to be "alternative supervising physicians" 
(written Protocol must include a statement that describes 
provisions for immediate commun icat ion or consultat ion 
between the pharmacist clinician and the supervision physician 
or alternate supervising physician.) 
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State DTM Authority Restrictions 

New York McKinney's 
Education Law 
6801 

Phrumacist who meets the requirements and who is employed 
by or othetwise affiliated with a facility shall be petmitted to 
enter into a written agreement or protocol with a physician 
authorizing collaborative therapy management, subject to 
cettain limitations and within the scope of employment or 
affiliation. 

Physician who's patty to a written agreement or protocol 
authorizing collaborative dmg therapy management shall be 
employed in the same facility which the phrumacist is also 
employed or affiliated. 

Existence of a written agreement or protocol on collaborative 
dmg therapy management an the patient's right to choose not to 
pruticipate in collaborative dmg therapy management shall be 
disclosed to any patient who's eligible to receive collaborative 
dmg therapy management.. CDTM shall not be utilized unless 
the patient or the patient's authorized representative consents, in 
writing to such management. If the patient or patient's 
authorized representative consents it shall be noted in medical 
record and shall be disclosed to primaty physician or any other 
healthcare provider. 

Prut icipation in a wtitten agreement or protocol authorizing 
DTM shall be voluntaty, and no patient, physician, phrumacist, 
or facility shall be required to pruticipate. 
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State DTM Authority Restrictions 

N01th Carolina NC PracAct 90
18.4 

21 NCAC 46.3101 

• Prohibits substitution ofa chemically dissimilar dmg product 
without physician consent. 

• CPPs restricted from supetvising no more than 3 phatmacies. 

N01th Dakota ND Practice Act 
43-15-31.4 

ND B Reg 61-04
08-02 

• Institutional only 
• (However, phrumacists may enter into agreements with 

physicians or nurse practitioners to administer vaccines in 
facilities as detailed in protocoUagreement - see Dmg 
administration chatt for detail. 

61-04-11-01) 

Ohio OHPracAct 
4729.01; OH Prac 
Act 4729.39; OH B 

Reg 4729-5-30 

• Pursuant to protocol I wtitten treatment guidelines; 
• Phrumacist who modifies DTM must personally transmit the 

fax/oral order to another phatmacist if the dmg is not 
dispensed by the phrumacist who modified the dmg order; can 
only dispense dmg prescribed by physician. 

Oklahoma No NIA 
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State DTM Authority Restrictions 

Oregon ORB Reg 855-006

0010 and 855-041
0400 

• written protocol includes dosage frequency, duration and route 
ofadministration 

• initiate upon presctiption order for individual patient 
• protocol filed with BoP 
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State 

Pennsylvania 

DTM Authority 

P A Prac Act Sec. 2 
(II & I4) (In 
defmition of 
phrumacy practice 

Collaborative 
Practice Auth01ity 

63 PS §390.2 (I I) 
(14) 

63 PS §390.9.3 

Restrictions 

• Institution only - see PA Regs Title 49 § 27.I, § 27.301 & § 
27.3II for restrictions, ed requirements, liability insurance, 
etc. 

• May engage in "management dmg therapy" pursuant to 
written protocol which includes: adjusting dmg regimen; 
strength; frequency ofadministration or route; administration 
ofdiugs; ordeiing lab tests and ordering and perf01ming other 
diagnostic test necessaty in MDT. 

• Phrumacist may be employed by a physician for the pmposed 
ofMDT and receive approptiate compensation for such 
employment, but not engage in retail dispensing while in 
healthcare practice within the context ofsuch employment. 

• Management ofdi11g therapy pursuant to a collaborative 
agreement shall be initiated by a wtitten refenal from licensed 
physician to phatmacist. Written refenal shall include the 
frequency in which phatmacist must conduct management of 
di11g therapy in person. 

• Licensed physician who is patty to collaborative agreement 
authorizing the management of diug therapy shall hold an 
active license in good standing and in accordance w/ tetms of 
collaborative agreement shall be within scope of the licensed 
physician's cunent practice. 

• 	Collaborative agreement must specify the tetms under which 
phrumacist providing management ofdiug therapy is 
petmitted to adjust diug regimen or adjust diug strength, 
frequency of adininistration or route w/out prior written or oral 
consent by the collaborating physician. 
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State DTM Authority Restrictions 

Rhode Island 5-19.1-1 et. seq. • Phatmacist must have post-graduate education training 
including (but not limited to) residency training, boru·d 
cettification, cett ification from an accredited professional 
organization educational institution (or any other CE provider 
approved by Director of Health) relevant to proposed scope of 
practice agreement 

• May engage in collaborative practice pursuant to wtitten 
protocols and scope of practice 

South Cru·olina SC PracAct 40-43

30 

NIA 

South Dakota SD Practice Act 36
11-19. 1 

• Institution only 

Tennessee TN B Reg 1140-3
.01 

Texas TX Practice Act 

Section 5 (38), 

Regs §295.13 

22 TAC 193.7 

OCCUPATIONS 
CODE CHAPTER 
157.101 (b-1) and 
554.017, 55.057 

• Physician written protocol, notification to the boru·d, CE 
requirements 

• Does not include selection ofdmg products not presctibed by 
the physician unless the dmg product is named in the 
physician initiated protocol or the physician initiated record of 
deviation from a standard protocol. 

• Properly trained and qualified phatmacist working in a 
hospital, hospital-based clinic, or academic healthcru·e 
institution delegated by a physician may; pursuant to protocol 
agreement; an Rx for dangerous diugs, if the delegation 
follows a diagnosis, initial patient assessment, and di11g 
therapy order by the physician. 

Utah 58-17b-102; R156
17b-611 

• Pursuant to protocol as outlined in collaborative agreement 
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State DTM Authority Restrictions 

Vetmont (NOTE- N/A to 

Chain Phatmacies) 

Board Regs 4.512 

VTB reg2; 26 
V.S.A. § 2077-
2079 

DTM (General): 

• Dependent in Institutional - petmits dosage adjustment under 
approved protocol 

VT B Reg 4.512 

EC (26 V.S.A. § 2077--2079): 

• Pursuant to protocol detailed in collaborative agreement 
between appropriately trained RPh and physician or other 
presctiber; 

• Phatmacist to provide each patient with standat·dized fact sheet 
(includes indications & appropriate methods for use, info on 
imp01tance of follow-up care, sexual assault, risks of 
unprotected sexual intercourse, and refenal to appropriate 
agencies and other appropriate inf01mation 

Virginia Yes 

18 VAC 110-40-10 

et. Seq. 

(Effective 1/17/01) 

• A patient who does not wish to patt icipate in a collaborative 
procedure must notify the presctiber ofhis decision. 

• A prescriber may elect to have a patient not patt icipate in a 
collaborative agreement by contacting the phatmacist or his 
designated altemative phatmacist or by documenting his 
decision on the patient's prescription. 

H.B. 1501 

Washington RCW 18.64.011 • Protocol on file with boru·d 
(11) • Reviewed evety 2 yeru·s 

• Phatmacist prescriptive auth01ity restiicted by mugs detailed 
Regs 246-863-1 00; collaborative agreement with physician; 

246-863-110 
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State DTM Authority Restrictions 

West Virginia WV Code §30-5
1b; §30-5-26; §30
5-27; §30-5-28 

• Collaborative practice agreements allowed only in hospital, 
nursing home, medical school, hospital community and 
ambulat01y care clinic settings 

• Activities restricted to dmg therapy management activities in 
the phatmacist's scope of practice as detailed in the 
collaborative phatmacy practice agreement and approved by 
the collaborating physician 

• Collaborative practice agreements may not include 
management of controlled substances 

Wisconsin No NIA 

Wyoming Board adopted reg 
Ch 2, Sec 4(z)-(cc); 
Ch 2, Sect. 32, 
appendix A 

Adopted 1/27/00 

• May only perf01m functions authorized by physician under 
specified conditions or limitations detailed in protocol 

Prepared by the Nat ional Association of Chain Drug Stores - Revised April 2014 
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Appendix E 

State Immunization Laws 

State Influenza Pneumococcal Shingles/herpes 

zoster /Zostavax 101 

Alabama Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required No No No 

Age Limit No No -

Alaska Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required No No No 

Age Limit No No -

Arizona Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required No 17 yrs and younger 

must have Rx; 

Rx not required for 

18 yrs and older 

No 

Age Limit 6 yrs or older 6 yrs or older -

Arkansas Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required No 17 yrs and younger 

must have Rx; 

Rx not required for 

18 yrs and older 

No 

Age Limit 7 yrs or older 7 yrs or older -

101 The herpes zoster vaccine is labeled by FDA for administration to patients 50 years and older; however, 
CDC guidelines recommend administration to patients 60 years and older. 
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State Influenza Pneumococcal Shingles/herpes 

zoster /Zostavax101 

California Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required No No No 

Age Limit No No -

Colorado Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required No No No 

Age Limit No No -

Connecticut Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required No No No 

Age Limit 18 yrs or older 18 yrs or older -

District of 

Columbia 
Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required No No No 

Age Limit 11 yrs or younger 

must have "doctor 

referral"; otherwise, 

12 yrs and older 

11 yrs or younger 

must have "doctor 

referral"; otherwise, 

12 yrs and older 

-

Delaware Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required No No No 

Age Limit 18 yrs or older 18 yrs or older 

Florida Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required No No Yes 

Age Limit 18 yrs or older 18 yrs or older -

Georgia Yes No No 
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State Influenza Pneumococcal Shingles/herpes 

zoster /Zostavax101 

Rx Required 12 yrs and younger 

must have Rx; 

Rx not required for 

13 yrs and older 

- -

Age Limit No - -

Hawaii Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required No No No 

Age Limit 14 years or older 18 yrs or older -

Idaho Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required No No No 

Age Limit 12 yrs or older 12 yrs or older -

Illinois Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required No No No 

Age Limit 14 yrs or older 14 yrs or older -

Indiana Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required No In some instances102 No 

Age Limit 14 yrs old or o lder 65 yrs or older -

Iowa Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required No No Yes 

Age Limit 6 yrs or older 18 yrs or older -

Kansas Yes Yes Yes 

102 A group of individuals may receive that meet the appropriate criteria under a drug order, under a 
prescription, or according to a protocol approved by a physician. 
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State Influenza Pneumococcal Shingles/herpes 

zoster /Zostavax101 

Rx Required No No No 

Age Limit 6 yrs or older 18 yrs or older -

Kentucky Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required No No No 

Age Limit 9 yrs or older 12 yrs or older -

Louisiana Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required No In some instances2 In some instances3 

Age Limit 7 yrs or older 16-18 yrs or o lder4 50-60 years or older5 

M aine Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required No 
6

In some instances 
7

In some instances 

Age Limit 9 yrs or older 16-18 yrs or o lder -

M aryland Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required No Yes Yes 

Age Limit 9 yrs or older 18 yrs or older 18 yrs or older 

M assachusetts Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required No No y 

Age Limit 18 yrs or older 18 yrs or older 18 yrs or older 

2,3 Prescriptions not required in parishes designated as a primary care health professional shortage area 
4 Individuals 16-17 years old may obtain pneumococcal vaccine from pharmacist in parishes designated as 
a primary care health professional shortage area; others must be 18 years or older 
s Individuals 50 years or older may obtain pneumococcal vaccine from pharmacist in parishes designated 
as a primary care health professional shortage area; others must be 60 years or older 
6,7 When patient does not have existing relationship with a primary care physician or other practitioner, 
authorized pharmacist may administer according to a treatment protocol, and in such instances, a patients 
is not required to present a prescription. Otherwise, a prescription is required. 
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State Influenza Pneumococcal Shingles/herpes 

zoster /Zostavax101 

Michigan Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required No No No 

Age Limit No No -

Minnesota Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required No No No 

Age Limit 10 yrs or older 18 yrs or older -

Mississippi Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required No No No 

Age Limit 5 yrs or older 5 yrs or older -

Missouri Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required No No Ages 50-59 require 

Rx 

Age Limit 12 yrs or older 12 yrs or older 60 yrs or older 

M ontana Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required No No No 

Age Limit 12 yrs or older 18 yrs or older -

Nebraska Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required No No No 

Age Limit No No -

Nevada Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required No No No 

Age Limit No No -
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State Influenza Pneumococcal Shingles/herpes 

zoster /Zostavax101 

New Hampshire Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required No No No 

Age Limit No 18 yrs or older -

New Jersey Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required N0 1o3 No No 

Age Limit 12 yrs or older 18 yrs or older -

New Mexico Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required No No No 

Age Limit No No -

New York Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required No No Yes1o4 

Age Limit 18 yrs or older 18 yrs or older 18 yrs or older 

North Carolina Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required No No8 No9 

Age Limit 14 yrs or older 18 yrs or older -

North Dakota Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required No No No 

Age Limit 5 yrs or older 11 yrs or older -

103 A patient under the age of 18 must receive parent's permission for an influenza vaccine; patients under 
12 must have a valid prescription. A.B. 3251 

104 Patient specific order prescribed or ordered by a physician or certified nurse practitioner. 
8,9 Pharmacist must first consult with patient's primary care provider before administration. In the event 
patient does not have primary care provider, a pharmacist may not administer a vaccines for pneumoccal 
or herpes zoster. 
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State Influenza Pneumococcal Shingles/herpes 

zoster /Zostavax101 

Ohio Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required No No Yes 

Age Lim it 14 yrs or older 14 yrs or older -

Oklahoma Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required Yes Yes Yes 

Age Lim it No No -

Oregon Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required No No No 

Age Lim it 11 yrs or older 11 yrs or older -

Pennsylvania Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required No No No 

Age Lim it 18 yrs or older 18 yrs or older -

Rhode Island Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required No No No 

Age Lim it 9 yrs or older 18 yrs or older -

South Caro lina Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required No Yes Yes 

Age Lim it 18 yrs or older No -

South Dakot a Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required No Yes Yes 

Age Lim it 18 yrs or older 18 yrs or older -

Tennessee Yes Yes Yes 
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State Influenza Pneumococcal Shingles/herpes 

zoster /Zostavax101 

Rx Required No No No 

Age Limit No No -

Texas Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required No No No 

Age Limit 7 yrs or older10 14 yrs or older -

Utah Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required No No No 

Age Limit No No -

Vermont Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required No No No 

Age Limit 18 yrs or older 18 yrs or older -

Virginia Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required No No No 

Age Limit No 18 yrs or older -

Washington Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required No No No 

Age Limit No No -

W est Virginia Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required No No No 

Age Limit 18 yrs or older 18 yrs or older 18 years or older 

10 Patients 7-13 yrs who have an established physician-patient relationship must be referred to 
pharmacist for flu vaccine. Patients 7-13 yrs without a physician-patient relationship may receive flu 
vaccine from physician without referral. 
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State Influenza Pneumococcal Shingles/herpes 

zoster /Zostavax101 

Wisconsin Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required No No No 

Age Limit 6 yrs or older 6 yrs or older -

Wyoming Yes Yes Yes 

Rx Required In some instances11 In some instances12 In some instances13 

Age Limit 7 yrs or older105 18 yrs or older106 18 yea rs or older107 

11, 12, 13 Individuals deemed "high risk" must have prescription from their physician. "High risk" individuals 
are those who may have an absolute or relative contraindication to receive immunizations. 
105 Vaccines may be administered to "healthy" individuals; for ages 7-17 pharmacists must receive 
parental consent 
6,7 Vaccines may be administered to "healthy" individuals. 
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Appendix F:  

Copy of Resolution 67-14 of the Michigan Academy of Family Physicians (MAFP):  
“Oppose Rapid Diagnostic Testing (RDT) Program in Michigan Pharmacies, introduced 

by Barb Saul, DO, for the MAFP. 
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48 

LATE RESOLUTION 67-14 

Title: Oppose Rapid Diagnostic Testing (ROT) Program in 
Michigan Pharmacies 

Introduced by: Barb Saul, DO, for the Michigan Academy of Family 
Physicians 

Original Author: Fred Van Alstine, MD 

Whereas, the Michigan Academy of Family Physicians (MAFP) and the 
Michigan State Medical Society (MSMS) share a common mission of advocating 
for the safety, health and wellbeing of medical care patients and caring for the 
welfare of the citizens of Michigan, and 

Whereas, MAFP very recently learned that a new Rapid Diagnostic 
Testing (ROT) in the Community Pharmacy Program is being conducted in 
Michigan, which would allow a pharmacist to administer and interpret certain 
diagnostic tests, perform physical assessments, make a diagnosis and 
prescribe medication that are beyond a pharmacist's scope of practice and 
raise serious concerns about patient safety, and 

Whereas, a presentation offered through the Michigan Pharmacists 
Association (MPA) stated that the "physical assessment skills of many 
pharmacists/pharmacy students are not adequate for patient care activities," 
and 

Whereas, it would appear that the ROT program sanctions the unlicensed 
practice of medicine and violates the delegation, supervision and prescriptive 
authority provisions of Michigan's Public Health Code, MCL 333.1101 (PHC), 
and 

Whereas, MSMS and MAFP recognize that pharmacists play a valuable 
role in the delivery of high quality health care, particularly medication therapy 
management (MTM) activities administered as part of an integrated, physician-
led health care team, patient-centered medical home, or patient-centered 
medical neighborhood, so long as the activities fall within a pharmacist's scope 
of practice and do not sacrifice a patient's health, safety or welfare, and 

Whereas, a recent presentation conducted on behalf of MPA also 
acknowledged that "pharmacists' use of ROTs to collect patient information will 
increase dramatically over the next 5-10 years ... [and] will become 
commonplace like pharmacy-based immunizations," and 

Whereas, the ROT program will not only put patients at risk but will 
further fragment health care delivery and create unaccountable silos of care, 
which is in direct opposition to ongoing systemic efforts to promote continuous 
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49 wholeMperson care with improved health outcomes for both the individual and 

so society; therefore be it 

51 
52 RESOLVED: That MSMS oppose the existing Rapid Diagnostic Testing 
53 (ROT) program in Michigan pharmacies, as well as any future expansion or 
54 creation of similar programs that may result in a diagnosis of Illness or 
55 initiation of a prescription medication treatment plan by a pharmacist in the 
56 state of Michigan; and be it further 
57 
58 RESOLVED: That MSMS work with the Michigan Academy of Family 
59 Physicians and other partners to ensure the appropriate governmental agencies 
60 investigate activities which may promote the unlicensed practice of medicine 
61 without adequate delegation and supervision, like the Rapid Diagnostic Testing 
62 (ROT) program, and seek the discontinuance of any such programs deemed to 
63 exceed the limits of the Public Health Code or acceptable standards of 
64 prevailing practice; and be it further 
65 
66 RESOLVED: That MSMS work with the Michigan Academy of Family 
67 Physicians to educate physician members on what constitutes appropriate 
68 delegation authorities under the Public Health Code and acceptable and 
69 prevailing practice standards; and be it further 
70 
71 RESOLVED: That MSMS work with the Michigan Academy of Family 
72 Physicians to educate physician members on what constitutes meaningful 
73 supervision and/or oversight under the Public Health Code and acceptable and 
74 prevailing practice standards; and be it further 
75 
76 RESOLVED: That MSMS work with the Michigan Academy of Family 
77 Physicians, the American Medical Association, and the 
78 American Academy of Family Physicians to evaluate whether a Rapid 
79 Diagnostic Testing (ROT) program, which would allow a pharmacist to 
so administer and interpret certain diagnostic tests, perform physical 
81 assessments, make a diagnosis and prescribe medication that are beyond a 
82 pharmacist's scope of practice, violates federal and state fraud and abuse laws; 
83 and be It further 
84 

85 RESOLVED: That MSMS work with the Michigan Academy of Family 
86 Physicians, the Michigan Pharmacists Association, and other stakeholders to 
87 develop a legislative and/or regulatory remedy to encourage the lawful 
88 integration of medication therapy management activities as part of an 
89 integrated, physicianMied health care team, patientMcentered medical home, or 
90 patientMcentered medical neighborhood. 
91 

92 

93 WAYS AND MEANS COMMITTEE FISCAL NOTE: NONE 
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May 13
th

, 2014 

Imperium and Westway Project Scoping Comments 

c/o ICF International 

710 Second Avenue, Suite 550 

Seattle, WA  98104 

 

The League of Women Voters of Washington (LWVWA) appreciates the opportunity to comment on the 

Westway and Imperium Renewables Expansion Projects in Hoquiam WA. These projects would result in 

the rail car transport of up to 2 billion barrels of crude oil per year through Washington cities and towns 

and countryside.  

LWVWA supports policies to assure the safety of communities, protect public health, maintain 

environmental quality, protect streams and estuaries, and reduce ambient and trans-boundary toxic air 

pollutants and greenhouse gas emissions.   

Based on these positions, we urge that the environmental impact statements for these projects consider 

specifically: 

• Impacts on human safety and infrastructure; air, soil and water pollution of an oil transporting 

rail car derailment, multi-car collisions, oil spills, explosions or fire.   

 

• Impacts of delays on local and intercity public transportation by oil transporting trains at train 

crossings and delays to other trains. 

 

• Cumulative traffic impacts of this proposal and the many other energy transportation rail 

proposals along the same routes. 

 

• Probable or possible impacts on marine waters, in the likely event that much of this product will 

be shipped by sea to distant destinations. 

 

• Cumulative impacts of all of the proposed crude oil shipments to Washington, predominantly 

from the Bakken shale region, about three billion barrels annually. 

 

•  The likely impact on the global climate footprint of these proposals. 

 

It appears that the rail industry plans to continue to keep unsafe tank cars in service, even as it adds 

safer cars to its fleet for the massive expansion that is anticipated to transport this oil cargo. This would 

leave Washington citizens at risk for the kinds of spills and explosions that have devastated other 

communities in recent months. The review of these projects must include assuring that the safety issues 

related to shipment of crude oil by rail have been addressed. 
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We suggest that policymakers at all levels of government need to be aware of the ever more urgent 

warnings of atmospheric scientists that there is no time to waste in reducing the carbon footprint if 

there is to be any hope of avoiding the most serious consequences of global climate change. 

Finally, we could not fail to note that at the Centralia hearing on April 29
th

, 2014, the local people who 

spoke about the significant and serious impacts these projects would have on their lives -- residents of 

Centralia and other communities along the route of the rail tracks-- had been largely unaware of these 

impending projects until only a few days prior to the hearing. We would strongly urge that the time 

frame for public comment be extended for at least another 60 days, and that a further public hearing be 

arranged.  We also note with regret that no one representing the proponents of these projects was on 

hand to share information with the public, or to put forward their scoping suggestions.   

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Scoping Environmental Impact Statements for the 

Westway and Imperium Renewables Expansion Projects. 

Sincerely, 

 

Kim Abel, President 

League of Women Voters Washington 

 

 

 

200



Submission Number: 000000117 

Received: 5/13/2014 11:15:23 PM
Commenter: Abby Brockway
Organization: A concerned citizen participating in the democratic process
Address: 616 NW 80th Street  Seattle, Washington 98117 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Dear City of Hoquiam and Department of Ecology, I am writing to request that you study the many impacts and aspects
 of expanding the proposed project Westway project dealing with volatile fracked oil that has been found to be a very
 unstable substance because of the chemicals added together to make the tar sands viscosity able to flow. This volatile
 solution has spontaneously combusted causing trains to derail weekly in many regions of the country. Please study and
 regulate the temperatures at which these products can be stored and transported. I would also ask that you study the
 impacts of the increased safety by pipeline safety carrying this unstable product. Jobs are very valuable in this economy
 and our region relies heavily on a healthy ecosystem for fishing, tourism and water security. Increasing our fossil fuel
 production will hurt the stability of our region and put into jeopardy the jobs that we already have. Any increase in
 fossil fuel exports will cause increased natural disasters as stated in the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change
 report. This is not a project that is sustainable so I would request that there is a regulation to requirement to remove all
 construction of these areas once the market has collapsed and is no longer profitable to Westway. Many coal and oil
 companies leave contaminated sites for taxpayers to clean up and abandon their equipment leaving the landscape
 littered with old equipment once they have sucked all of their profit from a project. As a citizen I am overwhelmed by
 the massive amounts of projects being proposed in my state. Last year I attended seven hearings and am very
 disappointed that these projects are not allowing an average citizen that has a job and a family to fully participate in the
 permitting process. Please do not allow this state to be the carbon vein to the rest of the world. It is not our future and
 there will be spills that will devastate our region causing much harm. ~Abby Brockway
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Submission Number: 000000118 

Received: 5/13/2014 11:36:08 PM
Commenter: Abby Brockway
Organization: a concerned citizen
Address: 616 NW 80th Street  Seattle, Washington 98117 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Dear City of Hoquiam and Department of Ecology, I am writing to request that you study the many impacts and aspects
 of expanding the proposed Imperium project. This company has been dealing with renewables but is proposing to
 expand up to 9 storage tanks of many different chemicals. Please study the danger of mixing and contamination of the
 combination of volatile liquids. I request the study of the stability and safety requirements to transport and the
 possibility on mixing the chemicals. Please study the instability of the temperature at which some of these chemicals
 explode. Please also study proper requirements to keep from potentially contaminating the river. Please consider the
 increased marine traffic and how to mitigate the traffic and how to respond to the potential chemical spills that will be
 an increased possibility due to the extra 400 trips per year. Please keep in mind the recent climate reports that show the
 danger to many disasters due to the carbon output that this project will contribute 30,000,000 more barrels per year. In
 short, I am a citizen that does not support this large far reaching impact to be felt by so many as a few profit from this
 project and leave a wake of instability for so many. This project us all at risk. ~Abby Brockway
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Submission Number: 000000119 

Received: 5/14/2014 5:31:49 PM
Commenter: Diana Gordon
Organization: none
Address: 642 I Street  Washougal, Washington 98671 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
My name is Diana Gordon and we live in Washougal, Wa, which is on the rail route to Gray's Harbor. We are very
 concerned about increasing the amount of oil train rail traffic through our small city. Washougal is spread out along the
 RR track between hills on the north and the Columbia River on the south. The tracks go right through the downtown, in
 front of several schools and parks, across the Washougal River. We live within a quarter mile of the tracks. Safety is a
 major concern here as we have 5 at-grade crossings and only one overpass. A train/car accident at any one of these
 crossings would have a devastating effect on a large section of town. At the present time, the rail cars, T-111's, are not
 reliable in an accident, and there are some doubts about even the new ones, the 1232's. Several other oil-by-rail projects
 have been proposed. I feel that it is very important to include the cumulative effects that all these projects will have on
 the safety of the cities and towns that the trains pass through in the EIS. This project will not occur in a vacuum and the
 more rail traffic there is, the better the chance of mishaps. This project cannot help but have a harmful effect on
 thousands of people in many towns. Diana Gordon 
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Submission Number: 000000120 

Received: 5/15/2014 12:08:32 PM
Commenter: test test
Organization: 
Address:   ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
test
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Submission Number: 000000121 

Received: 5/15/2014 1:02:43 PM
Commenter: Test Testerman
Organization: 
Address:   ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
This is a test comment.
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Submission Number: 000000122 

Received: 5/15/2014 1:34:47 PM
Commenter: Test Testerman
Organization: 
Address:   ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
The following is a test comment: We live between the rail route and the Wynoochee river, bacically locked between the
 railroad and the river. Since 2005 there have been three derailments in the Montesano area. There is no record of any
 incident reports or investigation made available to the public for any incidents. Apparently they are not considered
 serious. In one incident a railcar had its rear set of wheels derailed and the train traveled for several miles before it was
 noticed. This dragging rail car tore out the crossing ties between Alder Grove road and Montesano, including the one at
 Heikkinen road which left us no emergency escape path out of our property. If the rails are blocked we have no way to
 leave our property. With the increased rail traffic, it would also be a serious environmental harm to us to not have
 access to and from our property for many hours of the day while these trains block any entrance or exit. At a minimum
 the railroad should provide an alternate easement road path to and from our property. In another incident grain cars
 overturned adjacent to our property and the Wynoochee river. Had they overturned to the north instead overturning
 south they would have turned onto our property and into the Wynoochee river. While the train was stopped we again
 had no emergency access path off of our property. At the time the only information on the cause of the derailment I
 heard was that the railroad suspected that the heavy rains loosened the rail bed and wind was a possibly factor. Again
 no incident report can be found of this occurrence. A news report about a week ago indicates that 70% of USA rail cars
 are not really safe enough to haul crude oil, and the federal government says there is not much they can do, its a matter
 of "cost benefit analysis". There is nothing in the oil shipping proposals that provides us emergency access in case of a
 rerailment or explosion next to our property, as a minimum we should have an emergency access road. The explosions
 in Canada and Virginia can happen here, there is nothing in railroad plans that prevents it. It is nonsense to hear the
 railroad say the derailment this past week in Aberdeen would not happen with oil cars as they would have better safety
 measures in place when they admit they do not even know what caused the derailment. The railroad is not responsive to
 public safety needs. This was evident to me several years ago when I pointed out that at the heikkinen road crossing a
 vehicle such as an RV or long trailer could high center and become stuck on the crossing. Their reponse (even though
 they have a 50 foot easement was that their responsibility ends two feet from the rail. Grays Harbor County ended up
 correcting the problem. Additionally, the railroad apparently self inspects the bridge across the Wynoochee river that
 appears to be an abandoned pile of rust that has probably not been painted in 40 years. 
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Submission Number: 000000123 

Received: 5/15/2014 2:19:45 PM
Commenter: Kristin Hermenegildo
Organization: 
Address:   ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
I wish to express my concern about the Westway and Imperium Renewables Expansion Projects. As a parent and a
 resident of Hoquiam, I would not feel comfortable with crude oil trains coming through my neighborhood. My husband
 and I along with our four children live 1/2 a block from the train tracks in west Hoquiam. There are many children who
 live in this part of Hoquiam. In the year and a half that we have lived here, I can only recall one train going by. It
 stopped on the tracks for quite a few hours, blocking the street. My husband, who walks to work from our house, had to
 climb up between the two of the train cars to be able to walk the rest of the way home. I would not be comfortable with
 trains coming by more frequently, especially crude oil trains. I think they are a risk to this community that should be
 taken seriously. Here are a few of my concerns. 1. The risk of derailment. If one of these trains were to derail, it could
 cause an explosion. These trains will be coming through our neighborhoods, and an explosion could cause fires
 structural damage to our homes and neighborhoods. There is also a possibility that an explosion could cause loss of life
 to some of Hoquiam's residents. There have been two recent derailments in Aberdeen within the last month alone.
 Derailment is a likely possibility and a huge risk for the city of Hoquiam. 2. Toxic vapors. I'm sure that crude oil trains
 will vent toxic vapors, especially during the summertime in the hot sun. This is not the kind of thing that we want going
 into our air around our homes and businesses. 3. Blocking roads. Like I had mentioned earlier, we have only had one
 experience where a train has blocked the street where we live. However, with trains coming through our neighborhoods
 more frequently, this could be happening on a weekly basis rather than a yearly basis. On the opposite side of the tracks
 from the fire station, there are businesses that would not be able to receive help from aid vehicles if the tracks were
 blocked. Many of these businesses are mills where accidents can and do happen. 4. Home values. With crude oil trains
 passing through Hoquiam, it would lower the value of many homes. This wouldn’t be fair to the homeowners. Overall,
 the risks of crude oil trains coming through Hoquiam outweigh the benefit. Many Hoquiam residents would have to
 worry about the risk of accidents constantly, but would never benefit from the crude oil trains. I understand that
 Hoquiam is a small town and not a big city, but it seems to me that crude oil trains should only be passing through non-
populated, not right through a neighborhood where there are schools, businesses and many homes. Please take the time
 to think about how you might feel if any of the threats or risks of crude oil trains were about to move into your
 backyard. 
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Submission Number: 000000124 

Received: 5/15/2014 2:52:21 PM
Commenter: S. G.
Organization: Test
Address:   ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Test - Test - Testing

208



Submission Number: 000000125 

Received: 5/15/2014 2:55:59 PM
Commenter: Gregory Flood
Organization: 
Address:   Seattle, Washington  UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Dear Department of Ecology and City of Hoquiam, I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil terminals in Grays
 Harbor. I also strongly oppose increased shipping of coal and oil through Washington State because such proposals
 negatively affect my community and, frankly, do not appear to agree with sound global environmental planning as
 endorsed by residents of Washington State. There is very little benefit to Washington State residents compared to the
 potential risk of damage to our environment. Shipments of oil and coal products to Washington State ports would
 require transport that directly exposes Washington State residents in our population centers to death and exposes our
 precious natural beauty and wildlife to catastrophic damage. The proposals appear to be primarily for the benefit of
 private industry at great potential expense to community resources. There has been little offered by the oil and coal
 industry to provide confidence that they are willing to pay the actual total expenses incurred by the proposals. I also do
 not agree with the underlying philosophy that we should ship our precious limited fossil fuel resources out of country,
 nor that we should ship fuels that we do not consider suitable for use in the U.S. to other countries. Climate change is
 very real and we should not act as an enabler to other countries, especially when their adverse impacts will soon drift on
 the jet stream to Washington State. I urge you to include these impacts into the scope of the Environmental Impact
 Statement for both the Westway and the Imperium projects in Grays Harbor, Washington, as well as the Environmental
 Impact Statement for projects associated with shipping the product. Thank you for your consideration of these
 comments. Gregory Flood
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Submission Number: 000000126 

Received: 5/15/2014 3:25:45 PM
Commenter: S. G.
Organization: Test Comment
Address:   ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000126-63592.docx Size = 13 KB
000000126-63593.docx Size = 13 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
test 
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Test attachment. 
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Test attachment. 
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Submission Number: 000000127 

Received: 5/15/2014 3:25:46 PM
Commenter: Test Test
Organization: 
Address:   ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000127-63595.docx Size = 13 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
test
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Submission Number: 000000128 

Received: 5/15/2014 3:30:34 PM
Commenter: S. G.
Organization: Test Comment
Address:   ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
test 
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Submission Number: 000000129 

Received: 5/15/2014 4:00:00 PM
Commenter: test test
Organization: 
Address:   ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
&&&
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Submission Number: 000000130 

Received: 5/15/2014 4:20:41 PM
Commenter: test test
Organization: 
Address:   ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
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Submission Number: 000000131 

Received: 5/15/2014 6:23:03 PM
Commenter: Susan Sunshine
Organization: 
Address: PO Box 11844  Olympia, Washington 98508 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000131-63604.docx Size = 14 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
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May 15, 2014 

Washington State Department of Ecology 

To Whom It May Concern: 

Washington State is facing a critical challenge and the Department of Ecology is at the very center. There 
are many areas of concern but right now the focus is on Grays Harbor and the proposed construction of 
oil terminals there. I urge you to reject these developments. They impact not only Grays Harbor but 
every part of Washington transited by the oil trains that will deliver the proposed shipments to the 
facilities there. They impact not only great parts of Washington State but the planet as a whole. That’s a 
lot for you to consider and “get right” in your decisions. 

An unemployed person in Hoquiam might well look at the proposed terminals as a chance for a job not 
considering that there probably won’t be all that many jobs and the pay will no doubt be as low as 
possible. The Chamber of Commerce no doubt pictures opportunities for business growth. Surely there 
will be more jobs and at least some growth in businesses but that is not the focus of the Department of 
Ecology. Your responsibilities cover an even more important sphere. While other jobs and business 
schemes might come along and even be better, there is only one environment and if you get it wrong in 
protecting it there’s no second chance. One spill at the export facility, one tanker accident anywhere 
along the route north, one exploding oil train anywhere along the route west means destruction with a 
capitol “D”; destruction that even the best clean-up scenarios are not going to remedy. 

What if everything goes according to plan, no Lac Magentic, no leaking oil cars, no derailments as has 
just happened in twice in Aberdeen in the last week, no collisions on land or sea; perfect performance 
day after day at train crossing after train crossing, all the unsafe DOT 111A railcars replaced, every 
unloading and loading perfect, every ship captained and crewed by fail-proof professionals with full 
cooperation from the sea, the winds and all of the natural and human players in this scenario? What if 
the laws of probability are not only suspended but cancelled? Then will everything be OK? No. Nothing 
will be OK in spite of perfection in all the possible areas of calamity because: what happens to all that oil 
once if it safely reaches the refinery through more and more crowded shipping lanes and is safely 
shipped out through the more and more crowded shipping lands of Puget Sound? What happens is it 
gets burned and then it increases the planetary CO2 levels, and then it increases climate change, and 
then climate change brings melting polar ice, rising ocean levels, greater storm surges, diseases not yet 
known in Washington State, human refugees from areas affected even more adversely that relatively 
fortunate Washington. We can picture that scenario but no one wants to. 

(I am writing this in Playas de Tijuana, Mexico. Across the border in San Diego County, California fires 
fueled by east winds are destroying land, homes, and lives. I grew up in Los Angeles and way back then 
those Santa Ana winds were a feature of the autumn. Now they are blowing in May over drought-
savaged terrain. Hopefully the fires will be contained very soon. Hopefully the San Diego airport will be 
in service when I start my trip back to Olympia next week. All this brings climate change right to my front 
door, right this minute. I drive and fly as little as possible but here I am with ashes on my hands too.) 

All of that is on your plate as you consider the proposals for Grays Harbor. Can you, in good conscience 
take the risk of approving the export facilities and putting the future of the people of Washington State 
at risk of both short-term disasters and long-term crises we can probably now not even imagine. It’s 
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your choice. Every decision either moves us toward an increasingly bleak future or helps us defend and 
protect the planet that is our only home. 

Yours for a future, 

 

Susan Sunshine 
2800 Limited Lane NW, #D6 
Olympia, WA 98502 
 
 

220



Submission Number: 000000132 

Received: 5/16/2014 3:04:26 PM
Commenter: Teresa Harper
Organization: 
Address:   ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Department of Ecology and the City of Hoquiam, My name is Teresa Harper.  I am a resident of Markham, WA of
 Grays Harbor County. I have lived on the harbor since 1976. Myself and my family love the outdoors life, which
 include fishing, clam digging, bird watching , beach combing, crab fishing and the fresh salt air. Our economic lively
 hood depends on the waters of Grays Harbor waterways and the mighty Pacific Ocean. We are owners of a commercial
 fishing vessel based out of Westport, WA and have been in the fishing industry since the 1970's. Besides commercial
 fishing, we also were involved in the shell fish industry for 20 years in the south bay area of Grays Harbor. I'm
 concerned that the possible threat of an oil spill whether it occurs during the transport on the rail or during off or on
 loading in the storage tanks or into the vessels that transport it out of the harbor in to the Pacific Ocean. The Westway
 and Imperium terminal proposals in Grays Harbor will have significant impacts on my community , our waterways and
 the future of our state. The Environmental Impact Statement for these projects should include an evaluation of: Risk of
 oils spills in our marine environment - increased vessel traffic and associated increased amounts of oil traveling through
 waterways mean a higher risk of oil spills, especially given the lack of tug escorts available to tankers. The EIS should
 also consider what the economic impacts of a spill, including to the shellfish, fishing and tourism industries, would
 have on Grays Harbor and the state. Our local sea life depends on excellent water and air quality for reproduction and
 development. We have enough issues right know that affect the fish, shellfish and crustaceans. Look to the future of the
 long term affect of this proposal coming in to our area. Environmental impacts,including threats to streams, wetlands,
 fishing areas, shellfish beds , crustacean breeding grounds and migratory bird habitats. These threats should be
 evaluated along the entire transport route of the crude oil - from possible areas where the crude oil is sourced to Grays
 Harbor to where the crude oil goes from Grays Harbor. This includes threat from oil spills, air emissions, accidents,and
 the infrastructure updates required to transport the crude oil on the environmental resources. Our local coastal
 communities depend on tourism. So besides our local residence that enjoy our outdoors activities people from the
 outside area come and that brings revenue to our businesses. If things go wrong this would bring an economical disaster
 to our businesses. Commutative impact of the proposed projects in Grays Harbor, and other similar oil and fossil fuel
 transport projects across the region. The evaluation should include the increased risks related to all these projects and
 the impacts they would have, cumulatively, on our region. Climate impacts related to the greenhouse gas emissions
 from cracking, transporting -both by rai and marine vessel - as well as the refining and burning of this crude oil. Here
 are county is spending millions or billions to prevent global warming which is affecting the salinity in our waters and
 know they are supporting the crude oil industry that will add to our environmental problems. OMG!!!  How money
 controls our life's. We need to focus on our great mother earth! This just came into mind. We are in a tsunami and flood
 area. Go figure!!  Myself and other fellow community residents suggest that you cover all the environment impact this
 project will or may have over the long run. Please open your eyes to all the possibilities. Teresa Harper Aberdeen, WA 
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Submission Number: 000000133 

Received: 5/16/2014 5:43:30 PM
Commenter: Francis Estalilla
Organization: 
Address:   , Washington  UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
As a strong OPPONENT to allowing crude-by-rail development in Grays Harbor, my biggest concern is assessing the
 potential impacts on the basin's rich marine life, particularly the commercially and recreationally valuable fish and
 shellfish resources that define the lifestyle that drew many of us to the Harbor in the first place. As an avid angler, I
 worry about impacts to the estuarine nursery that sustains juvenile salmonids as well as vast shoals of forage fish. I am
 also concerned about devastating impacts to nearshore invertebrates, and the fish and the myriad shorebirds that rely on
 them for sustenance. This is a rich and diverse marine ecosystem that is particularly sensitive to the disruptive effects of
 toxic hydrocarbon discharges, whether intentional or accidental. 
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Submission Number: 000000134 

Received: 5/16/2014 6:46:04 PM
Commenter: larry bridenback
Organization: 
Address: 124 elma mccleary rd #38  elma, Washington 98541 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
a spill,one will happen sooner than later, we destroy the Chehalis river. the train travels within a 100 yards of elma
 elementary school. a derailment there could kill hundreds of kids.
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Submission Number: 000000135 

Received: 5/16/2014 8:20:15 PM
Commenter: Larry Haaga
Organization: 
Address:   ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
As an avid fisherman in Grays harbor County, I am very concerned about the possible negative affects of a crude spill in
 the area on the fish and invertebrates which inhabit the the marine and estuary environment. I am strongly against the
 allowance of this chemical storage in the Hoquiam area.
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Submission Number: 000000136 

Received: 5/17/2014 11:18:46 AM
Commenter: Bruce Rinnert
Organization: 
Address:   ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
I am requesting, as a resident of Montana, that you include an assessment of the health and environmental risks involved
 with increased rail traffic that will assuredly result if these projects are completed. Not only will more trains effect
 engine emissions but the potential for dangerous derailments will magnify. Already trains disrupt the flow of other
 forms of traffic in our towns and cities to a harmful degree - especially in our largest city, Billings, where the rail line
 goes right through the middle of downtown. Montanans are very concerned that the taxpayers will be asked to improve
 on rail lines to facilitate the oil and coal trains. Thank you for considering my comments.
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Submission Number: 000000137 

Received: 5/17/2014 11:36:03 AM
Commenter: dale and MargRET VERMILLION
Organization: 
Address: 37 BAINTER RD.  GREYCLIFF, Montana 59033 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
DO NOT INCREASE TRAIN TRAFFIC BY MORE EXPORTS FOR OIL. RURAL CITIZENS LIKE US BEAR THE
 BURDEN OFCOAL DUST POLLUTION, NOISE, EMERGENCY DISRUPTIONS AT CROSSINGS AND AN END
 TO OUR PEACEFUL LIFE IN RURAL SETTINGS. RAILROADS SHOULD PAY FOR NOISE ABATEMENT BY
 INCREASING R.R. CROSSING ARMS SO TRAINS DO NEED TO BLOW 4 WHISTLES AT EACH CROSSING,
 OR DO OVERPASSES . CITIZENS SHOULD NOT SUFER THE IMPACTS OF TRAIN TRAFFIC NOR SHOU LD
 THEIR TAXES PAY FOR INFRASTRUCTURE! STOP EXPORT TO ASIA OR BE RESPONSIBLE BY
 MITIGATING IMPACTS. R.R'S ARE MAKING BILLIONS AND CAN AFFORD TO PAY THEIR WAY! DR.
 DALE AND MARGARET VERMILLION
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Submission Number: 000000138 

Received: 5/17/2014 11:38:55 AM
Commenter: Shawn Murray
Organization: concerned citizen
Address: 2210 27th Ct NE  Olympia, Washington 98506 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
I strongly OPPOSE crude by rail development in Grays Harbor. The potential for harming an already fragile marine life
 ecosystem is far too great a risk. The tracks that these rail tankers would be utilizing are old and unsatisfactory. They
 follow all to closely the Chehalis River and Grays Harbor, the question of a spill is not if, but when. Thank you, Shawn
 Murray, sportfisherman outdoor enthusiast 30+ year living in Grays Harbor 
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Submission Number: 000000139 

Received: 5/17/2014 11:41:33 AM
Commenter: Don Overby
Organization: 
Address:   Rochester, Washington  UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
I'm all for expanding the Port of Gray's Harbor and bringing jobs back to the area. My concern is the old rail ways and
 bridges that service them are outdated and need to be improved and maintained to a higher standard. 
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Submission Number: 000000140 

Received: 5/17/2014 11:51:10 AM
Commenter: Nancy McManus
Organization: Northern Plains Resource Council
Address: 2123 Wentworth Drive  Billings, Montana 59105 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
The proposed Westway and Imperium crude oil terminals at Grays Harbor, Washington, would have significant impacts
 on Washington, Idaho and Montana communities and commerce. They would result in more oil trains coming through
 our states. When combined with Cherry Point and Longiview, Washington, and the Port of Morrow in Oregon, the
 systemic impacts to the entire rail transportation system of the region will be enormous. Please do not approve this
 these terminals. Our environment is already in huge danger. Thanks you.
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Submission Number: 000000141 

Received: 5/17/2014 12:09:16 PM
Commenter: Judy Staigmiller
Organization: 
Address:   Bozeman, Montana 59715 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Please consider the impact of increased oil train traffic to Montana. Diesel emissions will lower the air quality and cause
 health problems. Infrastructure upgrades will be needed to mitigate the effects of noise for the families living near
 railroad right-of-way. You can bet the companies will not pay for this, we taxpayers will be stuck with it. Crude oil is a
 dangerous thing to transport - not just in Washington but all along the rail route. With increased rail traffic there is a
 greater chance of derailment followed by explosions. Increased rail congestion threatens Montana's agricultural
 shipments which would have economic consequences for farmers and ranchers. Please include the state of Montana and
 other areas along the route in the scope of analysis for this project. This project would affect a large number of people
 and a large land area. The consequences for not taking environmental issues into account would be dire.
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Submission Number: 000000142 

Received: 5/17/2014 12:18:39 PM
Commenter: William Kearse
Organization: CCA
Address: 109 Conifer Ct.  Elma, Washington 98541 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
As a citizen of Grays Harbor and a conservationist, I see many more negatives associated with shipping crude out of
 Grays Harbor than positives. The one positive is a limited number of temporary jobs for construction. The negatives
 include a significant risk to public safety, potential disaster for the marine and freshwater species that define the
 Chehalis Basin, dangerous interruptions to EMS, fire, and police operations in towns with only at-grade crossings,
 increased noise, declining real estate values, and a general reduction in the quality of life for the citizens of Grays
 Harbor, just to name a few. Crude (and coal) are not the right way to boost our local economy. There are simply too
 many risks to vital aspects of our lives and our environment associated. Grays Harbor needs jobs, and I support port
 expansion, provided it's not for the purpose of shipping products that potentially threaten the natural resources that
 define our area. Why not develop the port for imports of consumer goods, for example? Sincerely, William Kearse
 Elma resident
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Submission Number: 000000143 

Received: 5/17/2014 12:34:17 PM
Commenter: lee wilder
Organization: 
Address: 148 Buffalo Jump Trail  nye, Montana 59061 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Expansion of the Imperium and Westway terminals will have a significant environmental impact on Montana and those
 effects must be taken into consideration as this proposal is evaluated. Rail traffic creates a diminution in air quality and
 the potential for derailments increases with more trains and longer trains. Derailments of trains carrying oil create a
 significant environmental risk. Derailments do happen and there have been too many spills of chemicals and oil. Higher
 traffic at rail crossings negatively impacts vehicle traffic and even commerce in some of our rural towns. The rights and
 concerns of Montana citizens and property owners must be considered as this proposal is reviewed.
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Submission Number: 000000144 

Received: 5/17/2014 12:39:48 PM
Commenter: Russell Blalack
Organization: AlterTone Music
Address: 1081 Milky Way  Cupertino, California 95014-5008 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
We don't need to be exporting oil, with all its messy, risky, and potentially disastrous side-effects.
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Submission Number: 000000145 

Received: 5/17/2014 1:45:43 PM
Commenter: Don Kiehn
Organization: 
Address: 823 Gilbert St.  Helena, Montana 59601 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000145-63622.doc Size = 13 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
Looking at the big picture, there are several levels of deep concern. First, global warming is at the point of no return -
 we can no longer procrastinate by thinking in terms of "phasing out" or "phasing in" this or that action or energy
 source. We must take concerted and strong action now. Coal and crude oil are clearly the dirtiest energy sources on
 earth and China will burn it the dirtiest way possible. A multinational group of scientists, including Chinese, recently
 reported that pollution due to the heavy use of coal in northern China is cutting 6 years off the human lifespan in
 comparison to that in southern China where less coal is burned. We must ignore the highly exaggerated profit/jobs
 reasoning and do the right thing here, the moral thing, and "just say NO" to coal, yes - just leave it in the ground.
 Second, the traffic congestion we already experience here in Helena, MT, due to coal and oil trains that bisect and
 disable our city is more than enough. Since we now know that the coal industry lobby has craftily and severely
 underestimated future coal production and transport figures, it is easy to predict that the traffic stoppages here in Helena
 will be far higher than the already unacceptable lowball estimates of 2-5X increases when production ramps up. Third,
 coal dust is highly toxic and needs to be intensively studied with clear baselines established before there are any
 commitments to new mining and transport. High standards need to be set for coal pollution of surface waters, aquifers,
 air, public health, ranchlands, agriculture, Native American cultural and treaty rights, and wildlife habitat. In this
 regard, in the winter I discovered in the snow on the Bill Roberts golf course here in Helena clear and obvious
 contamination by coal dust, hundreds of yards north of the tracks! Finally, there are currently six coal export proposals
 that would transport more than 150 million tons through the Northwest. I have strongly opposed the construction of a
 coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, as well as Longview and other potential terminals in Washington and
 Oregon, as well as the transport of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains and ships throughout the
 Northwest. These proposals would negatively affect communities, including my own, by increasing congestion and
 noise with more coal train traffic, polluting our air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
 emergency responders, damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal sites, increasing tanker traffic
 and the frequency of serious shipping accidents and finally, and most importantly, escalating global warming. Thank
 you for your consideration.
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The proposed Westway and Imperium crude oil terminals at Grays Harbor, 
Washington, would have significant impacts on Montana communities and 
commerce. They would result in more oil trains coming through our state. When 
combined with Cherry Point and Longiview, Washington, and the Port of Morrow 
in Oregon, the systemic impacts to the entire rail transportation system of the 
region will be enormous. Increased oil train traffic from the projects would mean: 
 

• An increase in airborne pollutants, specifically diesel emissions, 
which is linked to increased health problems and diseases;  

• Taxpayer money going to necessary infrastructure upgrades to 
mitigate the effects of rail traffic and noise;  

• A higher potential for derailments, which can be explosive and 
life-threatening when trains are carrying crude oil;  

• Increased rail congestion, which delays agricultural shipments 
and threatens the livelihoods of Montana’s farmers.  

• Because there will be significant direct, indirect, connected, and 
cumulative impacts to Montanans as a result of this proposed 
project, we are requesting that issues and concerns of 
Montanans be included in the scope of analysis for the proposed 
project. These impacts are generally connected with the rail 
shipment of the crude oil to Washington through Montana.   
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Submission Number: 000000146 

Received: 5/17/2014 1:48:12 PM
Commenter: Lynne Dixon
Organization: 
Address: 823 Gilbert St.  Helena, Montana 59601 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
The proposed Westway and Imperium crude oil terminals at Grays Harbor, Washington, would have significant impacts
 on Montana communities and commerce. They would result in more oil trains coming through our state. When
 combined with Cherry Point and Longiview, Washington, and the Port of Morrow in Oregon, the systemic impacts to
 the entire rail transportation system of the region will be enormous. Increased oil train traffic from the projects would
 mean: An increase in airborne pollutants, specifically diesel emissions, which is linked to increased health problems
 and diseases; Taxpayer money going to necessary infrastructure upgrades to mitigate the effects of rail traffic and
 noise; A higher potential for derailments, which can be explosive and life-threatening when trains are carrying crude
 oil; Increased rail congestion, which delays agricultural shipments and threatens the livelihoods of Montana’s farmers.
 Because there will be significant direct, indirect, connected, and cumulative impacts to Montanans as a result of this
 proposed project, we are requesting that issues and concerns of Montanans be included in the scope of analysis for the
 proposed project. These impacts are generally connected with the rail shipment of the crude oil to Washington through
 Montana.  
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Submission Number: 000000147 

Received: 5/17/2014 1:57:07 PM
Commenter: Peggy Miller
Organization: 
Address: 640 Hastings Ave  Missoula, Montana 59801 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
In your considerations, please factor in the negative impact of increased rail traffic in Montana. Thank you for your
 efforts. Peggy Miller 
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Submission Number: 000000148 

Received: 5/17/2014 2:42:05 PM
Commenter: Rich Clawson
Organization: Grafix
Address: 611 North 12TH Street  Billings,, Montana 59101 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
The last thing a country seeking energy independence should be building facilities to export our energy independence.
 The last place to do this over water. Get a grip and figure out if you are trying to facilitate big business, or be in the
 business of putting the needs and priority of your citizenry first. What is being proposed for expansion or
 environmental in this direction of expansion projects. 
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Submission Number: 000000149 

Received: 5/17/2014 4:56:37 PM
Commenter: Bob Young
Organization: 
Address: 11515 183rd ave sw  Rochester, Washington  UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
NO!!!!
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Submission Number: 000000150 

Received: 5/17/2014 5:26:03 PM
Commenter: Jim Davis
Organization: Mr.
Address: 2004 Phoebe Dr  Billings,, Montana 59105 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Stop ruining this country to export our energy, what are you thinking.
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Submission Number: 000000151 

Received: 5/17/2014 11:05:08 PM
Commenter: Robin Moore
Organization: 
Address: PO Box 813  Hoquiam, Washington 98550 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
There have been several tragedies lately: the Oso mudslide, the lost Malaysian airplane, the sunken Korean ferry, and
 the avalanche on Mt. Everest. In all of these, people wanted the bodies of their loved ones recovered. Is there a body
 recovery plan if there is a deadly accident with the crude oil trains or tanks? Is there a fund in escrow for survivors and
 next of kin? Can the state, city, or county force the companies to behave responsibly? Will tax payers end up paying for
 compensation? 
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Submission Number: 000000152 

Received: 5/17/2014 11:09:53 PM
Commenter: Robin  Moore
Organization: 
Address: PO Box 813  Hoquiam, Washington 98550 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
It is probable that there will be some noise and odor associated with these two expansion projects. Is there any
 mitigation plan for the loss of quiet and fresh air?
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Submission Number: 000000153 

Received: 5/18/2014 12:19:25 AM
Commenter: Paul Stormo
Organization: 
Address: 22 Hokanson Road  Elma, Washington 98541 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
I am writing to provide the following input related to establishing an appropriate scope for impact analysis with a focus
 on risks associated with the transport of hazardous material as noted between Centralia and Gray's Harbor per the
 determination of significance statements: 1. Given recent derailing incidents associated with oil transport via rail, the
 risk associated with rail transport adjacent to the Chehalis River, as well as the risk associated with residential
 communities must be considered. 2. Given risk associated with the first issue noted, permanent, full-time emergency
 respondents with extensive training related to emergency triage related to spills and/or fire associated with hazardous
 petroleum and related products must be provided, with costs born by the benefiting corporations. Staff and location
 should provide for a maximum full response time of 30 minutes given the potential risk. Week or weekend long
 training for volunteer fire department staff are inadequate, as is reliance on volunteer staff. 3. Increased rail traffic and
 the associated noise pollution, as well as local travel restrictions must be remediated. Tactics such as automated
 crossing gates along with the related reduction in audible warning 'bells' are appropriate. (Even current train traffic
 reduces sound sleep for me, 1.5 miles from the tracks.) Cost should be shared by the benefiting corporations (rail as
 well as petroleum corporations.) 4. Impact on property values and the related tax base along the full transport path from
 Centralia to Hoquiam. Because of the associated risks associated with public safety due to rail accidents, increased
 noise pollution, property values for current residents should not be expected to increase, rather at best remain stable.
 (My purchase of my home in July 2013 would have seen the offer reduced by approximately 20% if the proposed rail
 traffic had been then active.) As a result, contributions to meet the cost of related services should be supported in full
 by fees and taxes associated with the transported product--as those costs are determined as a part of the scoping effort,
 with provisions for appropriate adjustment as time passes. 5. Impact on property, to include agricultural property in the
 Chehalis flood plain must be considered. Oil sludge spilled during normal winter rains would have significant long term
 impact on the local economy as well as the local ecology. 6. Full and comprehensive ecological impact for the full
 transport path must be considered, and evaluated in light of the recent rail disaster in Virginia. 7. A full and
 comprehensive evaluation and required remediation of rail track, foundation, and all related bridges for the full
 transport distance must be conducted, with costs supported by the benefiting corporations. 8. The scope and focus
 identified in the initial 'Determination of Significance' should be considered a starting point, not a complete and
 comprehensive identification of the economic and ecological risk associated with the project. Thank you for your time
 and consideration. Paul Stormo 22 Hokanson Road Elma, WA 98541 pstormo@yahoo.com
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Submission Number: 000000154 

Received: 5/18/2014 12:27:49 AM
Commenter: Lydia Garvey
Organization: concerned citizen
Address: 429 S 24th st  Clinton, Oklahoma 73601 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Increased oil train traffic from the projects would mean: An increase in airborne pollutants, specifically diesel
 emissions, which is linked to increased health problems and diseases; Taxpayer money going to necessary
 infrastructure upgrades to mitigate the effects of rail traffic and noise; I strongly urge you to Nix Westway/Imperium
 crude oil terminals at Grays Harbor! There would be: A higher potential for derailments, which can be explosive and
 life-threatening when trains are carrying crude oil; Increased rail congestion, which delays agricultural shipments and
 threatens the livelihoods of Montana’s farmers. Because there will be significant direct, indirect, connected, and
 cumulative impacts to Montanans as a result of this proposed project, we are requesting that issues and concerns of
 Montanans be included in the scope of analysis for the proposed project. These impacts are generally connected with
 the rail shipment of the crude oil to Washington through Montana. Also promotes climate change, ecological
 destruction, unsustainable energies. We need to think 7 generations ahead. Your assistance in this most urgent matter
 would be much appreciated by all present future generations of all species. Thank you Lydia Garvey Public Health
 Nurse 
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Submission Number: 000000155 

Received: 5/18/2014 10:25:18 AM
Commenter: Cate Campbell
Organization: Ms.
Address: PO 16962  Missoula, Montana 59808 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
I am writing to request you include the impacts to Montana of the oil export terminals on the west coast. I live close to
 the tracks of the rail line which will be one of the main conduits for oil trains. We are already coping with too many
 coal trains. Both types of shipments are environmentally unsound with dust, noise, potential for accidents, and the
 offsetting of agricultural products on the same rails. Ranchers are already having problems getting their grain from N.
 Dakota and Montana to the west coast AND getting the fertilizer shipped from west to east due to the lack of railcars
 and capacity. The safety of the oil trains is in question and it only takes one good derailment to create huge problems
 for our rivers, streams, and communities along the route. New, safer tank cars may be proffered by BNSF and MRL
 railroads but rail capacity cannot be increased. Please take into account cumulative impacts of this oil shipment idea.
 There are hundreds of at-grade crossings from the origin to the port. Hundreds of opportunities for blocked traffic and
 other safety hazards.
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Submission Number: 000000156 

Received: 5/18/2014 11:07:41 AM
Commenter: Joan Kresich
Organization: Northern Pleains Resource council
Address: 410 S. 6th St.  Livingston, Montana 59047 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
I hope you will consider the impacts to our town, Livingston MT. The rail line bisects the community, and runs right
 through the edge of the business district. We have only two crossings; one under, one across the tracks. The underpass
 gets very backed up, while the wait at the other is steadily increasing as rail traffic increases. We notice increasingly
 long coal trains, and many times those are stopped right at the depot (center of town) . We know coal dust is blowing
 off, into our homes and lungs. Our concerns are many: health impacts from diesel fumes and coal dust, noise from the
 amazingly loud horn blasts at the crossings, heard all through the town day and night, emergency response issues
 because of the delays crossing the tracks. We understand that we Americans will not benefit from the increased coal
 traffic; the beneficiaries will be those in Asia still burning coal. We also understand that burning coal is a big
 contributor to climate destabilization. That makes the possible increase in coal transport by rail to ports for export a
 local, regional, national and global issue. Thank you for considering our children and grandchildren, and the
 responsibility we all share to leave them a livable planet. Sincerely, Joan Kresich, former teacher, mother, grandmother,
 citizen and community participant
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Submission Number: 000000157 

Received: 5/18/2014 11:31:43 AM
Commenter: Verne House
Organization: 
Address: 4740 Sourdough Rd  Bozeman, Montana 59715 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
This issue troubles me. The US happily imported petroleum leaving exporting countries to manage whatever mess was
 caused in producing and exporting to us. Now, the US is in a position to export. Fairness might suggest supporting
 exports, but global warming has changed the outlook altogether. What could change my mind on this? If profits were
 committed -- firmly committed -- to developing independence from petroleum in this country -- by means of solar,
 wind, algae (but not nuclear because we do not manage its wastes) -- I would look favorably on exporting petroleum.
 What about tar sands? I oppose helping Canada move its extra dirty product into export markets; Canada missed a huge
 opportunity to develop its own economy by building equipment in country to refine its tar sand oil into products that
 would encounter less resistance in exporting. Cost minimizing for the corporations but Stupid government. Improve
 ports' facilitation of exports? No. Given current policies and dim prospects for alternative energies, I oppose petroleum
 exports and expansion of port facilities.
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Submission Number: 000000158 

Received: 5/18/2014 4:19:15 PM
Commenter: Robin  Moore
Organization: 
Address: PO Box  Hoquiam, Washington 98550 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
The Department of Ecology and the City of Hoquiam have already received comments from the Quinault Indian Nation
 expressing their opposition to these oil terminal expansion projects. Ignoring their views will be one more betrayal by
 the "white man." Is this still done at this point in history? As a matter of governmental and social responsibility, how
 can the usurping of native people's rights be allowed? When the spill happens, no mitigation plan will be adequate for
 the destruction of the Quinault's culture. Take this opportunity to follow your moral compass and deny these permits.
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Submission Number: 000000159 

Received: 5/18/2014 4:42:02 PM
Commenter: Karen and Ronald Siebrass
Organization: 
Address: 9230 63rd PL W  Mukilteo, Washington 98275 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
My husband and I are very worried about our personal as well as environmental health and safety jeopardized by the
 transportation of oil and coal along the waterfront. We live on the bluff and already count multiple trains per day with
 well over 100 cars of uncovered,heaping coal and containers of oil. The possibility of derailment or explosion and the
 tons of coal dust distributed in our air are our primary fears. We live 100' above the tracks and listen to our glasses in
 our cabinets bump against each other as the passing train shakes the ground. The idea of another terminal with
 significantly more train traffic containing these hazardous materials is frightening. I am a Snohomish County Beach
 Watcher volunteer who has been trained in environmental impacts on our waterways. The more I learn, the more
 worried I am about our water quality, fish and habitat and the future of our beautiful area. Thank you for allowing me to
 share my thoughts, Karen Siebrass
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Submission Number: 000000160 

Received: 5/19/2014 1:06:53 AM
Commenter: Walter Appel
Organization: 
Address: 7625 199th St. SW  Lynnwood, Washington 98036 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Gentlemen: We support the building and operation of oil storage and transfer stations in Washington state. These
 facilities will enable petroleum to safely move to facilities where it can be transferred to barges and ships for movement
 along our coast and to overseas destinations. These terminals will provide employment at the sites and in the marine
 and rail industries. Oil produced in the USA will help move the nation to energy independence and improve our balance
 of payments if the oil is exported. Rail transportation safety has been improving and the railways are spending billions
 on improving their right of ways and rolling stock. The proposed terminals are a positive for the state and its citizens.
 Sandra and Walter Appel Lynnwood, WA 98036 
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Submission Number: 000000161 

Received: 5/19/2014 2:05:35 AM
Commenter: Chris Meyer
Organization: 
Address: 1034 E. Pine Ave  Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 83814 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Please include the impacts of rail traffic carrying the oil through Idaho in the scoping for your EIS. These trains will
 pass over critical groundwater areas for our community and the potential impacts of a spill must be evaluated in the
 reviews of the proposed new liquid storage terminals. Thank you. 
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Submission Number: 000000162 

Received: 5/19/2014 10:26:38 AM
Commenter: Howard Moe
Organization: 
Address: 2515 East Hoquiam Road  ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Our current port commissioners have been making good choices in their selection of goods to be shipped from our port.
 It would be a very bad choice to add crude oil to this list of goods. The many recent explosions and derailments make it
 clear that the dangers associated with shipping crude oil far outweigh any possible advantages to our area. The damage
 done at Prince William Sound from the EXXon spill has still not dissipated entirely. Please say no to crude oil. Thanks,
 Howard Moe 
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Submission Number: 000000163 

Received: 5/19/2014 11:51:46 AM
Commenter: David Morris
Organization: 
Address: 2120 Missoula Ave.  Missoula, Montana 59802 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
I live in Montana, and I am directly impacted by increased rail traffic through my town AND by the climate impacts of
 increased oil combustion. We Montanans must be considered in your decisions regarding oil transshipment terminals. I
 support these points from NPRC: Increased oil train traffic from the projects would mean: • An increase in airborne
 pollutants, specifically diesel emissions, which is linked to increased health problems and diseases; • Taxpayer money
 going to necessary infrastructure upgrades to mitigate the effects of rail traffic and noise; • A higher potential for
 derailments, which can be explosive and life-threatening when trains are carrying crude oil; • Increased rail congestion,
 which delays agricultural shipments and threatens the livelihoods of Montana’s farmers. • Because there will be
 significant direct, indirect, connected, and cumulative impacts to Montanans as a result of this proposed project, we are
 requesting that issues and concerns of Montanans be included in the scope of analysis for the proposed project. These
 impacts are generally connected with the rail shipment of the crude oil to Washington through Montana. 

253



Submission Number: 000000164 

Received: 5/19/2014 12:39:40 PM
Commenter: Kelle Metz
Organization: 
Address: 268 Oak Meadows Ln  Oakville, Washington 98568 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
The only way to make absolutely sure that the people of Grays Harbor county are not caught in a cataclysmic oil train
 accident, is to ban all oil shipment via rail to the Port of Grays Harbor. I want clean water, clean air, and clean food--
Bakken crude will deplete all three of those things, and can cause death and destruction along the way. Kelle Metz 

254



Submission Number: 000000165 

Received: 5/19/2014 4:17:30 PM
Commenter: Roy O'Connor
Organization: Private citizen
Address:   Missoula, Montana 59802 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
I am very concerned with the impact additional coal trains passing thru Missoula and Montana will have on our health,
 environment, and quality of life. Coal dust is already an issues in road s and buildings along the railroad line, this will
 get considerably worse. Delays at crossing should be considered, and coal dust polluting our air coming off the coal
 cars. Please consider these issues in your EIS, as well as global warming. The proposed port will have an impact on all
 the communities along the rail line, and throughout the Northwest.
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Submission Number: 000000166 

Received: 5/19/2014 9:50:35 PM
Commenter: Ann Murphy
Organization: League of Women Voters / Spokane Area
Address: 420 W. 20th Ave  Spokane, Washington 99203 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
RE: EFSEC SEPA Scoping / Proposed Imperium Renewables and Westway Terminal Company expansions of bulk
 liquid storage facilities at the Port of Grays Harbor, Hoquiam, Washington. The League of Women Voters of the
 Spokane Area (LWVSA) offers the following regarding the construction of the two proposed expansions of bulk liquid
 storage facilities by Westway Terminal Company and Imperium Renewables expansion at the Port of Grays Harbor,
 Hoquiam, Washington, and transportation of oil through Spokane and eastern Washington to the proposed new facility.
 LWVSA has positions supporting • Maximum protection to the Spokane Valley-Rathdrum Prairie Aquifer. This sole
 source of drinking water is directly underneath the rail lines that are intended to carry the oil from North Dakota to
 Vancouver. The Aquifer intermingles with the Spokane River at multiple points through the Spokane Valley – with
 water from the river going into the aquifer water. • Maintaining the clean quality of air in the Spokane area. In reality,
 the local topography and air flow can result in temperature inversions over the populated area Spokane, thus trapping
 particulates. Poor air quality has an adverse effect on human health. • A balanced transportation policy. While rail
 traffic is an important part of Spokane’s commerce, there are multiple other forms of transportation in the Spokane area
 – and all need to be balanced. Additionally, many parts of the Spokane Valley do not have over/under passes—
crossings are at grade. Additional train traffic will seriously impact transportation throughout the region. The League of
 Women Voters of the Spokane Area believes that the Environmental Impact Statement should be cumulative and
 address the impacts all along the rail route, and not just on the proposed railway expansions in the port terminal area.
 Scoping also needs to address the cumulative effect of impacts over time. These additional trains would be coming
 through Spokane as a result of the completion of the proposed port. Spokane will be a choke point for rail traffic with
 trains continuing to western Washington as well as Oregon. The League would like you to study: • Effects to the
 Spokane Valley-Rathdrum Prairie Aquifer and Spokane River from fugitive pollutants as well as potential rail car
 derailments that could deposit oil on the ground and into the river. Additionally, the study should examine the effect of
 oil deposits on land by the rail tracks that could find its way to the Spokane River through run-off. • The effects of
 diesel particulates from the additional trains on the air quality in the Spokane area (particularly given the air inversions
 that we experience). We understand that the some of the tanker cars are substandard– so, how much oil could escape?
 Please study the effect of superior upgrades on the cars and/or other methods of transport – ie. a pipeline. • The affect of
 the additional rail traffic on the balance of transportation in and through Spokane. In Spokane, the effects on emergency
 response times and general traffic flow at railroad crossings need to be studied. In addition to compromised emergency
 response, there needs to be an examination of the affect on air quality when the waiting traffic is idling while waiting at
 a crossing. For transportation through Spokane, the rail capacity needs to be examined – will there be capacity for other
 freight and human rail transport? • The impact of adding this train traffic to the already proposed coal train traffic needs
 to be considered. Above all, the League supports the continued transparency in the process, and encourages continued
 citizen participation at all steps of the way. Ann Murphy, President League of Women Voters/Spokane Area 
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Submission Number: 000000167 

Received: 5/20/2014 12:57:06 AM
Commenter: Bob Zeigler
Organization: 
Address: 1102 A Creekwood Ct. SE  Olympia, Washington 98501 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Imperium Renewables and Westway Terminal Company Scoping Comments The expansion of these facilities is for
 dramatic expansion of train traffic and transport of volatile fracked oils out of Washington ports There would be an
 increase of more than 450 trains a year traveling with oil to store and load onto more than 100 barges a year. There is
 very large increase in the potential for accident and spill with this proposal with potential to impact human life, health,
 safety and welfare. The EIS would need to discuss: 1. Risk increases to spill and those consequences to human health
 and safety, water quality and Chehalis River Fish and Wildlife and Native American Treaty Rights and impact to
 migratory birds stopping at Bowerman Basin. 2. Risks to people and natural resources and Treaty Rights along the
 entire train route from potential for accident and spill. 3. Impacts from continued reliance on fossil fuels and the
 consequences to climate change that this increased oil supply and consumption would have. Thank you, Bob Zeigler
 1102 A Creekwood Ct. SE Olympia, WA 98501 
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Submission Number: 000000168 

Received: 5/20/2014 4:26:12 AM
Commenter: Steve  Ng
Organization: Gig harbor puget sound anglers
Address:  7816 61st ave NW  Gig Harbor, Washington  UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
No to oil transport via rail thru grays harbor .Too much at risk here , with salmon and steelhead streams so close to the
 rails, let alone human life in case of a derailment with dangerous loads,or oil container cars .
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Submission Number: 000000169 

Received: 5/20/2014 4:26:14 AM
Commenter: Steve  Ng
Organization: Gig harbor puget sound anglers
Address:  7816 61st ave NW  Gig Harbor, Washington  UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
No to oil transport via rail thru grays harbor .Too much at risk here , with salmon and steelhead streams so close to the
 rails, let alone human life in case of a derailment with dangerous loads,or oil container cars .
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Submission Number: 000000170 

Received: 5/20/2014 8:14:55 AM
Commenter: Virjeana Brown
Organization: 
Address: 720 Northern Pacific Ave.  Belgrade, Montana 59714 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Increased oil train traffic from the projects would mean: An increase in airborne pollutants, specifically diesel
 emissions, which is linked to increased health problems and diseases; Taxpayer money going to necessary
 infrastructure upgrades to mitigate the effects of rail traffic and noise; A higher potential for derailments, which can be
 explosive and life-threatening when trains are carrying crude oil; Increased rail congestion, which delays agricultural
 shipments and threatens the livelihoods of Montana’s farmers. Because there will be significant direct, indirect,
 connected, and cumulative impacts to Montanans as a result of this proposed project, we are requesting that issues and
 concerns of Montanans be included in the scope of analysis for the proposed project. These impacts are generally
 connected with the rail shipment of the crude oil to Washington through Montana. 
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Submission Number: 000000171 

Received: 5/20/2014 10:34:27 AM
Commenter: Randy King
Organization: 
Address:   ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
I OPPOSE any and all oil or oil byproducts by rail into the Grays Harbor region. The entire ecosystem is at stake and
 not worth the few jobs it might produce.
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Submission Number: 000000172 

Received: 5/20/2014 11:59:32 AM
Commenter: Anne Clark
Organization: 
Address: PO Box 249  Puyallup, Washington 98371 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Westway and Imperial Renewables Expansion Projects 710 Second Avenue Suite 550 Seattle, WA 98104 Dear City of
 Hoquiam and Washington State Department of Ecology: I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil terminals in
 Grays Harbor. Gray’s Harbor mudflats are one of 5 major migratory shorebird staging sites in North America. For
 several species of shorebirds a very large proportion of the world’s population pauses in their northbound flight from
 wintering grounds south of here en route to arctic breeding grounds to rest and feed on the extraordinarily rich marine
 environment of Grays Harbor and Bowerman Basin. These species include Western Sandpiper, Red Knot, Short-billed
 Dowicher, Least Sandpiper and Semipalmated Plover. Moving oil on ships or barges over the treacherous bar on
 entering or exiting Gray’s Harbor has a real possibility of a significant oil spill. If such a tragedy occurred at a critical
 time with impact on the spring stopover of these birds it could decimate the world’s population of several of these
 species. Grays Harbor is such a crucial and unique environment in the life-cycle of these species that risking this type
 of accident is unthinkable. I beg you to include the impact on these shorebirds, as well as the rest of this key west-coast
 flyway habitat in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement for both the Westway and Imperium projects.
 Sincerely, Anne C Clark 
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Submission Number: 000000173 

Received: 5/20/2014 1:01:29 PM
Commenter: Fred Pentt
Organization: 
Address:   ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Guess you people that are wanting to deliver oil here in Hoquiam do not live here! A spill on any of Grays Harbors
 waterways would be so harmful to and aquatic species we have here. I grew up next to the bay and have been fishing it
 for over 60 years. Back when a Hoquiam pulp mill was dumping toxins into Grays Harbor Bay there was many
 problems trying to get fish to return to the Wynoochee and Satsop Rivers. Now that it is gone these 2 rivers are doing
 quite well. Oil spill would bring us back to ground zero if, and when, it falls into our waterways and it will happen.
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Submission Number: 000000174 

Received: 5/20/2014 2:15:45 PM
Commenter: Tim Hamilton
Organization: Twin Harbors Fish & Wildlife Advocacy
Address: PO Box 179  McCleary, Washington 98557 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000174-63652.pdf Size = 574 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
Letter of opposition attached.
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Twin Harbors Fish & Wildlife Advocacy
PO Box 179

McCleary, WA 9855
tim@autowa.org

May 20, 2014

Imperium and Westway EISs
c/o ICF International
710 Second Avenue, Suite 550  Re:  Opposition to oil export terminals
Seattle, WA 98104

Dear Msgrs:

The Twin Harbors Fish & Wildlife Advocacy is a nonprofit corporation “.....organized for education, 
science, and other efforts that encourage the public, regulatory agencies and private businesses to 
manage or utilize fish, wildlife and other natural resources in a fashion that insures the sustainable of 
those resources on into the future for the benefit of future generations......”1

The Advocacy has reviewed the proposals for creation of oil export terminals located at the Port of 
Grays Harbor.  It is our opinion that neither of these proposals would be in the public’s best interest 
and the applications should be rejected.

The oil would enter the port by train and transferred to ships and barges.  In addition, highly flam-
mable and toxic refined products such as naphtha, gasoline, and diesel would enter by ship or barge 
and exit the Port by rail as well.  The three recent disrailments occurring on the “old and tired” rail 
system designed primarily for non-hazardous cargoes such as timber products is clear evidence the 
track system is not a safe route for high volumes of hazardous cargoes.

The risk of spills at the Port during transfer or along the tracks that follow the Chehalis River from 
Centralia down to Hoquaim is significant, if not a certainty.  Ecological damage to the Chehalis River 
system and the Grays Harbor estuary from a crude spill would be catastrophic.  The risk of fire and 
traffic problems that will effect all the towns and local residents whom live along the tracks present 
a clear and precise threat to the citizens health and welfare.

These two projects are simply described as “trying to put a round peg into a square hole”.  The com-
bination of the type of hazardous materials that will be shipped with the geographical location of 
the rail line to our rivers and streams and the infrastructure that will be utilized creates far to great 
a risk to the Chehalis Basin and Grays Harbor.

Respectfully,

 President   Vice-President   Secretary-Treasurer

1 Articles of Corporation, Twin Harbors Fish & Wildlife Advocacy
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Submission Number: 000000175 

Received: 5/20/2014 2:25:43 PM
Commenter: Frank Gordon
Organization: Grays Harbor County
Address: 100 W. Broadway, Suite 1  Montesano, Washington 98563 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000175-63654.docx Size = 28 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
Please see attached letter.
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STATE OF WASHINGTON 

 
 
May 20, 2014 
 
 
 
Department of Ecology 
c/o ICF International  
710 Second Avenue, Suite 550 
Seattle, WA  98104 
 
Regarding comments on Imperium and Westway EISs 
 
To Whom It May Concern: 

This letter is related to petroleum transport by rail through Grays Harbor County and the State of 
Washington and my support of adoption of state legislation and federal regulations; state assessment of 
risks; railroad company restriction of petroleum transport through Grays Harbor County; and update of 
County incident response plans to address the potential safety, environmental, and economic impacts of 
petroleum transport by rail.  

New technologies have resulted in the development of unprecedented amounts of both domestic and 
foreign oil, natural gas, tar sands, bitumen, and other petroleum products and derivatives, which will 
significantly increase the volume of petroleum and petroleum products moving by rail through Oregon 
and Washington from the first dedicated train in 2012 to a possible volume of nearly 800,000 barrels per 
day, if all proposed projects are built; and  

The volume of petroleum-by-rail moving through Grays Harbor County is expected to significantly 
increase; and  

The primary source of the petroleum anticipated to be transported by rail through Grays Harbor County is 
from the Bakken formation, which the U.S. Department of Transportation Pipeline and Hazardous 
Materials Safety Administration has determined may be more flammable than traditional heavy crude oil; 
and  

The rail lines that will carry this petroleum run through and by Grays Harbor communities, business and 
industrial areas, and along our waterfront, creeks, and other sensitive natural areas; and  

Recent derailments, spills, and fires, such as the recent derailment and explosion in Casselton, North 
Dakota, illustrate the potential catastrophic impacts which could occur to our community and 
environment from the transport of petroleum by rail; and  
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As a County Commissioner of Grays Harbor, I am deeply concerned about the threat to life, safety and 
the environment of potential spills and fires from the transport of petroleum by rail,  

As a Grays Harbor County Commissioner, I strongly urge the State of Washington to adopt legislation 
requiring disclosure of the volumes, types of petroleum, petroleum products, and petroleum derivatives; 
transportation routes; and the frequency and duration of transfers of petroleum, so that the state and local 
communities can be fully informed of and plan for the risks posed by the transport of petroleum by rail.  

I strongly urge the U.S. Department of Transportation (DOT) to increase federal tank car design and 
operation regulations for petroleum product shipments and aggressively phase out older-model tank cars 
used to move flammable liquids that are not retrofitted to meet new federal requirements.  

I also strongly urge the Washington Department of Ecology and the Military Department Emergency 
Management Division, in collaboration with the Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife, the Coast 
Guard and local government emergency response entities, to assess the impact to public safety, the 
environment, the economy, and traffic of petroleum transport by rail through Grays Harbor County and 
the State of Washington.  

I request that the Governor of Washington, the Washington Department of Ecology, the Washington State 
Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council, and any other relevant state agencies refrain from permitting 
projects that would expand the capacity for petroleum export out of the state or otherwise increase the 
number of trains carrying petroleum through Grays Harbor County and other Washington communities 
until the cumulative environmental and safety impacts of these projects are studied and addressed.  

I also request that any railroad company that operates rail lines adjacent to Grays Harbor rivers, streams, 
and wetlands consider restrictions on the shipment of petroleum products along those routes until 
adequate study by relevant state, local, and federal government agencies have determined that the 
transport of petroleum by rail meets established public safety and environmental protection standards.  

I will work with the Grays Harbor County Emergency Management, and if needed, to update the County's 
incident response plans for the increasing risk imposed by the transport of petroleum by rail. 

Sincerely, 

BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
GRAYS HARBOR COUNTY 
 
______________________________________ 
Frank Gordon 
 
Cc: Senators Maria Cantwell and Patty Murray 

U. S. Representatives Derek Kilmer and Jaime Herrera Beutler 
Washington State Senators Jim Hargrove and Brian Hatfield 
Washington State Representatives Brian Blake, Dean Takko, Kevin Van DeWege, Steve Tharinger 

 

2 
 

268



Submission Number: 000000176 

Received: 5/20/2014 3:32:21 PM
Commenter: Arthur Grunbaum
Organization: FOGH (Friends of Grays Harbor)
Address: PO Box 1512  Westport, Washington 98595 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000176-63656.pdf Size = 315 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
Please see the attached PDF for our detailed comments. Thank you, R.D. Arthur (R.D.) Grunbaum FOGH (Friends of
 Grays Harbor) PO Box 1512 Westport, Washington 98595-1512
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Post Office Box 1512 Westport, Washington 98595-1512 Phone/Fax (360) 648-2254
http:fogh.org rd@fogh.org 501(c)(3) tax-deductible

May 20, 2014

Westway & Imperium EISs
c/o ICF International
710 Second Avenue, Suite 550
Seattle, Washington 98104

Via email and website

Scoping Comments of FOGH (Friends of Grays Harbor) on the Proposed Imperium and Westway EIS

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on these two projects.  We hope our input will be of assistance in making 
decisions that will benefit the economy, environment, visitors and residents of the Chehalis Basin Watershed.  We 
incorporate by reference comments from the Willapa/Grays Harbor Oystermen’s Association, Washington Dunge-
ness Crab Fisher Association, Brady Engvall, Brian Sterling, Audubon Societies, Arnie Martin, the Quinault In-
dian Nation, Washington Environmental Council, Climate Solutions Friends of the Earth (FOE), FOGH November 
2013 comments re Millennium Bulk Terminals,  FOGH et al December 2013 comments P-1577, P-1587, P-1595, 
PHMSA, and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

FOGH is a broad-based 100% volunteer tax-exempt 501(c)(3) citizens group made up of crabbers, fishers, oyster 
growers and caring citizens.  The mission of FOGH is to foster and promote the economic, biological, and social 
uniqueness of Washington’s estuaries and ocean coastal environments.  The goal of FOGH is to protect the natural 
environment, human health and safety in Grays Harbor and vicinity through science, advocacy, law, activism and 
empowerment.

The following needs to be discussed for all the operational areas required by the proposed Imperium, Westway and 
US Development terminals, separately and cumulatively including for:

•  Surface transportation into the Port of Grays Harbor (hereinafter “Port”): rail, auto and truck;

•  Facility operational area including side rails, storage areas, storage terminals, pier and trestle;

•  Marine transportation to and from Port: Panamax  ships, barges, ATB barges and other vessels, including ten-
ders.

Specific Areas of Concern: 
1. Land use and public infrastructure requirements and alterations including new roads or bridges/overpasses 
necessary to decrease disruption of current traffic flow. Decrease of land values due to increased rail disruption 
and noise.

2. Cultural, historical and archeological:
 Native American Issues:

•  Treaty fishing rights - loss/interruption of usual and accustomed fishing sites;

•  Public’s perception of negative effect on PNW totemic species: Salmon, Orca (cetaceans) and eagle.

•  Shellfish and crab viability 

3. Power used to operate Port Facility – amount and source.  Backup sources for power outages similar to 
2007 storm or greater. Air quality measures during operation.
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Post Office Box 1512 Westport, Washington 98595-1512 Phone/Fax (360) 648-2254
http:fogh.org rd@fogh.org 501(c)(3) tax-deductible

FOGH Comments EIS Scoping Page 2

4. Wetlands – loss from fill; stormwater runoff pollution including from rain or spray of water to tanks and 
piping at site and on loaded and empty cars; and mitigation.  Setback from Fry Creek and other Critical Areas 
Ordinance (CAO) areas.

5. Water Resources:
•  Fresh water, both surface and groundwater – for use at Imperium and Westway, define source and amount; 
normal/permitted pollution from discharges, stormwater runoff, from petroleum products and solvents and 
other industrial fluids and substances; from heavy metals from brakes; and from accidents;

•  Salt water – normal/permitted pollution from discharges including sewage, ballast, bilge, stormwater, 
petroleum products and solvents and other industrial fluids and substances; from accidents and from intro-
duction of invasive species. 

•  Aquatic Invasive Species: A Guide to Least Wanted – Washington; Aquatic Nuisance Species Committee 
Report to the 2012 Legislature 

•  Special attention to aquatic areas defined as “critical” under relevant Critical Areas Ordinances and to the 
Grays Harbor National Wildlife Refuge next to which the US Development Project will be located. http://
www.dnr.wa.gov/ResearchScience/News/Pages/nr09_105.aspx http://www.fws.gov/refuge/grays_harbor/  

6. Physical oceanography and coastal processes including alteration of littoral drift.  Changes due to dredging 
activities.  Erosion potentials.

7. Coastal and nearshore ecosystem changes due to shading from docks and lingering boats, both as to vegeta-
tive and animal habitat issues.
 
8. Human Health impacts especially from increased industrial-type pollution and from crude oil.  

9. Animal and plant  - The impacts of oil spills on marine mammals and seabirds are well documented.  Direct 
mortality results from contact with the floating and/or sinking oil and long-term exposure to oil toxins residing 
in the spill-affected areas.

•  Impacts on the following including identification of abundance status (e.g., there are over 50 species in 
the Grays Harbor and Washington Coast area determined either federally or state endangered or threatened, 
state sensitive or candidates for protection status or federal species of concern. Discussion should include 
impacts from any alteration in landform or physical oceanographic change/habitat change (e.g., changes in 
nearshore currents); light changes (on land or at water, light pollution at night, changes in ability of light to 
penetrate water columns and to reach bottom such as shading from dock/lingering ships); noise pollution 
from operation of Port Facility or from vessels; from other pollution, both permitted and accidental, oil 
spills, ballast and bilge water or storm water discharges); and implications of expected changes in species 
composition, distribution and absolute numbers as a result of the above, including introduction of invasive 
species from hull fouling and ballast water discharge with special attention being paid to species in areas 
defined as “critical” under relevant Critical Area Ordinances.

•  Terrestrial Mammals, especially Long-eared Myotis, Long-legged Myotis, Keen’s Long-eared Bat and 
roosting concentrations of Big Brown Bats, Myotis Bats, and Pallid Bats;

•  Terrestrial and fresh and salt water plants including willow groves, old- growth trees, wetland species, 
eelgrass and phytoplankton species; 
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•  Birds, especially Marbled Murrelet, Northern Spotted Owl, Brown Pelican, Western Snowy Plover, Brandt’s Cor-
morant, Cassin’s Auklet, Common Murre, Short-tailed Albatross, Tufted Puffin, Western Grebe, Great Blue Heron, 
Harlequin Duck, Trumpeter Swan, Bald Eagle, Golden Eagle, Peregrine Falcon, Osprey, Sooty Grouse, Band-tailed 
Pigeon, Yellow-billed Cuckoo, Vaux’s Swift, Pileated Woodpecker, Oregon Vesper Sparrow, Western Red Knot, 
Streaked Horned Lark, Northern Goshawk,  and Purple Martin;

•  Terrestrial invertebrates, especially Great Arctic, Island Marble, Sand-verbena Moth, Taylor’s Checkerspot and 
Valley Silverspot;

•  Amphibians, especially the Western Toad; Cascades frog, Olympic torrent salamander, Tailed frog; Van Dyke’s 
salamander

•  Reptiles, especially the Sharptail Snake

•  Fish especially Pacific Herring, Pacific Sand Lance/Longfin Smelt, Surfsmelt, Bull Trout/Dolly Varden, Coastal 
Resident/Searun Cutthroat, Salmon (Chinook, Chum, Coho, Pink, Sockeye), Rainbow Trout/Steelhead/Inland Red-
band Trout, Pacific Cod, Pacific Hake, Walleye Pollock, Eulachon, Rockfish (Black, Brown, Canary, China, Copper, 
Greenstriped, Quillback, Redstripe, Tiger, Widow, Yelloweye, Yellowtail), Spotted Ratfish, English Sole, Pacific 
lamprey and Rock Sole;

•  Marine Mammals, especially Orcas Dall’s Porpoise, Gray Whale, Harbor Seal, Pacific Harbor Porpoise, Northern 
Sea Otter,  and Steller Sea Lion;

•  Marine Invertebrates including Pinto Abalone, Geoduck, Clams (Butter, Native Littleneck, Manila, Razor), 
Olympia Oyster, Pacific Oyster, Dungeness Crab, Pandalid shrimp, Pteropods (especially “sea butterfly” and Zoo-
plankton.

10. Hazardous materials to be present at Facility, used or generated with disposal protocols and accident prevention and 
remediation measures in place.

11. Rail traffic analysis given current state of infrastructure; discuss percentage rail infrastructure is fully utilized pre-
Facility, accident likelihood and recent experiences, impacts response capability and remediation.  The rail from Centra-
lia to Hoquiam is about 59 miles long, but this does not adequately reflect the impacts nor dangers of CBR.  What is the 
statistical danger of over 1100 rail miles?  Please address the decreased ability to repair infrastructure due to rail traffic.  
A current TIGER grant application from the City of Chehalis states that the current grain and auto traffic to the Port of 
Grays Harbor is “overwhelming the system.”  Please study the logistics of added rail use and its impacts to existing rail 
customers.

12. Road and highway infrastructure and traffic changes due to interruption by rail or trucks that are project-associated, 
increased likelihood of accidents as well as need for additional roadside armoring indicated by climate change-induced 
sea level rise. Who will pay?

13.  Vessel traffic along the Washington coast, the Grays Harbor estuary and destination routes to California and the 
Straits of Juan de Fuca including pre-facility status.

•  List flag state of vessels to be used and first language of crew;

•  Details of Panamax vessels as to age and structural and electronic components;

•  Detail normal/permitted pollution impacts:
o  Of air and water including from fuels, engine exhausts, crude oil, ballast or bilge water, noise and direct physi-
cal interactions or caused avoidance behavior;
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•  Pollution due to accidents by fuels, crude, etc.:
o  History of single and multi-ship accidents of any nature and consequences for such vessels, current risk analysis 
and the prevention and remediation measures proposed including discussion of needed updates of Geographic 
Response Plans and any need for/who pays cost for/what time period needed to implement as to new deployment 
strategies and associated response equipment in Grays Harbor in spatial relation to shipping lanes.

•  Interference by these vessels with other necessary ocean transportation uses both commercial including fishers, 
and as well as with recreational and tribal users;

•  Interference by these vessels with marine mammal social structure and health including physical interaction 
through striking;

•  Identification of location of anchorages for delayed/backed up vessels that cannot be at Facility dock.

14. Grays Harbor Safety/ Geographic Response Plans – Plan is based on slack tide, what would happen and how would 
the plan be deployed in alternate tides, surge and weather conditions?
 
15. Air quality: 

•  From operation of Port Facility machinery;

•  Due to associated train, truck, ship engine pollution; (include vehicles delayed by rail traffic)

•  From fugitive air escape from crude from all aspects of operation including from rail transport, off-loading, stor-
age, vessel loading and shipping – extent and impact to human health and to other creatures in natural environment, 
both terrestrial and fresh and salt water 

16. Noise and vibration: 
•  From operation of the Port Facility machinery;

•  From increased train, truck and vessel traffic:

•  Assessment of potential for increased land/mudslides and derailment
o  due to more and longer trains and the associated increase in trains
o  vibration;

•  Impacts on marine life from significant increase in underwater noise associated with increase in vessels. Impacts 
and modeling of wake stranding due to vessels.

17. Light pollution at night from Facility and vessels.

18. Socioeconomic:
•  Human health affects:

o  Reduced employee productivity;
o  Increased health care costs;

•  Fisheries, especially for Salmon, Shellfish, Crab;

•  Agriculture;

•  Aquaculture;

•  Tourism;
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•  Potential for change in values of property affected by increased rail, road or vessel traffic, or by other Port Facil-
ity-related alterations of the environment such as air, light and noise pollution.

19. Ecological damage from a severe natural disaster such as an earthquake or tsunami – discuss mitigation planned to 
prevent massive pollution.

20. Cumulative Impacts, relative to crude: if one to three projects are fully built out and all proposed west coast crude 
export ports come on line and all coal export ports come on line (including the Oregon Gateway Terminal at the Port of 
Coos Bay, Oregon; the Coyote Island Terminal site at the Port of Morrow, Oregon; at the Millennium Bulk Logistics site 
in Longview, Washington; two separate facilities at the Port of St. Helens, Oregon [Ambre Energy and Kinder Morgan]) 
there could be a projected total annual potential western coal export of hundreds of metric tons - and there are upwards 
of 70 mmt that may be exported from Canadian ports; relative to vessel traffic: all of the above export vessels will use 
Grays Harbor, the Salish Sea, the ocean coast, the Strait of Juan de Fuca and, in addition, further expansion of Kinder 
Morgan’s pipeline and the subsequent increase in tanker traffic in and out of the Port of Vancouver must be considered.

 
21.  Recreational parks and facilities, e.g., Morrison Park

•  Accessibility for people attending events at these destinations

•  Noise disruption during the event due to increase train traffic

•  Community loss of these public venues for events, due to access, noise, safety and the impacts upon a sense of 
place and community heritage

•  Increased safety concerns because of train traffic, train derailment (actual and perceived)

•  Access of first responders to any emergencies at the events. We have had emergencies at past events and this is a 
significant concern to mitigate

22. Business entities rely upon the easy and safe access to their places 

23.  Visual and aesthetic considerations

24.  State contributions to infrastructure.  In 2003 the State of Washington contributed $2 million to the Port of Grays 
Harbor Grain Terminal Loop Track.  How will the citizen’s dollars be protected when a spill or explosion happens involv-
ing crude oil?

25.  Specific Project Related Concerns
(a) The containment design does not appear to be adequate for a design-basis accident. It appears that a catastrophic 
accident which released 8,400,000 gallons of crude plus 6” of rain water is proposed to be contained by a single 
containment wall whose integrity would be suspect in a catastrophic accident. The mitigation does not reveal how 
this would be handled and cleaned up. How would this be handled? What is the “bathtub” effect of containment?

(b) The review and design process does not account for sea level rise. Please discuss the calculations for projected 
rises scenarios. 

(c) The review does not appear to take into consideration that the area is in a tsunami hazard zone and would be 
inundated by an event and subject to liquefaction. How will you account for the impacts due to tsunami and lique-
faction? 

(d) The proponent lists that controls for the loading, unloading and emergency monitoring have redundant process-
es, but they are all electronically controlled. As the 2007 storm proved the access to electricity can be interrupted 
for long periods of time. What emergency power will be associated with this installation? 
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(e) The SEPA checklist states that there will be one terminal operator dedicated to the dock facility. Since the tank 
location is over 500 feet away from the dispensing tank, how will a single person be able to monitor the entire 
system, check for any leaks or spills, and make sure the equipment is functioning properly? Who else would be 
available to assist? 

(f) Where will spill containment equipment be stored? Will there be a redundancy in equipment at the tank site and 
dispensing site? 

(g) Considering alternatives is good planning, however there doesn’t appear to be any consideration of alternatives. 

(h) The EIS must include a discussion of treaty rights or impacts to fisheries and the environment subject to those 
treaties. What are the consequences of ignoring Federal treaty rights and promises? 

(i) The EIS should adequately discuss sensitive area impacts and the duration of those impacts. What will be the 
impacts to these areas? How will short-term and long-term impacts affect these areas? 

(j) There should be a discussion that all of the terminal areas have natural gas available. What would be the likeli-
hood of crude oil igniting due to catastrophic incident that severs gas lines? 

(k) Lack of consideration for crude oil containing toxic chemicals, many of which are carcinogens: benzene, chro-
mium, mercury, nickel, sulfur, toluene, lead, carbon monoxide, PAH’s and VOC’s. What considerations have been 
given to the introduction of these toxic chemicals? 

(l) Any oil spill would have devastating impacts to Grays Harbor, which contains unique wetlands and habitats and 
has been designated a shoreline of Statewide Significance. A spill would impact an Area of Hemispheric Importance 
for migratory birds, which are directly threatened by the presence of crude oil tanks, tankers, and railcars. Also at 
risk would be one of only two known glass sponge coral reefs and numerous threatened and endangered species. 
Placed at risk would be marine industries that account for 31% of the Grays Harbor workforce. How does the DS 
address the potential loss of function, value and workforce? 

(m) The increase in train traffic through Grays Harbor County will have a significant impact on communities that 
are literally bisected by the train tracks. Emergency access can be delayed over 15 minutes due to mile long rail 
cars blocking crossings. In addition, rail cars cross over more than 100 creeks, rivers and streams, the majority fish-
bearing. We are also concerned about impacts to surface transportation in the Hoquiam/Aberdeen facilities. How 
will the EIS address surface traffic along the rail into Washington heading towards Centralia to Hoquiam? 

(n) How will the EIS adequately address facility operations, including storage, existing piers and transfer methods? 

(o) What is the analysis of impacts on marine transportation to and from facilities, Panamax ships, Articulated Tug 
Barges, other vessels, including present traffic and projected additional traffic? 

(p) What is the analysis of impacts on land use and public infrastructure requirements, including alterations to roads, 
culverts, bridges, and overpasses in order to decrease disruption of current flows, analysis of costs and methods of 
payment to achieve these goals? 

(q) What is the analysis of impacts on cultural, historical and archeological issues, e.g., Treaty fishing rights/loss or 
impairment of usual and accustomed fishing sites? 

(r) What are the short-term and long-term effects of negative impairment of totemic species, e.g., salmon, razor 
clams, Orcas and other cetaceans and migratory birds? 
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(s) What are the effects to the function and value of wetlands due to modification, or loss from fill, stormwater run-
off pollution including from rain or wash down facilities and increased impervious surfaces and potential oil spill? 

(t) How will water resources, including fresh water, surface and groundwater be impacted? The DS does not con-
sider water use at Facilities and pollution discharges. 
(u) Salt water concerns: normal/permitted pollution from discharges including sewage/ballast/bilge/stormwater/
petroleum products, solvents and other industrial substances including those unknown substances that are part of 
the crude oil fracking process; from accidents and from introduction of invasive species. How has the DS addressed 
these specific concerns? 
(v) There are potential impacts to sensitive areas within the Harbor and on the open ocean coast. How will these 
areas be protected? 

(w) Aquatic invasive species introduction due to increased freight traffic – rail and vessel are a significant probabil-
ity. How will these issues be addressed and controlled? 

(x) Nearshore changes due to increased shading from added vessels, including impacts to plants and animals. How 
will this be minimized or eliminated? 

(y) Human health, increased diesel fumes from trains, vessels and loading equipment. What preventive measures 
will be taken to eliminate or avoid these impacts? How will health issues that arise from this increase be addressed 
and paid for? 

(z) Impacts to federally-listed or state-listed and concerned marine species, including but not limited to: changes 
to currents, alteration of landforms; light changes (on land or at water), light pollution at night, changes in ability 
of light to penetrate water columns and to reach bottom as shading from dock/lingering ships noise pollution from 
operation of Port. How will these issues be eliminated or averted? 

(aa) Impacts to salmonid species, sea run cutthroat, bull trout, pacific sand lance, smelt, English sole, essential for-
age fish, shellfish, razor clams, oysters, etc. could be catastrophic and long-term. What preventions will be in place 
and what mitigation would in place if a problem occurred? Would those affected be compensated? Who would pay 
that compensation? 

(ab) What would be the impacts due to increased vessel traffic to visiting whale, gray whale, harbor seals and other 
large animals? 

(ac) Impacts to migratory birds. Grays Harbor is a hemispherically important stopping point for 500,000 – 1,000,000 
migratory shorebirds. GH hosts over 50% of the western Red Knot population each year. What would be the effect 
of an incident on the mudflats and feeding grounds for the migratory bird population? 

(ad) What are the hazardous materials on hand as part of operations and how are they protected from entering the 
waste flow on-site and off-site? 

(ae) Vessel traffic increases and conflicts with existing marine resource uses such as crabbing, trolling and recre-
ational fishing. How will these traffic flows be monitored and enforced? If the tide or fishing window is optimal for 
existing marine resource industries and a vessel is scheduled to depart, who will have precedence? 

(af) Air Pollution. Studies assessing the potential impacts of international shipping on climate and air pollution dem-
onstrate that ships contribute significantly to global climate change and health impacts through emission of GHGs 
(for example, carbon dioxide [CO2], methane [CH4], chlorofluorocarbons [CFC]), aerosols, nitrogen oxides (NOx), 
sulfur oxides (SOx), carbon monoxide (CO) and particulate matter (PM). Air quality impacts may result 
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from the chemical processing and atmospheric transport of ship emissions. For example, NOx emissions from ships 
can combine with hydrocarbons in the presence of sunlight to produce ozone pollution, which can potentially affect 
visibility through haze, human and environmental health and has been associated with climate change effects. All 
classes of ocean-going marine vessels equipped with engines have the capacity to cause air pollution. Will there be 
facilities to allow the vessels to operate on cleaner energy while in port? 

(ag) Because more than 50% of a ship’s operating expense is generally the cost of fuel oil, most of the world’s ship 
operators seek the cheapest fuels available; in which high levels of pollutants is the price of their cheaper cost rather 
than cleaner alternatives. Accordingly, the diesel engines that power the vessels are often significant mobile source 
emitters of pollution in terms of sulfur oxides, fine particulate matter, nitrous oxides and resultant low-level ozone. 
How will these be addressed and eliminated or minimized? 

(ah) Visual and aesthetic considerations, as the area becomes an oil port. How will this affect housing, business and 
other real estate values? 

(ai) Increased global climate change and ocean acidity due to burning of the product. The global warming impacts 
of this facility would be significant, both on a local and global scale. The Westway facility alone would generate 
approximately 15,000 metric tons/year of CO2 equivalent from rail, marine vessel, automobile, and Marine Vapor 
Combustion. Further, 10 million barrels of new shipping capacity will expand a presently transportation constrained 
market, allowing for increased rates of extraction, refining and end-use consumption that will lead to significant 
global warming pollution. Increased production also threatens public health as there is little to no regulation on toxic 
pollution coming out of wells and facilities where hydraulic fracturing is the primary mode of extraction. The sig-
nificant influx of rail, automobile and shipping transportation resulting from the crude-by-rail shipping facility also 
will have impacts on local air quality and will exacerbate traffic congestion. How will this affect global greenhouse 
gas emissions and efforts to control these issues?  How will this meet the intent of Executive Order 14-04?

(aj) Wave and current impacts from increased ship activity. Dredging depths impact inner Harbor mudflats and sand 
islands. Decrease in lease values or elimination of oysterlands. How will increased vessel-oriented maintenance 
support current marine resources? 

(ak) Impacts of the additional transportation of crude oil into domestic ports in Washington State and California. 
What has been the analysis of the indirect impacts of the proposed project(s)? 

(al) There has been an inadequate analysis of alternatives and project purpose. 

(am) There has been an inadequate analysis of indirect impacts. 

(an) Inadequate discussion of fire and emergency response along the entire rail line. Hoquiam has been experiencing 
increased incidents with fewer personnel and less equipment to respond. If there were more than one incident at one 
of the terminals or elsewhere in the City, how would the emergency services be able to respond? 

(ao)  Special fire-fighting equipment and supplies are required depending on the type of fire.  What supplies would 
be needed to suppress and extinguish a unit train accident?  Where would these supplies be stored and made avail-
able?

(ap)  Increased vessel traffic will impact the estuary and the ocean shipping lanes.  What is the risk of these vessels 
as they traverse towards Anacortes, through the Marine Sanctuary, and as they traverse southward to California.  
What are the potentials for conflict in the shipping lanes and reaching destination in a timely manner?
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Finally, These Global Issues Must Be Addressed

•  Increased presence of mercury in environment due to increased use of crude. 

•  Increased ocean acidification from burning more carbon. 

•  Climate change: Impacts such as sea level rise and greater erosion from more intense storms on the planet, 
and especially implications for dredge filled areas.

•  Option of not building the terminals. 

•  Discussion of leaving the crude in the earth and of domestic fuel security issues

Sincerely,

Arthur (R.D.) Grunbaum
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Submission Number: 000000177 

Received: 5/20/2014 3:41:45 PM
Commenter: Hans Mak
Organization: 
Address:   ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
In light of the recent derailments in the County I oppose the oil trains through the area. I come to the harbor to fish and
 gather shellfish. A crude derailment/ spill would be catastrophic to environmental and community resources. This is not
 a good fit with the amount of rain we receive in the area.
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Submission Number: 000000178 

Received: 5/20/2014 4:34:06 PM
Commenter: Shannon  Vandenbush
Organization: League of Women Voters of Grays Harbor
Address: 1433 Ocean Crest Ave.  Ocean Shores , Washington 98569 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
The League of Women Voters of Grays Harbor thanks you for the opportunity to comment upon the proposals by
 Imperium Renewables, Westway, and US Development at the Port of Grays Harbor. In response to the revised
 proposals themselves, our group sees the shifting promise of 40- 100 jobs to our community as an unequal exchange for
 the risk to the safety of our citizens, and the pristine quality of our environment. If implemented, whether in part or
 their entirety, these projects would present a continual and unrelenting menace to the infrastructure of our existing
 fishing, shellfish and tourism derived economies. Our membership is requesting a broad based, explorative NEPA/
 SEPA EIS review that will consider what impacts these projects will have on the diverse span of environmental, social,
 and transportation aspects that will affect the everyday life of the inhabitants of Grays Harbor. We also hope that the
 studies would include the full range of existing disaster mitigation challenges that our area is host to, such as the fact
 that there is only one two-lane highway leading to and from the North Beach area. With that in mind, what plans are in
 place to mitigate the effects of a crude oil spill on water during a storm when over water booming proves insufficient to
 contain the sheer volume of the spilled oil? Will the efforts to clean the North Beach be hampered if there is a blocked
 highway during this type of scenario? The best interests of the vast and overwhelming majority of people living in
 Grays Harbor County are not reflected in these proposals. These proposals are rooted inside the rapid and
 unprecedented expansion of oil, gas and coal related projects that have moved through our country over the last thirteen
 years. This increase has not been accompanied by an attendant escalation in forethought about what long term
 consequences may be imposed upon the environment and the lives of citizens who must live with the impending danger
 of under-regulated projects. These projects should not be allowed to proceed in any form without a complete
 NEPA/SEPA EIS review. Thank you again for your consideration. Shannon Vandenbush Co -Vice President League of
 Women Voters Grays Harbor. 
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Submission Number: 000000179 

Received: 5/20/2014 4:55:44 PM
Commenter: Shannon  Vandenbush
Organization: 
Address: 1433 Ocean Crest Ave.  Ocean Shores , Washington 98569 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
What provisions will be put in place to be able to respond to two, or three disasters that might happen in different areas
 of the County. For Example, if an earthquake damages the off loading equipment during transfer, causing oil to be
 spilled on water, high winds and currents begin to move the oil to the direction of the North Beach- while at the same
 time, the earthquake causes a train to derail and explode in downtown Aberdeen? In the event of equipment failure on
 any part or portion of multiple simultaneous disaster scenario, what do the proponents plan to do to mitigate the
 catastrophic effects of oil spill? What plans are in place to make a proper assessment of which disaster needs first
 response efforts and resources? 
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Submission Number: 000000180 

Received: 5/20/2014 5:01:05 PM
Commenter: Shannon  Vandenbush
Organization: 
Address: 1433 Ocean Crest Ave.  Ocean Shores , Washington 98569 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
What provisions will be put into place to transport emergency vehicles and equipment in the event that there is a
 disaster, and Highway 109 is blocked? 
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Submission Number: 000000181 

Received: 5/20/2014 5:08:54 PM
Commenter: Shannon  Vandenbush
Organization: 
Address: 1433 Ocean Crest Ave.  Ocean Shores , Washington 98569 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
 How will the companies plan to mitigate the array of traumatic and depressive effects that residents will experience for
 having to look at the blight, hear the noise, smell the oil, and wait for rail cars to pass as they are blocked at the
 crossing? http://www.dshs.wa.gov/pdf/ppa/2013-15jan14/BHSIA.pdf
 http://www1.dshs.wa.gov/pdf/ms/rda/research/4/47/updated/graysharbor.pdf
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Submission Number: 000000182 

Received: 5/20/2014 5:19:51 PM
Commenter: Shannon  Vandenbush
Organization: 
Address: 1433  Ocean Shores, Washington 98569 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
If the Port of Grays Harbor is given the go ahead to host the currently proposed crude oil related projects, and, soon
 after, the US agrees to export oil to world markets- thereby centering the regulations under EU and international law,
 will that give us less regulatory power over these projects? If so, what plan is in place for proponants to respond to the
 spills? Will lifting the Jones Act ultimately result in Grays Harbor Residents paying a higher cost for oil?
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Received: 5/20/2014 6:23:52 PM
Commenter: Mary Holder
Organization: 
Address:   Mount Vernon, Washington 98274 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000183-63664.pdf Size = 366 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
Please accept the attached scoping comments on the Westway and Imperium proposed expansion projects. We have also
 today sent these comments by U.S. Mail to the address on this form. Please send confirmation of your receipt of our
 comments and add us as parties of record. Thank you. Sincerely, Phillip and Mary Ruth Holder
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May 19, 2014 

Imperium and Westway EISs 
c/o ICF International 
710 Second Avenue, Suite 550 
Seattle, WA 98104 

Via attachment to electronic scoping comment form and U.S. Mail   

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington Department of Ecology: 

Please accept our scoping comments for the proposed Westway Terminal Company 
and Imperium Renewables expansion projects. 

We retired to Washington State from Texas nearly a decade ago.  Although we made 
Mount Vernon our home, we are using our retirement to explore the great state of 
Washington to enjoy its natural beauty; unique national and state parks, wildlife refuges, 
scenic areas, and forests; clean rivers; and abundance of fish and wildlife.  In late April 
and early May we spent several days visiting the Grays Harbor National Wildlife Refuge, 
Bottle Beach, Westport, Tokeland, Hoquiam, and Aberdeen to view the thousands of 
migrating shorebirds on their strenuous northward journeys as well as non-migratory 
shorebirds, peregrine falcons, eagles, osprey and songbirds.  We spent our “eco” tourist 
dollars in the communities along the way, including in Hoquiam and Aberdeen. 

We are deeply concerned about the significant adverse environmental impacts on the 
Chehalis River and Grays Harbor that would result from the proposed Westway and 
Imperium projects. We request that the scope of the EIS for these projects include 
detailed studies of direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts for the projects in all of the 
categories set forth below.  For purposes of cumulative impacts, your review must 
consider the cumulative impacts of each project over the short and long term, consider 
the cumulative impacts from both projects, and include the planned U.S. Development 
Group project proposed for an area immediately adjacent to the Grays Harbor National 
Wildlife Refuge.  For rail transport of oil to the projects, cumulative impacts must also 
include all existing rail traffic along the route(s) of the oil unit trains through Washington 
State as well as all reasonably foreseeable planned future transport of fossil fuel 
products along the rail route(s).  The categories that must be fully studied as part of the 
EIS include the following:  

Safety Impacts from Transporting Oil by Rail:   The scope of the EIS for this 
proposed project must include all public safety and health impacts of rail transportation 
of crude oil including not only at the proposed facilities, but all along the rail route in our 
state.  Westway estimates it will receive 1.25 unit trains per day or 458 trains trips 
(loaded and unloaded) a year.  Imperium estimates that the terminal would add 730 
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train trips annually, equaling two 105-car trains (one loaded with oil on the way in, one 
bearing only residue and fumes on the way out) per day.  The scope of the EIS must 
include the air quality and public health impacts of locomotive diesel emissions along 
the rail route(s) in Washington and the impacts on emergency response at blocked at-
grade crossings along the route(s).  The EIS must also fully address the significant 
hazards of transporting Bakken and tar sands crude oil in rail tank cars through 
communities and sensitive environments along an already over-crowded rail line and 
even in the area of the new facilities themselves.  Studies must detail the risks and 
consequences of explosions and fire from transporting crude oils.  

The scope of the EIS must include a full review of state and local emergency response 
preparedness and capability for accidents involving the tank cars all along the rail route. 
There are no adequate regulations ensuring the safety of rail tank cars transporting oil. 
See U.S. Department of Transportation. May 7, 2014. http://www.dot.gov/briefing-
room/us-dot-takes-new-emergency-actions-part-comprehensive-strategy-keep-crude-
oil.  Advisories for voluntary measures are not regulations and notifications are not 
safety standards. (Tate, C. McClatchy Washington Bureau. May 7, 2014.  Regulators 
take voluntary route on tank car rules. 
http://www.mcclatchydc.com/2014/05/07/226820/dot-wants-new-rail-rules-for-
crude.html. [“But like other efforts since the beginning of this year involving train speeds, 

track inspections and routing decisions, DOT’s tank car recommendations are not 

mandatory.”… “ ‘I’m concerned that calls for action without clear guidelines won’t 

actually do much to improve safety,’ said Sen. Heidi Heitkamp, D-N.D.” Accessed May 

8, 2014).  The transport of Bakken crude through communities is particularly dangerous 
due to the volatility of the un-stabilized crude oil in tank cars and the vapor pressures 
from the gases in the oil; these factors have led to catastrophic accidents involving loss 
of human life, immense property damage, and severe degradation of the environment 
(Gold, R. February 23, 2014. Bakken Shale Oil Carries High Combustion Risk: Analysis 
of Crude From North Dakota Raises Further Questions About Rail Transportation. The 
Wall Street Journal. 
http://online.wsj.com/news/articles/SB1000142405270230483470457940135357954859
2. Accessed May 6, 2014.  There is no adequate mitigation for the risk and 
consequences of a rail accident involving crude oil.  

Impacts from Oil Spills:   In addition to the numbers of trains transporting oil to the two 
proposed projects, the Westway project would result in five new storage tanks of 
200,000 barrels each. The company’s project would also add 198-238 oil barge transits 
of Grays Harbor per year.  Imperium proposes nine new storage tanks of 80,000 barrels 
each.  The company estimates 400 ship/barge transits through Grays Harbor per year. 
As an initial matter, the EIS must identify all of the types of oil that will be transported to, 
stored in, and transported from the facilities.  Different types of crude oil exhibit vastly 
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different volatility, viscosity, and toxicity characteristics when spilled.  Accordingly, the 
difficulty in cleaning up various types of crude oil spills varies widely. The impacts of a 
toxic crude oil spill on fish, wildlife, and human health and the ability to clean up the oil 
spill differs depending on the type of crude involved.  Washington State’s Changing 

Energy Picture. Potential Impacts of Our Changing Risk. Presented by David Byers, 
Response Manager, Washington State Department of Ecology. 
http://www.emd.wa.gov/hazards/documents/OilandCoalTransportationIssuesinWAState-
DavidByers.pdf. Accessed May 15, 2014.  These significant differences in impacts on 
human health and the environment and the ability to clean them up arising from the 
transportation and storage of various crude oils must be fully analyzed in the EIS. 

The EIS must fully analyze impacts of spills on waterways and all types of landscapes 
all along the rail route to the two project sites and from increased vessel traffic in marine 
waters (and, for the latter, especially given the lack of tug escorts available to oil 
tankers).  Applicants Westway and Imperium must specifically identify these routes as 
well as those responsible for transportation safety along these routes.   As an example, 
there have recently been three derailments on the rail line owned by the Puget Sound 
and Pacific Railroad over which crude oil would be transported to the new facilities. 
Q13Fox.com. Feds Investigating String of Train Derailments in Grays Harbor.  
http://q13fox.com/2014/05/16/feds-investigating-string-of-train-derailments-in-grays-
harbor-county/#axzz320ppmdWq. Accessed May 18, 2014.  Questions that must be 
answered in the EIS include: why have these derailments occurred and why might 
future derailments occur; what is the safety, maintenance, and enforcement history of 
the relevant rail lines and railroads; who is responsible for safety and operations; what 
training and equipment is provided to rail employees for accidents involving oil spills? 
These questions must also be answered for all ships/barges that would transport the oil. 
Additionally, where will the transfer or unloading of the oil occur? What safety 
precautions at those points would ensure that there is no spillage of oil?  Promises to 
maintain and/or periodically update “safety manuals” are worthless to ensure safe 
transportation of volatile and toxic crude oil through our state’s communities and 

environmentally sensitive areas, and must not be relied upon as a basis for issuing 
permits. 

Impacts on Fish and Wildlife and Their Habitats:    The Westway and Imperium 
projects would cause significant adverse impacts on fresh and marine waters, wetlands, 
terrestrial areas, fish, shellfish, birds, and mammals and their habitats along the entire 
transportation route of the crude oil – from the area where the crude oil is extracted to 
the place to which it is exported. These impacts would result from air emissions, 
explosions and fires from rail accidents, oil spills from rail cars and vessels, and spillage 
at the storage facilities themselves.  
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The short and long-term impacts from rail, vessel, or storage tank accidents and 
operational incidents involving large and small oil spills must be studied in detail in the 
EIS process.  The Grays Harbor National Wildlife Refuge (within only a few miles of the 
proposed projects), and the other areas in and near Grays Harbor that are critical for 
shorebirds and other bird species, must be studied in particular detail.  See photograph 
of map of this area attached hereto.  The Grays Harbor estuary is a biologically rich and 
productive ecosystem. The mudflats, saltmarsh, eel grass beds, and open salt water in 
the estuary provide essential habitat for fish and wildlife, including waterfowl, 
shorebirds, salmon, clams, and crustaceans. The estuary, which provides habitat for as 
many as 24 shorebird species, has designated by the Western Hemisphere Shorebird 
Reserve Network as a hemispheric reserve of international significance because it is 
visited by over 500,000 shorebirds annually. Sites in the Western Hemisphere 
Shorebird Network.  http://www.whsrn.org/sites/map-sites/sites-western-hemisphere-
shorebird-reserve-network.  Accessed May 15, 2014.  The Grays Harbor National 
Wildlife Refuge was established by Congress to protect this critical shorebird habitat. 
Hundreds of thousands of shorebirds use prey species in the Grays Harbor estuary to 
fuel their migration.  Migrating shorebirds visiting the Grays Harbor area gain up to 30% 
of their body weight in fat before resuming their long journeys northward. Shorebird 
species in particular have experienced dramatic population declines over the last 
decades.  The EIS analysis must take seriously the potential impacts on shorebirds 
dependent upon the health of the Grays Harbor estuary for their survival. 

A recent accident in the Houston Ship Channel in Texas in which a ship collided with a 
barge carrying a large quantity of oil spilling the oil illustrates the potential catastrophic 
impacts on shorebirds, seabirds, and migratory bird species (as well as on fish and 
marine animals).  U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. National Wildlife Refuge System. April 
21, 2014.  Impacts at Texas Oil Spill. 
http://www.fws.gov/refuges/news/ImpactsAtTexasOilSpill.html. (“A total of 90 miles of 
shoreline were impacted by oil that drifted south.”). Accessed May 15, 2014.  The EIS 
must detail how large an area might be impacted by such an oil spill involving a vessel, 
oil tank car(s) or storage facility associated with the proposed projects and what fish and 
wildlife species may be impacted.  The area studied must not be limited to Grays Harbor 
but must also include Willapa Bay and other areas into which oil my drift from Grays 
Harbor and/or that may be affected by an oil spill along the transportation route. The 
studies must not be restricted to shorelines but must also include impacts to the health 
of offshore kelp forests and other areas where birds, fish, and marine mammals feed. 

The shorebirds that depend upon Grays Harbor are at particular risk from an oil spill.  A 
number of the migratory shorebirds that stop over at the Grays Harbor estuary are 
considered species of highest conservation concern.  U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 
Birds of Conservation Concern 2008. P. 24 
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https://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/NewReportsPublications/SpecialTopics/BCC2008/B
CC2008.pdf. Accessed May 15, 2014.   Many of the shorebirds that stop over in the 
Grays Harbor estuary are en route to wintering grounds in Central or South America or 
breeding grounds in Alaska, Canada or the Russian Far East.  An analysis of impacts 
on shorebird populations and their habitats in the EIS must take into consideration the 
fact that they are integral components of a greater hemispherical population of birds. 
Buchanan, J.B.  2000. Shorebirds: Plovers, Oystercatchers, Avocets and Stilts, 
Sandpipers, Snipes, and Phalaropes. Pages 20-1 – 20-48 in. E. Larsen, J. M. Azerrad, 
N. Nordstrom, editors. 2004. Management recommendations for Washington’s priority 
species, Volume IV: Birds. Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife, 
Olympia,Washington, USA. pp. 20-3 and 20-11.  
http://wdfw.wa.gov/publications/00026/wdfw00026.pdf. Accessed May 17, 2014. 

The impacts upon the individual species of shorebirds should be studied in detail rather 
than just “shorebirds” as a general category to determine whether given the status of a 

particular status and traits of a species impacts from an oil spill may be greater than 
upon others.  As an example of one declining species in particular that must be studied 
closely is the Red Knot, Calidris canutus roselaari.  The Red Knot is one of the rarest of 
the long-distance migrant shorebirds that use the Pacific Flyway.  Red Knots undertake 
long flights during their migration that can span thousands of miles and breed on 
Wrangel Island, Russia and on tundra in far Northern and Northwest Alaska. They 
overwinter in Mexico or possibly further south. Buchanan, J.B. and L.J. Salzer, 
Washington Department of Fish and Wildllife. Red Knot (Calidris canutus) migration on 
the Pacific coast of the Americas.  
http://wdfw.wa.gov/publications/01547/wdfw01547.pdf. Accessed May 15, 2014.  Grays 
Harbor is a vital migration stopover point for these birds that feed on bivalves and other 
benthic invertebrates in the Grays Harbor estuary [Bowerman Basin, Ocosta (Bottle 
Beach) and Grass Creek] to fuel their return trip to Arctic breeding grounds (Bowerman 
Basin, Ocosta, Grass Creek).  Other declining shorebirds in addition to the red knot that 
must be studied closely by the EIS include, but are not limited to:  black-bellied plover, 
semipalmated plover, whimbrel, ruddy turnstone, sanderling, semipalmated sandpiper, 
least sandpiper, and short-billed dowitcher.  Like the Red Knot, some of these species 
saw significant population losses in the late 19th and early 20th centuries due to hunting 
and, more recently, from habitat loss.  Buchanan 2000, pp. 20-8 and 20-12.  These 
species are especially vulnerable to disastrous decline from oil spills. 

Oil spills result in: 1.) direct mortality of shorebirds from plumage fouling and toxicity; 2.) 
reduced invertebrate food supplies; 3.) oil spill cleanup activity that disrupts foraging 
and roosting; 4.) reduced preening and foraging after a spill; and 5.) greater 
susceptibility to predation (Buchanan, p. 20-15).  Shorebird species like the Red Knot 
that concentrate in large numbers in a single area during migration are highly vulnerable 
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to the loss of a critical staging area such as Grays Harbor. The impacts of an oil spill in 
Grays Harbor resulting in the extirpation of the Red Knot and other shorebird species 
from the Grays Harbor estuary could contribute to the extinction of this and other 
vulnerable species.  The impacts of an oil spill on other bird species, including raptors, 
seabirds, and songbirds must also be analyzed in detail in the EIS. 

Detailed studies must also be conducted on impacts on fish species including salmon, 
endangered green sturgeon, Pacific eulachon and bull trout from not only oil spills but 
also air emissions and lights and noise associated with the two projects.  Significant 
adverse impacts from oil spills on marine mammal species such as the Southern 
Resident Orca Whales that annually migrate past Grays Harbor must also be fully 
analyzed.   There can be no mitigation for the impacts of oil spills having the potential to 
destroy significant numbers of individuals of vulnerable species of fish and wildlife.  

Economic Impacts:   The EIS should also consider what short-term and long-term 
economic impacts that a rail accident and oil spill would have on Grays Harbor and the 
state.  In particular, the EIS must study the impacts of the accidents associated with 
these projects on the Cities of Hoquiam and Aberdeens’s revitalization and historic 
preservation efforts, the Aberdeen retail center, the Grays Harbor Shorebird Festival, 
and the reputation the greater Grays Harbor area is trying to maintain as gateway to the 
Olympics. What would the likely impacts be on the tourist industry?  Tourists such as 
ourselves are very unlikely to visit an area that has become an oil port, especially one 
where dangerous Bakken crude oil is being stored and transported by rail and vessel. 
The EIS must also analyze the impacts on the area’s shellfish and fishing industries. 
Who would pay for the consequences of rail accidents and oil spills?  In the case of Lac- 
Mégantic, following the catastrophic accident, the rail company promptly declared 
bankruptcy and the cleanup costs are in the hundreds of millions of dollars. Beaudin, M. 
January 6, 2014. Montrealgazette.com. Huge scope of Lac-Mégantic cleanup comes 
into focus. 
http://www.montrealgazette.com/news/Huge+scope+M%C3%A9gantic+cleanup+comes
+into+focus/9348298/story.html. Accessed May 19, 2014. The EIS must detail the likely 
costs of cleanup and who would pay.  There can be no mitigation for severe economic 
impacts that would result from a catastrophic accident as occurred at Lac-Mégantic. 

Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Climate Change Impacts:   The scope of the EIS 
must also include the climate impacts related to the greenhouse gas emissions from the 
fracking, rail and marine transport, and the refining and burning of the crude oil.  This 
analysis must detail the impacts of ocean acidification and sea level rise (including the 
short and long-term impacts of sea level rise on the planned facilities, including the 
spillage or leakage of oil from storage facilities).  In light of recent reports on climate 
change and the astonishing predicted collapse of a large part of Antarctica, can there 
any reasonable “purpose and need” for either or both of these two proposed crude oil 

291

http://www.montrealgazette.com/news/Huge+scope+M%C3%A9gantic+cleanup+comes+into+focus/9348298/story.html
http://www.montrealgazette.com/news/Huge+scope+M%C3%A9gantic+cleanup+comes+into+focus/9348298/story.html


pg. 7 of 8 
 

export facilities?  Rignot, E. May 17, 2014. The Guardian.  Global warming: it's a point 
of no return in West Antarctica. What happens next? 
http://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2014/may/17/climate-change-antarctica-
glaciers-melting-global-warming-nasa. Accessed May 19, 2014. The peer reviewed 
study for which Rignot is the lead author, Widespread, rapid grounding line retreat of 
Pine Island, Thwaites, Smith and Kohler glaciers, West Antarctica from 1992 to 2011. 
2014. is available to EIS reviewers at Geophysical Research Letters:  
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/2014GL060140/abstract.  

Other references for the review of climate change impacts include: 1.) IPCC 2014. 
Climate Change 2014: Impacts, Adaptation, and Vulnerability. IPCC Working Group II 
Contribution to AR5. Summary for Policymakers. Submitted by the Co-Chairs of 
Working Group II, Field, C. and V. Barros. http://ipcc-
wg2.gov/AR5/images/uploads/IPCC_WG2AR5_SPM_Approved.pdf. Accessed March 
31, 2014; 2.) Romero-Lankao, P., J. B. Smith, D. Davidson, N. Diffenbaugh, P.Kinney, 
P.Kirshen, P. Kovacs, L. Villers Ruiz. Ch. 26. North America. In: Climate Change 2014: 
Impacts, Adaptation and Vulnerability. Contribution of Working Group ll to the Fifth 
Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. Vol. 2. 
http://ipcc-wg2.gov/AR5/images/uploads/WGIIAR5-Chap26_FGDall.pdf. Accessed April 
9, 2014;  and 3.) Walsh, J., D. Wuebbles, K. Hayhoe, J. Kossin, K. Kunkel, G. 
Stephens, P. Thorne, R. Vose, M. Wehner, J. Willis, D. Anderson, S. Doney, R. Feely, 
P. Hennon, V. Kharin, T. Knutson, F. Landerer, T. Lenton, J. Kennedy, and R. 
Somerville, 2014: Ch. 2: Our Changing Climate. Climate Change Impacts in the United 
States: The Third National Climate Assessment, J. M. Melillo, Terese (T.C.) Richmond, 
and G. W. Yohe, Eds., U.S. Global Change Research Program, 19-67. 
doi:10.7930/J0KW5CXT.  http://nca2014.globalchange.gov/report/our-changing-
climate/introduction. Accessed May 20, 2014.  The climate change impacts from these 
projects cannot be mitigated.   

Impacts resulting from Seismic Events:   The scope of the EIS must include a full 
analysis of the potential impact on the planned facilities from events such as a tsunami 
or an earthquake within the vicinity of the project.  A full analysis of these impacts is 
particularly important in light of the project’s handling of volatile Bakken crude.  

Conclusion:   The rail transportation and storage of large amounts of volatile and toxic 
Bakken crude oil to the proposed new Westway and Imperium facilities is 
unprecedented for Grays Harbor and for the state.  The impacts we have outlined in this 
letter cannot be mitigated.  These proposed projects create significant dangers for rail 
line communities, waterways and landscapes throughout Washington.  A reasonable 
alternative to the proposed projects is an economic development project that would not 
have such dire consequences for rail communities, the state and local economy, and 
the environment. The projects would also increase the likelihood of more dramatic 
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climate variability that threatens future generations of Washingtonians. Governor Inslee 
recently said, “We are the first generation to feel the sting of climate change, and the 

last generation that can do anything about it.”  Our time is running out.  We call upon 
permitting authorities to deny permits for these unnecessary and harmful Westway and 
Imperium projects. Thank you for your attention to our comments.  Please kindly 
acknowledge your receipt of them.  

Sincerely,  
/s/ 
Phillip and Mary Ruth Holder 
1319 Digby Pl. 
Mount Vernon, WA 98274 
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Submission Number: 000000184 

Received: 5/20/2014 8:21:47 PM
Commenter: Verne House
Organization: 
Address: 4740 Sourdough Rd  Bozeman, Montana 59715 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
This issue troubles me. The US happily imported petroleum leaving exporting countries to manage whatever mess was
 caused in producing and exporting to us. Now, the US is in a position to export. Fairness might suggest supporting
 exports, but global warming has changed the outlook altogether. What could change my mind on this? If profits were
 committed -- firmly committed -- to developing independence from petroleum in this country -- by means of solar,
 wind, algae (but not nuclear because we do not manage its wastes) -- I would look favorably on exporting petroleum.
 What about tar sands? I oppose helping Canada move its extra dirty product into export markets; Canada missed a huge
 opportunity to develop its own economy by building equipment in country to refine its tar sand oil into products that
 would encounter less resistance in exporting. Cost minimizing for the corporations but Stupid government. Improve
 ports' facilitation of exports? No. Given current policies and dim prospects for alternative energies, I oppose petroleum
 exports and expansion of port facilities.
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Submission Number: 000000185 

Received: 5/20/2014 8:24:24 PM
Commenter: Shelli Hopsecger
Organization: 
Address: PO Box 49  Montesano, Washington 98563 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
The passionate and emotional outcries of those opposed to the shipment of crude by rail have successfully created an
 environment of fear. The reality is that Washington State and the United States of America must find safe and efficient
 ways to handle our domestic energy sources. Grays Harbor will be the beneficiary of these policies and regulations as
 rail regulations that ensure the safe transport of crude and other liquid chemicals are introduced. This specific
 Environmental Impact Study should focus on the two projects that are being proposed by companies with proven
 records as good corporate citizens. Have the companies offered to invest in equipment and training for first responders?
 The Study should accurately weigh the risks -- what percentage of crude being shipped by rail has been leaked into the
 environment? What have been the affects - short-term and longterm on the environment? Were clean-up response plans
 in place? What can be learned from these outcomes to better position ourselves? What is the percentage of rail cars that
 have been involved in derailments, what type of car were involved, will these cars be allowed to move crude when
 these projects are approved? Given these percentages, what is the REAL likelihood of an accidental spill, derailment or
 explosion? While nobodies wants these things to happen we must be realistic in our assessment of risk. My greatest
 concern regarding the study is that the economic impacts will not be fully analyzed as a it relates to a community
 suffering from chronic unemployment, an increasing percentage of our citizens on government assistance and the
 continuing descent of our economy. How many jobs will be created, how does the pay compare to the current Grays
 Harbor average? What is the total investment and will this be part of the property tax base, how much to schools, cities,
 port, libraries, etc? What is the additional investment in infrastructure that will occur as a result of these specific
 projects, especially as it relates to Puget Sound and Pacific Railroad's ability to invest in and beef up the rail line
 serving Grays Harbor? Tug service investments, etc? What is the impact of no action? Grays Harbor's assessed
 valuations have consistently declined with the only major private investments occurring at the Port. Do Westway
 Terminals and Imperium Grays Harbor's future operations in Grays Harbor and Washington State rely upon their
 abilities to expand, diversify and strengthen their operations? Do you risk what they do today by limiting what they can
 become? Washington is already in the business of handling Crude by Rail with operations in place in Tacoma and
 Anacortes. To say no in Grays Harbor without a substantial reason would be unjustified. Energy independence will take
 investment. The United States will need to learn what it takes to handle our own energy resources safely. We will have
 to learn fast and implement changes~ much like USDOT is already doing with the rail cars. Washington Department of
 Ecology has a great record for spill prevention and response. This is an emerging opportunity that will be powering our
 Country for 30 or more years. Fearing increased vessel shipments, rail car movements and commerce is hypocritical ~
 the oil is moving now, it is just moving on different modes and it is coming from countries that have taken all of the
 initial risks and reaped all of the financial rewards. I think the US can do it better, with strong environmental and safety
 standards that keep our communities safe, while still reaping the economic benefits of the activity. It our responsibility
 as citizens to ensure that we do not limit both our economic and environmental futures by ducking and running. The
 numbers are there to demonstrate the benefits. The policies and regulations are available to make it safe. Let's make
 sure the information in this study is factual and complete so it can be utilized to make educated decisions.
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Submission Number: 000000186 

Received: 5/20/2014 8:48:20 PM
Commenter: Shannon  Vandenbush
Organization: 
Address: 1433 Ocean Crest Ave.  Ocean Shores , Washington 98569 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Will there be additional wear and tear on our roads caused by heavy equipment, in order for these projects to come to
 full fruition? Will there be an escalation in death from accident caused by road damage due to use of the roads by the
 project proponents use heavy equipment used during construction on already damaged roads? Will the proponents plan
 to reimburse each of the cities that they travel through for the damage to the roads that will be caused by heavy
 equipment? 
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Submission Number: 000000187 

Received: 5/20/2014 9:01:13 PM
Commenter: Shannon Vandenbush
Organization: 
Address: 1433 Ocean Crest Ave.  Ocean Shores , Washington 98569 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
The Snowey Plover is on the Federal Endangered Species list, one of the challenges threatening this birds survival is the
 fact that the plover buries its eggs into depressions in the sand, making it easy for anyone to unknowingly step on the
 eggs. In the event of an oil spill on the North Beach, and the crew needs to walk through the nesting site to reach the
 spill, how will the crew manage to achieve cleaning the oil and protecting the Snowy Plover? How do you plan to
 mitigate the effects of an oil spill on the North Beach upon the adult snowey plover? 
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Commenter: Rob Schanz
Organization: Chehalis River Council
Address: P.O. Box 1712  Centralia, Washington 98531 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000188-63670.pdf Size = 77 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
Attached is a letter detailing our comments on the scoping of the EIS for the Westway and Imperium terminal expansion
 proposals. 
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Trustees:  Karen Knutsen, Margaret Rader, Rob Schanz, Janet Strong, Susan Troyanek 

      Chehalis River Council 

P.O. Box 1712 

Centralia, WA 98531 
 

 

 

E-mail:  crc@crcwater.org 

Website:  http://www.crcwater.org 
 

May 20, 2014 
 

Sally Toteff, Washington State Department of Ecology 

Brian Shay, City of Hoquiam 

 

RE: Scoping Comments for Westway and Imperium Terminal Expansion Proposals 

 

The Chehalis River Council is a volunteer-run nonprofit working since 1996 to protect the 

natural resources of the Chehalis Basin. Many of our members live near the proposed railroad 

transport routes and shipping facilities, and rely on the waters of the Chehalis Basin and Grays 

Harbor Estuary to support their livelihoods and quality of life. We therefore urge you to fully 

analyze and consider the following project risks in the Environmental Impact Statement so you 

can fully understand the societal and ecological effects of the proposed oil shipping facility. All 

of these impacts should be address in the context of both project-specific impacts and cumulative 

impacts with other planned or existing sources of spills and water quality problems. 

 

Impacts of Rail Transport: The project will greatly increase the amount of oil transported by 

railroad between Centralia and Hoquiam, and will introduce Bakken crude oil and oil extracted 

from Canadian Tar Sands to the area. The EIS should address the following risk factors that 

could arise from spills and leakage during rail transport: 

 

 Vulnerability of the Rail Line between Centralia and Hoquiam: This rail line was not 

designed for this level of use, and includes numerous obsolete bridges, eroding river 

embankments, and flood-prone areas that greatly increase the risk of derailment and 

catastrophic spills. 

 Unique characteristics of Bakken crude and Canadian Tar Sand oils: These types of crude 

oil have been shown to be more explosive, prone to sinking, and difficult to contain than 

oil from other sources. 

 Risks to Rivers and Streams: The rail line often runs adjacent to the Chehalis and crosses 

many tributaries, including the Skookumchuck River, Scatter Creek, the Black River, 

Cloquallum Creek, the Satsop River, the Wynoochee River, the Wishkah River, and the 

Hoquiam River. The EIS should identify impacts of spills and leakage to salmon and 

other aquatic organisms, migratory birds, riparian ecosystems, agriculture, surface water 

supplies, and recreational uses of these rivers and streams.  
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Trustees:  Karen Knutsen, Margaret Rader, Rob Schanz, Janet Strong, Susan Troyanek 

 Risks to Wetlands: The rail line passes through or near numerous floodplain and tidal 

wetlands, including the Chehalis Surge Plain, a unique tidal wetland system that is 

partially protected within a DNR Natural Area Preserve. The EIS should identify impacts 

of spills and leakage on wetland ecosystems and the fish, mammals, birds, and amphibian 

populations they support. 

 Risks to Groundwater Supplies: The rail line crosses shallow alluvial and glacial outwash 

aquifers in the Chehalis, Black River, and Skookumchuck valleys that are important 

water sources for irrigation and other uses. Glacial outwash and coarse alluvial aquifers 

are particularly vulnerable because of rapid infiltration rates and limited attenuation of 

pollutants. The EIS should identify impacts of catastrophic spills and routine leakage to 

these water supplies and associated agricultural and domestic users. 

Risks to Grays Harbor from oil storage, transfer, and tanker transport: The project will 

greatly increase the storage, transfer, and transportation of oil near or in the Grays Harbor 

estuary. Transfer of oil from trains to storage facilities and tankers creates risk of both 

catastrophic spills and routine leakage from connection points. Increased tanker traffic incurs 

risk of spills during accidents, as well as incidental leakage of oil from ships and machinery. The 

EIS should identify impacts of this to: 

 

 Shellfish, commercial fishing, and recreational fishing industries supported by the harbor. 

Oyster harvests in the basin are already threatened by water quality problems such as 

bacterial pollution and ocean acidification, and the industry may not be able to survive 

the impacts of a spill. 

 Migratory bird populations. Bowerman Basin and estuarine wetlands in the harbor are 

known world-wide for migratory bird watching, and draw numerous visitors to the area. 

 Salmon populations that use the estuary to transition into and out of rivers during 

migration. 

 Marine mammals and other organisms that use the unique protected waters and food 

sources provided by the harbor. 

Impacts of the Port Facility Construction: The EIS should identify all impacts associated with 

the construction of the facility, including short-term construction impacts, increases in 

stormwater runoff from impervious areas, wastewater discharges, and permanent impacts to 

wetlands and aquatic habitats on the facility grounds. 

 

Impacts of Tanker Ballast Water: Tankers often carry ballast water to maintain stability before 

being filled. If this is to be discharged at the facility, identify how it will be treated and assess the 

impacts of ballast water discharge on water quality and the ecosystem of Grays Harbor. Identify 

risks of introduction of invasive nonnative species in ballast water to the harbor 

 

Thank you for your consideration of these important project impacts, 

 

 

The Chehalis River Council Board of Trustees 
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Submission Number: 000000189 

Received: 5/20/2014 9:07:51 PM
Commenter: Shannon  Vandenbush
Organization: 
Address: 1433 Ocean Crest Ave.  Ocean Shores , Washington 98569 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
 In the wake of the December 2007 storm, FEMA officials hypothesized that the wind, which topped over 100 mph,
 may have been an instance of hyperwinds referenced in Al Gore’s book “Inconvenient Truth”. If a spill happens in a
 similar storm, what efforts are in place to mitigate the rapid spread of oil on water in the event of hurricane force wind
 that has no spin? 
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Submission Number: 000000190 

Received: 5/20/2014 9:13:39 PM
Commenter: Shannon  Vandenbush
Organization: 
Address: 1433 Ocean Crest Ave.  , Washington 98569 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Do you propose to keep equipment to respond to oil spills at the North Beach- at the North Beach? If so, what kind of
 equipment, and where do you plan to store that equipment? Considering the corrosive effects of salt air on metal, will
 you need to build a storage facility for the disaster response and if so, where will that facility be located? 

302



Submission Number: 000000191 

Received: 5/20/2014 9:42:25 PM
Commenter: Shannon  Vandenbush
Organization: 
Address: 1433 Ocean Crest Ave.  Ocean Shores , Washington 98569 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
What are the long term cumulative impacts of off gassing caused by increased rail traffic? When the increased effects of
 off gassing have been added to other existing industrial chemical air waste in Grays Harbor, will there be additional
 risks to residents over the course of their lives? Could an increase in lead base neurotoxins in the air come as a result of
 off gassing from crude oil trains? 
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Submission Number: 000000192 

Received: 5/20/2014 10:54:02 PM
Commenter: Shannon  Vandenbush
Organization: 
Address: 1433 Ocean Crest Ave.  Ocean Shores , Washington 98569 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
 Will the propellants that have been added into the Bakken oil to make it more transportable also make the spilled oil fan
 out more quickly, and absorb more rapidly into soil and sand? If yes, will the propellents ultimately sink to a deeper
 level in the soil? If the propellents do cause the absorbtion of oil to be more fully ingrained in the soil, what effect will
 that have on our ability to use that area for safely growing edible food in the future? In the event of an ocean spill of
 Bakken crude oil using propellants, what will be the impacts, both short term and long range, of those propellants upon
 the full spectrum of ocean life?
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Submission Number: 000000193 

Received: 5/20/2014 11:54:10 PM
Commenter: Kevin McCarroll
Organization: 
Address:   Tumwater, Washington 98512 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Oil trains are a serious risk to the health and safety of our communities. Present proposals are for Bakken crude oil
 (extremely explosive) fracked in North Dakota, but could be expanded to serve to transport Canadian Tar Sands. A safe
 method for transporting Bakken Oil has not been found. Derailment is a critical concern for our communities. In July of
 2013 47 people with killed after a train derailed in Quebec, Canada. In November of 2013, 200,000 gallons of oil
 leaked into waterways in Alabama. A month later, in North Dakota, 400,000 gallons spilled forcing 1,400 people to
 evacuate, and Pennsylvania experienced the devastation of spills in January, February and April of this year.
 Additionally, the two current proposals being reviewed would add 23 trains a week with each being up to 1.3 miles
 long. The slower speeds required by these trains would create massive traffic congestion, and impede emergency
 vehicles, extend commute times and decrease access to local businesses which hurts Washington’s economy. Please
 reject these dangerous and irresponsible projects. This is the wrong direction for Washington communities.
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Submission Number: 000000194 

Received: 5/21/2014 10:56:26 AM
Commenter: Laura Reisdorph
Organization: 
Address: 915 F Street  Centralia, Washington 98531 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
My reaction is that I don't want fracked Bakken crude oil rolling east and west out of North Dakota. They should locate
 a refinery locally and not transport crude over a an old infrastructure. But since you can't act on that, here's what we
 need locally: This proposal uses the PSPR line that turns off the main line in Centralia, travels through Elma and on to
 Aberdeen. The initial route travels right through the Edison District (historic housing district) in Centralia. Houses hug
 the rail on both sides. This line is already being used for Grain and with this commodity already has a history of
 derailments. CONTAINERS Crude from Bakken is known to be highly volatile and so the containers it is carried in
 should be REQUIRED to be the newer, safer container models, not the old containers that are more easily punctured
 when bumped or when derail. Derailing happens so we need assurance the industry is investing in equipment that meets
 their products needs. The communities will be dealing with increased traffic, noise, property value issues and needs to
 know that their inconvenience for the oil industry's profit is at least as safe as it can be. The requirement for updated
 containers is long over due. SPILL RESPONSE The oil industry should be required to provide local fire districts with
 the proper response kit. At the EIS Meeting in Centralia we learned that tools needed to respond are not readily
 available (expensive) to most districts. Since the oil industry is creating the local need for this kit, the oil industry
 should pay for the procurement, not the local citizens who do not directly benefit from the company's profit.
 SUMMARY Most local home owners are tax payers. Mostly big oil is not. Don't make us pay more because their
 business model threatens our well being. Thank you!
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Submission Number: 000000195 

Received: 5/21/2014 1:48:42 PM
Commenter: Robin Moore
Organization: 
Address: PO Box 813  Hoquiam, Washington 98550 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
New Jersey is already at work preparing for sea level rise. This state and county seem to be planning a future that
 doesn't have this problem. Do either of these projects have any way to deal with sea level rise or other effects of climate
 change?
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Submission Number: 000000196 

Received: 5/21/2014 5:07:33 PM
Commenter: Doug Zimmer
Organization: 
Address: 2017 West 6th Street  Aberdeen, Washington 98520 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000196-63679.docx Size = 15 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
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Imperium Renewables: 

1.) The project identifies a marine vapor combustion unit to incinerate displaced vapors during 
vessel loading. What provisions have been made to prevent impacts to air quality to Hoquiam, 
Aberdeen and other downwind communities? 

2.) What provisions are being taken to address potential health issues from particulate and vapors 
from the marine combustion unit to Hoquiam, Aberdeen, and other downwind communities? 
Please address provisions made to prevent impacts to surrounding vegetation and marine 
environments. 

3.) The current Imperium facility produces considerable light pollution and glare, seriously affecting 
the night-time environment of Grays Harbor, with potential effects to migrating birds, bats and 
other wildlife. What provisions are being made to prevent expansion of the existing light 
pollution and glare, further affecting the human and natural environment? 

4.) We have seen one explosion and fire from an Imperium tank. The ability of local fire units to 
respond appropriately to that one-tank event was severely limited.  The proposed expansion 
includes plans to handle highly-volatile fuels that have caused explosions in other areas. What 
provisions are being made to provide expanded on-site explosion and/or fire response and 
containment capabilities to respond to future events? 

5.) The proposed Imperium expansion seeks an increased storage of 720,000 barrels (30,240,000 
gallons) of storage for potentially volatile and heavily polluting fuels and other products. The 
proposed site is on fill material within the flood plain of the Chehalis River upstream of a highly-
productive estuary and a National Wildlife Refuge that is a site of international significance to 
birds species protected by international and tribal treaties. What provisions are being made to 
contain these fuels in the event of:  a.) rupture of one or multiple tanks, b.) earthquake; c.) 
tsunami; d.) storm surge; e.) terrorist assault? 

6.) Imperium cites the expansion as expanding capacity by 720,000 barrels or 30,240,000 gallons of 
products. Imperium only states storage capacity: it does not estimate annual through-put 
capacity. This is disingenuous. Please estimate the annual through-put capacity of the expanded 
plant in total and the resultant increase in train, barge and vessel traffic with resultant impacts 
to the local human and natural environments.  

7.) Please address those increases in train, barge and vessel traffic. Explain how they will affect local 
vehicle traffic, recreational use of the bay  and river, how they will affect the quality of water, 
air, noise pollution, wildlife avoidance/mortality , fish mortality, crab, oyster and clam mortality 
and the wind and wave effect of such increased vessel traffic. 

8.) If the Imperium expansion adds 30,240,000 gallons of capacity to already existing facility of 
unstated size and the Westways project allows for 42,000,000 gallons of storage with an 
eventual projected expansion to handling almost 456,000,000 gallons of product a year, at the 
low end that is an estimated through-put of over half a billion gallons of highly-polluting and 
combustible product through our communities and over the second roughest estuary bar on the 
West Coast. Please address the on-site safety measures, including full-time personnel and on-
site and staged equipment that will be provided to provide safety, prevent accidental releases, 
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respond to accidental releases and conduct cleanup, remediation and restoration in the event of 
accidental releases. 

9.) Most rail cars leak and most release fumes. Under current practices, which we must assume will 
remain standard practices, lengthy rail trains are regularly parked overnight or longer in 
residential areas. In view of these facts, please address what will be done to protect the health, 
safety and air quality of people living along the rail lines in Aberdeen and Hoquiam.  

10.) Current oil spill response mechanisms in and around Grays Harbor are inadequate to deal with a 
catastrophic spill, whether on land, into a waterway, or on open waters of the bay or the ocean. 
Please address how these mechanisms will be expanded, staffed, funded and maintained 
(bearing in mind the historical failure of oil companies to maintain required spill response 
resources, i.e. Exxon Valdes, etc.). 

11.) In light of the recent spate (three in 17 days) of derailments in Grays Harbor, followed by the 
railroad’s disingenuous assurances that the railbeds and rails are safe, please address how rail 
safety will be increased, assured, and maintained to standards that will protect the community 
and the area’s natural resources.  
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Submission Number: 000000197 

Received: 5/21/2014 6:30:09 PM
Commenter: Janice Gegg
Organization: 
Address: 159 Larson Brothers Road  Hoquiam, Washington 98550 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
I support oil by rail through Grays Harbor. Lets fix the rails, roads, bridges and bring jobs and industry back to the
 Harbor.
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Submission Number: 000000198 

Received: 5/21/2014 8:01:28 PM
Commenter: LEE RIENER
Organization: NORTH BEACH ASSOC.
Address: 2604 LONETREE  OCEAN CITY, Washington 98569 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
This comment address the Imperium Renewables and Westway Terminal Company proposals. These proposals are to
 expand existing bulk liquid storage terminals located at the Port of Grays Harbor Terminal. I am against these bulk
 liquid storage terminals. They will be located near the waters of Grays Harbor. I have lived in this area for over 30
 years, and own a home. I think that it is only a matter of time before an accident, a leak occurs from this facility, that
 will effect Grays Harbor. The Co-Lead Agencies are requesting public input on the "scope" or content of the EISs. The
 scope identifies potential environmental impacts of this facility. I think that the potential impacts to the fresh water
 estuary are too great to allow this facility to be built on this location. There are several reasons: Hundreds of tourism
 jobs are associated with the beauty and purity of Grays Harbor. Many of my friends and neighbors work in this tourism
 industry. We cannot allow this facility, which may leak petroleum, to destroy our jobs. Also, our harbor gives our
 community fresh fish and oysters and clams. We as a community rely on these food stuffs for our survival. Many of us
 fish regularly in order to eat. We cannot allow this potential accidental leak from the petroleum tanks, to destroy our
 lives here on Grays Harbor. I do not think for the health and safety of our community, that we can allow this facility to
 be built on this location. Also the impact of the trains, bringing in this oil is problematic. These trains will derail, sooner
 or later. They will destroy our harbor. 
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Submission Number: 000000199 

Received: 5/21/2014 8:55:49 PM
Commenter: Tom Crawford
Organization: 
Address: 7430 Tsuga Court, SW  Olympia, Washington 98512 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
The most important item to be included in the scope of this EIS is the project's impact on climate change that we are
 already experiencing here in the Western US, as well as world wide. This should be considered as a component of the
 cumulative effects of related oil extraction, transportation, and fuel consumption activities that a directly or indirectly
 related to this proposed project. In other words, the Department of Ecology and City of Hoquiam should take a very
 broad view of the likely climate impacts of this project. The unparalleled impact of "business as usual" extraction and
 burning of fossil fuels on the economy, health, and social institutions which are critical to our society should be
 considered..and considered broadly, not simply limited to the marginal additional effect from this project. Again, this
 project should be considered as part of a larger economic, political and social context. Implementing this project will
 enable and encourage additional extraction and consumption (burning) of fossil fuels. Rejecting the project will
 discourage those activities. 
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Submission Number: 000000200 

Received: 5/22/2014 9:52:43 AM
Commenter: Roger Imes
Organization: 
Address:   Spokane, Washington 99202 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000200-63683.jpg Size = 79 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
As a rational, thinking human being I must question why we are risking the quality of our lives, and of all life on this
 planet, when we already know of the dire consequences? This proposal is but one small part of a complex,
 interconnected threat that combined with others will release incredible new amounts of CO2 into our atmosphere. Why
 are we risking our pristine rivers, and the life and health of our communities, simply to transport and ship dirty, and
 cheap energy to other countries? Is it for them to produce cheap goods to stock the shelves of Wall-mart stores, which
 will sooner, rather than later, end up in our landfills? It that the reason we are risking the life of our communities, and
 yes, of the only planet we have to live on? Where is the reason, where is the sanity in such choices? This is a regional
 issue with worldwide impact, and it must stop here. To allow the greed of a few, to dictate what quality of life most of
 us will live, is wrong, and it must be stopped now. Although I live in Spokane, I must protest this proposal in the name
 of all humanity for what we do here no longer threatens only the quality of our lives, but of all life on this precious little
 earth. There are alternatives, and the answers exist, the Status Quo is no longer a viable option. Thank you, Roger Imes.
 File attached of the vehicle we have used here in Spokane for over 5 years, no gasoline, and the only oil used is half of
 a pint, to be replaced after 50,000 miles. We do not need to destroy the things we love when the alternative answers are
 so easy to find.
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Submission Number: 000000201 

Received: 5/22/2014 9:52:44 AM
Commenter: G.W. "Bill" Osborn
Organization: 
Address: 905 Chico Lane  Aberdeen, Washington 98520 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
NO TO OIL being shipped by rail to Aberdeen/Hoquiam. To many miles of wet lands, streams, rivers, and bays. The
 present railroad line goes thru many small community area. Any major mishappens could cause harm to human life,
 animals, fish, birds, and many others. No to shipping from Aberdeen/Hoquiam....any liquid materials that could cause
 any environmental impacts. 
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Submission Number: 000000202 

Received: 5/22/2014 10:57:56 AM
Commenter: frank huber jr
Organization: 
Address: 6910 60th court ne  olympia, Washington 98516 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Being a "Native Washingtonian " ....not, to many left ..what has happened to our sense of Natural beauty ..that this "over
 -crowded " state has to offer ... The Port of Hocquiam ..doe NOT have the infrastructure to Accomodate trains' loaded
 with "Toxic products " ..ONE Mistake ...and your Harbor is FINISHED ...NO fish ,no tourist ,no business,no people
 (fumes )Do you really want to risk this for a " Few Jobs " ...and how long would they last ... Is the RISK WORTH THE
 DESTROYING YOUR HARBOR ..and way of life .. Think hard "City Fathers " .. 
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Submission Number: 000000203 

Received: 5/22/2014 11:46:36 AM
Commenter: Monique Kovalenko
Organization: 
Address: 1005 S Cedar St #2  Spokane, Washington 99204 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
It is with concern over public and environmental health, as well as over whether or not our community in Spokane
 would have proper emergency response resources if an accident were to happen that I am writing. I urge decision
 makers to include in their scope environmental impacts as well as availability, or lack of, community resources in
 regard to potential accidents and transportation slow downs.
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Submission Number: 000000204 

Received: 5/22/2014 12:18:14 PM
Commenter: Gary Johnson
Organization: CCA
Address: 724 Fowler Street  Raymond, Washington 98577 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
To whom it may concern, I am OPPOSED to the oil trains coming through Grays Harbor. The track record and recent
 derailments send a clear message that this rail system is in horrific condition. If an oil spill occurs in Grays Harbor it
 with have a long standing impact on the economy. Fisheries in Westport, Humptulips, and the tributaries of the
 Chehalis basin will all be affected. Oil spills in this bay and tidal waters are hard to clean-up. Let's protect these
 valuable ecosystems that the area depends on and stop this madness! I look forward to your response! Gary L Johnson
 724 Fowler Street Raymond, Washington 98577 (360) 942-2141
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Submission Number: 000000205 

Received: 5/22/2014 12:23:46 PM
Commenter: Gsary Johnson
Organization: Pacific County Anglers
Address: 724 Fowler Street  Raymond, Washington 98577 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
To whom it may concern, I have no! Confidence in the Department of Ecology! We are no spraying toxic chemicals on
 our oyster beds in the Willapa Bay! I look forward to your response! Gary L Johnson 724 Fowler Street Raymond,
 Washington 98577 (360) 942-2141
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Submission Number: 000000206 

Received: 5/22/2014 12:52:45 PM
Commenter: Phil Brooke
Organization: Lewis County for Safe Rails
Address: 402 SE 1st Street  Winlock, Washington 98596 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000206-63690.docx Size = 37 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
Please see attached for full written scoping comment. Moratorium & the Precautionary Principle: This terminal approval
 process should not be allowed to advance until the absolute full impacts are known and impacted communities, as well
 as the natural environment are fully protected. The burden of proof and the entire expense should fall squarely upon
 those proposing these Bakken crude oil export terminals and not the U.S. Taxpayer. For this & the attached reasons, I &
 many others call on Governor Jay Inslee to call an immediate, retroactive & comprehensive moratorium on crude-by-
rail export terminal schemes in Washington State.
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Grays Harbor Crude Oil Export Terminal Public Scoping Comment—Submitted 
May 22, 2014 

Dear EIS Administrators Shay & Toteff: 

Moratorium & the Precautionary Principle:  This terminal approval process 
should not be allowed to advance until the absolute full impacts are known and 
impacted communities, as well as the natural environment are fully protected.  
The burden of proof and the entire expense should fall squarely upon those 
proposing these Bakken crude oil export terminals and not the U.S. Taxpayer.  For 
this & the below reasons, I & many others call on Governor Jay Inslee to call an 
immediate, retroactive & comprehensive moratorium on crude-by-rail export 
terminal schemes in Washington State. 

I’m a resident of Centralia, business owner in Winlock, farmer & am the director 
of risk management for a large employer by profession.  Our whole family loves 
trains.  I have family members who put in careers with Burlington Northern & I’m 
routinely interrupted by my 3 year old nephew, who wants to be lifted up to the 
window to see which train is passing by.  Indeed, trains are one of the most 
environmentally sound methods to transport goods and people.  But these 
proposals to transport highly flammable Bakken crude oil in what rail industry 
officials are calling unsafe soda cans threatens this soundness & is simply put, a 
disaster waiting for all of us.  As part of my scoping comments, I’m will also 
submitting separately the petition signatures of 450 of my neighbors & friends in 
opposition to these projects.   

Bisecting our Communities, Accident Rates & Trespassings:  Just in Lewis County, 
this crude oil will bi-sect & damage our 4 largest cities:  Centralia, Chehalis, 
Napavine & Winlock.  Centralia & Chehalis alone have 64 crossings between 
them.  We know Lewis County has among the highest incidences of track 
trespassing in the State.  Just because an oil executive says safety is their highest 
priority, does not mean Bakken crude oil can be shipped via railroad safely.  It is 
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not & cannot.  The Manhattan Institute, a conservative pro-business think tank 
reports that crude oil rail accidents occur 34 times more frequently than pipeline 
accidents for every barrel of crude shipped comparable distances.  We’re seeing 
this play out in the news & have seen in the last year more crude oil train 
accidents than the last 4 decades combined. 

Cumulative Impacts to Historic Preservation, Historic Districts & Historic 
Architecture:  I am deeply involved in historic preservation in my personal life & 
have served for years on Historic Preservation Commissions.  Much of 
Washington State’s (& the nation’s) historic architecture & built environment 
exists along railroad corridors, which are proposed to host crude oil trains.  
Sometimes the railroad came before the historic architecture & sometimes the 
railroad was built after.  Indeed, when these trains bisect both small & large 
communities, it’s usually in the historic areas.  Both the Lynchburg, VA & Lac 
Megantic, Quebec disasters serve as poignant examples of this.  These 
derailments & gigantic explosions occurred in the heart of historic districts.  The 
nature of these historic areas & the condition of historic architecture will change 
fundamentally with the inundation of dangerous mile & a half long explosive 
trains, turning many areas into high risk rail yards prone to derailments even 
when the trains are not moving or moving at a very slow speed, as is common for 
derailments.   Cumulative impacts from all crude oil trains must be studied on 
different levels: 

• Immediate impacts to historic districts or those areas eligible for historic 
status will occur due to: 

o Derailments & other accidents/incidents. 
o Decline in business, as business interruptions occur due to blocked 

intersections, crossing times, noise, fumes & both real & perceived 
danger. 

o Higher crime, as areas parallel to railroad tracks carrying highly 
explosive crude oil will be reduced to all rental properties.  Crime will 
increase.  Neighborhood disintegration will occur.   
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o Decline in local tax revenue to the city, county & state when 
properties lose value.  Data already exists on decline of property 
values.  this sub-topic, which should be accessed. 

• Long-term impacts to historic buildings & properties, as property values 
decline as businesses & residents abandon historic areas & properties in 
light of the high risk posed with explosive trains.  Ongoing maintenance & 
capital improvements will be neglected.  I can tell you as a risk manager, 
vacant properties are at a significantly higher risk of fire, theft & water 
damage.  

Cumulative negative impacts to historic preservation must be considered, 
understood & mitigated in the scoping.  Our State’s cultural heritage is dependent 
upon preservation of these many areas. 

Aging Infrastructure vis-à-vis Size & Weight of Crude Oil Trains:  The crude oil 
trains proposed will be up to 1.5 miles or 125 cars long, & as a result harder to 
control or stop, increasing the risk of something going wrong. Our area’s rapidly 
aging rail and bridge infrastructure, much of it built on often saturated flood 
plains, has not been sufficiently assessed for suitability to this intensity of cargo 
with each & every tanker weighing up to 143 tons & the 4-5 locomotives weighing 
190 tons each.  We have seen 3 derailments in the Centralia to Grays Harbor line 
in the last 3 weeks for grain trains running at 10 mph, 6, mph & one at a complete 
stop.  Slowing these crude oil trains is not going to prevent their derailment, as is 
suggested by Federal authorities.  Ironically, Genesee & Wyoming propose to 
double the speeds on the Centralia to Grays Harbor line.  Will scoping be 
conducting these infrastructure assessments to the satisfaction of local 
governments? 

Corrosiveness Impacts:  The corrosive nature of fracking liquids & materials in 
Bakken crude oil is well-known to cause premature corrosion to tanker cars; the 
interiors, fittings, hatch covers, valves & even the railroad tracks themselves 
(although Coal trains are surely helping).  Your scoping must consider this as it 
relates directly back to human safety. 
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Hazardous material mislabeling:  Scoping must consider the mislabeling & 
mischaracterizing of highly flammable crude oil under re-classification rules 
related to ‘understood’, but not ‘actual’ flash points. 

Schools & Vulnerable Populations:  Scoping must consider all educational, child 
care, healthcare, vulnerable adult & critical infrastructure facilities within 
proximity of the radius of hazardous crude-by-rail trains.  For example, in Winlock, 
WA, the Elementary School is just feet from the tracks. 

Inadequate & Unsafe Tanker Cars:  Scoping must consider the well-known safety 
issues for DOT-111’s, retro-fitted DOT-111’s, and newer DOT-123’s.  They must 
consider the need for pressurized tanker cars for this explosive material.  It’s a 
flammable gas, so pressurized cars only make sense.  Bakken crude oil should be 
required to be transported and stored only in a safe manner, which does not 
cause ‘imminent’ threat as it does now to those living within radius of railroad 
tracks from North Dakota to their in-state destination.  Roughly 5,000 of the 
worst DOT-111’s were just made illegal in Canada.  The rest will soon be illegal in 
Canada.  Those are now likely to comprise the core of the crude oil tanker fleet in 
the United States, increasing the risk to all of us.  This is considered a new weak 
spot in crude-by-rail safety. 

Residential Neighborhoods:  Scoping must consider the more conspicuous 
proximity of residential neighborhoods to the railroad tracks in smaller cities vs. 
cities like Lynchburg, VA, where urban growth has pushed residential areas out 
from the track radius (although higher density development is not occurring near 
tracks in urban areas).  For example, the same derailment & explosion as the 
Lynchburg, VA derailment on 4/30 in a place like Centralia or Winlock, WA would 
have undoubtedly led to significant loss of life & personal property. 

Lack of Weigh-Ins:  Due to the length of unit trains carrying crude oil, they do not 
typically pass through weigh-in stations, so no one is tracking their weights.  As a 
result, overweight cars will not be identified, much less tracked, creating more 
unnecessary imminent danger for communities.  This is considered a blind spot in 
federal law. 
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Elevated & Tunnel Track Systems:  The City of Spokane & many other areas have 
built their railroad lines on elevated tracks.  Many others like Seattle have tunnels.  
Spokane has had cars fall from these tracks before.  Scoping must study the result 
of highly flammable tanker cars being dropped from up to 80 feet elevations onto 
population centers.   

• How does this enhance the explosion, resulting fires, scope/intensity of 
fire/explosion, loss of life, property damage & structural integrity of 
elevated areas?   

• Will the entire train come down & explode when a crude oil tanker bomb 
goes off destroying the tracks?   

• How would a tunnel or elevated accident decommission main lines for ALL 
train traffic, most especially local Washington State products? 

Non-Accidental “routine” Releases/Chemical Hazards:  Impacts from non-
accidental releases of crude oil & VOC’s must be scoped, quantified & 
understood.  Hazardous materials testing studies must be considered for Bakken 
crude oil, to include all carcinogens, health hazards & fracking liquids not 
characterized in placards & safety data sheets.  Trains WILL emit tons of VOC’s 
annually into neighborhoods full of children & residents.  For comparison, a small 
2-aisle gas station emits 5-10 tons of VOC’s annually just from people pumping 
gasoline.  Using the precautionary principle, VOC emissions must absolutely be 
quantified & studied for these non-pressurized tanker cars.  Due to oil & gas 
industry exemptions from Clean Air & Water laws, protections are non-existent.  

Impacts of Sub-contracting:  Will railroads, shippers, oil companies and tank car 
companies all be made jointly liable for accidents, health damage & spills, rather 
than simply sub-contracting away the most dangerous parts of crude-by-rail to 3rd 
party haulers, (LLC’s without assets & very little insurance) who indemnify the 
parties above them?  What other “disincentives” to safety, monitoring & 
maintaining safe operations exist within these business relationships?  Sub-
contracting the most high risk activities in an industry to a 3rd party is standard 
risk management practice across all industries & all governments.   The effects of 
this should be scoped.   
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Bakken Crude Oil Pressures:  Scoping must include pressure tests for Bakken 
crude oil, which carries a relative pressure 3 times that of conventional crude oil.  
This is considered a blind spot in federal law. 

Hazard Communication/SDS-Hydrogen Sulfide & Carcinogens:  I’m looking at the 
safety data sheet (SDS) for Bakken Crude & note this is nowhere near our 
grandfather’s crude oil.  It carries an NFPA flammability rating of 4, which is 
considered highly flammable & higher than that of gasoline, with a flash point of a 
hot day in July, as reported in the Lewis County Chronicle.  It should be nowhere 
near barbeques, smoking, sparks or even static electricity.  This oil also contains a 
baker’s dozen of known or suspected carcinogens, such as benzene, hexane, 
ethylbenzene & xylene with a topping of fine particulates from the 4 to 5 
locomotives required to pull these mile long loads.  Benzene isn’t a suspected 
carcinogen.  It’s known to cause leukemia in children.  This isn’t under debate.  
Incidentally, they’re finding much higher levels of benzene in this stuff than was 
previously understood (up to 10 times higher), but it should be noted that 
according to current MSDS sheets, this crude already contains 10 times the legally 
allowed dose for an 8 hour shift.  There are 12 other cancer-causing chemicals in 
Bakken Crude Oil.  We know these tanker cars will vent & leak tons of pollutants 
into our neighborhoods annually.  They have to vent, or they will explode.  
Thermal imaging cameras are documenting emissions locally.  Federal officials in 
the Midwest are threatening to close down crude oil on-loading operations until 
lethal levels of hydrogen sulfide are brought under control.  Oderless, hydrogen 
sulfide can simply kill you in high enough concentrations.  It’s heavier than air, so 
it will settle into the low points of our neighborhoods.   Lewis County’s flood 
plains have quite a few low points—especially in our cities.  These toxic trains will 
give new meaning to cow tipping. 

Accidents vs. Long Term Exposure:  We know that in the American workplace, 
there are roughly 5,000 fatalities each year due to accidents, but more than ten 
times that number of deaths due to long term exposure to chemicals and other 
persistent health hazards.  Our Children will be exposed to these health hazards 
simply by playing in their back yards.  Yet, they won’t have the benefit of 
protective equipment, medical surveillance, occupational safety programs or 
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workers’ compensation like the employees working just on the other side of their 
fences.  Will lead agencies be considering long term health effects of exposure to 
residents in Washington’s pass through communities & what it will cost to provide 
personal protection, medical surveillance, & healthcare to residents experiencing 
persistent exposure?     

Crossing Times, Emergency Response & Economic Loss:  I want to thank Bill 
Schulte, Lewis County Commissioner & those involved in getting Lewis County & 
Chehalis a 3-year option on the Tacoma line.  This keeps at least one pawn out of 
G&W’s hands.  But even with its purchase, crossing times will increase 
exponentially.  I’ve seen cumulative impacts up to 12 hours a day in other traffic 
studies.   

What we know are these mile & a half long trains will be managing a 90 degree 
turn in Centralia, then running at less than 5 miles per hour through our 
commercial & residential neighborhoods.  Will traffic studies be conducted for 
ALL pass through communities in the State.  Not just Centralia & Chehalis, to 
determine how much time crossings will be increased & perhaps more 
importantly, how this will impact emergency response services & local 
businesses?    

Limits to Future Size & Foreign Export:  These proposals do not limit the size of 
their future operations.  Concurrently with these proposals, they are pursuing 
dredging permits with the Army Corps, so they can bring super-tankers into Grays 
Harbor, making it the cheapest & most convenient deep water port in the lower 
48 for export to places like China.  The Army Corps in response is expressing 
profound skepticism to the terminal developer claims that oil export terminals 
will only be used for domestic refineries, instead of creating high paid refinery 
jobs in places like China.  Nothing about these proposals is about energy 
independence.  In fact, it’s a fact spoken openly about in energy industry journals.   

Loss of Property Values:  Studies show property values will fall anywhere from 5 
to 20% depending on where you live in relationship to these oil trains.  Will home 
& business owners be reimbursed for the loss or “taking” of their property 
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values?  Will these companies buy homes & property from residents at pre-
damage value? 

First Responders:  Locally, we’re cutting back on fire fighters & first responders.  
This is hardly a time to do something like this.   When the train derailed in 
Quebec, causing so much death & destruction, residents had between 3 to 5 
seconds to evacuate.  From what I have read, many victims were simply vaporized 
when making the decision to walk outside their doors.  Will pass-through 
communities be provided with resources to plan evacuation routes & install early 
warning systems?   

Emergency Response Plans:  Washington State admits it does not have a plan or 
resources to adequately respond to a crude oil derailment & explosion.  This 
should be considered in the scoping. 

Unsafe Rail Cars-Existing, Retrofitted & New:  The Railroad Industry testified last 
week that not only are the DOT 111 cars unsafe for the transport of this highly 
flammable crude oil, but the new & retrofitted cars are no better.  Carriers are 
finding the heat and vibrations associated with the train trip is actually causing 
the refining process to begin in these tanker cars, making the oil even more prone 
to ignition when it reaches our doorstep.  Just like a can of soda in your backpack, 
or perhaps more appropriately, a meth lab.  Railroad officials are recommending 
pressurized tanker cars be used, which makes sense.  It’s a flammable gas.  
Canada just voted to phase out DOT 111’s.  The railroads are telling the oil 
companies they need to build pressurized cars with thicker walls and electronic 
brakes.  The oil companies are blaming accidents on unsafe railroad tracks and lax 
safety.  The need for re-designed cars, thicker walls, electronic brakes, unsafe 
tracks & elimination of lax safety should all be scoped. 

Liability Insurance & Financial Responsibility:  Crude oil carriers typically can only 
buy $25 million in railroad liability, which is a drop in the bucket compared to the 
potential for loss.  Damages in the Lac Megantic disaster are approaching a 
combined $5 billion dollars.  As a taxpayer, I oppose paying for rail improvements 
oil companies should be funding (such as the Tiger grant), but I really oppose 
paying for their negligence, especially when most carriers are limited liability 
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corporations using leased tanker cars.  Are lead agencies ensuring these 
developers & their carriers have the financial resources to take financial 
responsibility for their actions, which I understand is a requirement of state law? 

Violating Permits/Inadequate Penalties:  Our existing local export terminal, 
Global Partners, which is operating out of Clakskanie, Oregon was just caught 
violating the terms of their permit exporting from what I understand was six (6) 
times their legally permitted crude oil amounts.  Incidentally, they ship from a 
former bio-fuel terminal paid for by taxpayers.  In 2012, they paid $1.6 million 
dollars in federal taxes on revenue of over $17 billion.  That’s a tax rate of less 
than 1%.  They paid a $117,000 fine for violating their permits, which amounted 
to a mere penny per barrel.  Breaking the law is quickly becoming the cheapest 
way to conduct business for these companies.     

Conclusion:  ALL negative cumulative impacts of ALL fossil fuel rail terminal & 
refinery proposals currently under consideration, not just in Washington State, 
but those passing through Washington State (such as coal trains bound for the 
British Columbia Coal Export Terminal) must be considered in their cumulative 
fullness to understand the cumulative impacts to local communities & existing 
infrastructure around Washington State.    

In closing, Robert Kennedy famously cautioned us not to excuse those willing to 
build their lives on the shattered dreams of others.    In the case of crude-by-rail 
export terminals, we should not.  Too much is at stake for our local communities.  
I love Lewis County & many communities around this area.  I care deeply for many 
people who will have their lives & livelihoods directly impacted by these terribly 
dangerous crude-by-rail proposals.  These proposals do absolutely nothing but 
damage to our communities.   

Thank you in advance for your thoughtful consideration of all of the above 
scoping requests. 

Respectfully submitted, 
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Phil Brooke, 

Winlock, WA 

Mailing address: 

PO Box 294 

Wilkeson, WA  98396 

253.531.3353 

oldbrickhousefarm@yahoo.com 
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Scoping Comments on Grays Harbor Oil Terminals EIS 
based on testimony in Hoquiam and Centralia, April 2014 

 
I am Dr. Zoltán Grossman, a Professor of Geography and Native Studies at The 
Evergreen State College, and co-editor of Asserting Native Resilience: Pacific Rim 
Indigenous Nations Face the Climate Crisis (Oregon State University Press, 2012). I’ve 
attended numerous meetings and hearings about coal and oil trains, and I always hear 
the same message from the Department of Ecology about the planned increase in oil-by-
rail in Washington state. There will be an increase in train shipments from the Bakken oil 
boom in North Dakota, it’s inevitable, it’s a done deal, so the main thing that the State 
can do is to beef up its oil spill response plan.  I’d like to challenge this implicit 
assumption that permeates this process on three counts. 
 
First, the massive increase in Bakken rail traffic is not inevitable or a done deal, but 
would be the result of specific decisions that have not yet been taken, such as your 
decision on permitting new oil terminals in Grays Harbor. Bakken crude is already 
coming into our state, but the massive expansion in fracking and shipping Bakken oil is 
reliant on new port infrastructure here in the Northwest.  Build it, and they will come. 
Don’t build it, and they may still come, but with much lower volumes and posing much 
less risk. It used to be that fossil fuel companies could play a shell game and, if a 
community rejects trains or pipelines, they’d merely shift the burdens to another place.  
But with the astonishing growth of the climate justice movement around our region, Big 
Oil and Big Coal are hounded wherever they go: from Aberdeen to Bellingham to Coos 
Bay to both Vancouvers. Our climate change-conscious region has a real chance at 
rolling back the huge expansion of production in the three fossil fuel basins, isolated in 
the interior of the continent. Shipping is truly the Achilles Heel of the fossil fuel monster, 
and the corporations realize how vulnerable they really are. 
 
Second, it is not the mark of a democratic society to present any decision as a done 
deal, without first going through a process allowing the input of the citizens. I appreciate 
the action of the Quinault Nation, local and state environmental groups, and the 
Shorelines Hearings Board that forced the Department of Ecology not merely to go back 
to go back and do more work, but to reverse its original flawed decision not to do an EIS 
and listen to the voice of the citizens.  In your scoping process, we insist that you focus 
clearly and upfront on the specific risks that building new oil terminals would entail for 
Washington. Quantify how much more likely an oil explosion could happen when Bakken 
oil trains transit our state (there were more rail oil accidents last year than in the 27 
years prior), and include the maps superimposing the Quebec blast radius on rail 
corridor towns. Quantify how much more likely a train spill could damage our rivers, 
streams, or wetlands in the corridor. Quantify how much more likely a tanker spill could 
happen on our coast, devastating the fishery, shellfish, and bird habitat. And when you 
quantify these specific increased risks, don’t just include the two or three oil terminals in 
Grays Harbor, but also the cumulative effects if most or all the currently planned oil 
terminals are built, instead of viewing them in politicized and nonecological isolation from 
each other. 
 

ZOLTÁN GROSSMAN, Ph.D. 
Member of the Faculty in Geography and 
Native American & World Indigenous Peoples Studies  
The Evergreen State College (Lab 1,  Room 3012),  
2700 Evergreen Parkway NW, Olympia, WA 98505 USA 
Tel.: (360) 867-6153    E-mail: grossmaz@evergreen.edu   
Website: http://academic.evergreen.edu/g/grossmaz  
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Third, we’re tired of hearing about your enhanced oil spill response. Don’t get me wrong: 
I’m very glad Ecology is doing proactive and professional work on preparing for spills 
from oil shipments already coming through our state, and I wish only the best for your 
funding requests to safeguard our coast (and hopefully our inland waterways). But that’s 
completely different from using an improved oil spill response plan to justify or rationalize 
a massive increase in rail and tanker oil shipments. And these volatile Bakken trains 
don’t spill, they explode, as we’ve seen with the fireballs in Quebec, Alabama, North 
Dakota, and Virginia, and the damage would be done long before your remotely 
stationed crews could arrive. (Improving rail car safety is also not enough, because the 
Alabama train was using the new improved rail cars.) 
 
Let me use an analogy to illustrate the absurdity of the spill response argument. A 
cigarette company has boxes of lighters, and wants to distribute the lighters to kids in the 
local grade school to promote its product. The State acknowledges that all these lighters 
might increase the risk of the kids accidentally setting fires, so to offset that risk it funds 
a new burn unit in the local hospital. What parents would be reassured by the promised 
response of medical treatment, knowing that their kids would be in great danger, and the 
danger could be easily prevented by simply not distributing the lighters? And that’s 
what’s going on here: building these new oil terminals is literally playing with fire, and the 
role of government is to protect our kids.  
 
On the first day of any Environmental Studies class, we talk about the Precautionary 
Principle, that it is more cost-effective and ethical to prevent disaster in the first place 
than to only plan an after-the-fact response to disaster. We insist that your EIS be firmly 
anchored in the sound science of the Precautionary Principle, rather than in the 
theoretical models of the most ideal after-the-fact spill response. Build it, and they will 
come, and we’re saying the simplest way to prevent the risks is: Don’t Build It. Deny the 
permit. 
 
Instead of using the Precautionary Principle, the City of Hoquiam and the Port of Grays 
Harbor have promoted a project tied to the lucrative Bakken oil boom, only to find out too 
late about the multitude of safety and financial risks associated with oil-by-rail. It’s not 
their fault; just chalk it up to bad timing. 
 
How were they to know when they accepted the terminal plans that three trains carrying 
volatile Bakken crude would explode in massive fireballs, and the National 
Transportation Safety Board (NTSB) and the Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety 
Administration (PHMSA) would issue a warning that the oil itself may be explosive? The 
Port and terminal companies did not even know about this federal investigation until I 
brought it to their attention at the Ocean Shores town hall on November 14, but now the 
risks of explosive trains to the entire rail corridor have to be in the EIS. 
 
How were they to know that public opinion would turn so strongly against fracking, which 
is exempt from the Safe Water Drinking Act for a good reason. Not only are the 
chemicals used in fracking a secret under the “Halliburton Loophole,” but now it turns out 
that the oil shale often contains radioactive radium more than other oil deposits, and 
illegal dumping of low-level radioactive waste has become a huge problem in North 
Dakota. The EIS should explore the radiation levels in the crude oil.  
 
How were they to know that virtually every news story about the Bakken boom now 
highlights the social crisis brought by the massive influx of newcomers and the inevitable 
coming bust.  North Dakota has been through oil booms before.  As a Midwestern, I 
remember the early 1980s, in a previous recession, when job-seekers were flocking to 
the oil fields. The oil rigs were erected in the farm fields, and the local economies 
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swelled, but soon the oil was exhausted and a massive bust gave the region a higher 
unemployment level than it had before any oil flowed. That’s what a boom-and-bust 
cycle is—the local communities shell out new roads, housing, schools, sewers, etc. for 
the newcomers, then the newcomers are gone in a flash because of a commodity price 
drop or because the resource dried up.   
 
Fast forward to the 2000s, with fracking. Hydraulic fracturing is the technique that 
companies use to open up old, exhausted oil fields, and use explosions of water and 
chemicals to crack open the shale to get what’s left.  It’s not a technology for new robust 
deposits. The fracking frenzy has virtually destroyed the original ranching and farming 
economy of western North Dakota, leaving little for the residents to fall back on when a 
new oil bust hits. 
 
In the past five years, we’ve seen a massive influx of newcomers.  There are extreme 
shortages of housing, an astronomical increase in highway accident deaths with all the 
water and chemical trucks on the roads. There have been enormous growing social 
problems, such as a huge spike in sexual assault; women in western North Dakota don’t 
feel safe to go out at night even in groups. Crime has literally quadrupled, and there’s 
not enough jail space to fit all the new violators, so the towns have to build new ones.  
So the boom has not brought paradise to North Dakota, but has brought hell. Just 
google Bakken + social crisis, and see the series of BBC interviews. One journalist 
compared the Bakken “man camps” to a “commercial mining colony on Mars.” 
 
The coming Bakken bust will be even more catastrophic than the boom, or the previous 
bust. The higher the economy rises, the deeper it will crash. The local communities and 
state will be left not only holding the bag paying for new infrastructures such as jails, but 
will be left with poisoned groundwater even if a small fraction of the thousands of 
fracking wells crack the aquifers.  
 
And it now looks that the Bakken bust will come sooner rather than later.  
A November 21 article in Market Oracle entitled “The Coming Bust of the Great Bakken 
Oil Field” documents data from the US Energy Information Agency on individual oil plays 
in the country. It states that “the Bakken’s daily decline rate from their existing oil wells 
has reached a staggering 63,000 barrels a day.” If present trends continue, by the end of 
this year, the decline may hit up to 85,000 barrels a day. That rate is three times less 
than the oil pumped from Bakken fracking in 2011. Production declines 44 percent in the 
first year of the average Bakken well.  
 
So why is oil production increasing in North Dakota? Market Oracle answers, “The only 
way oil production is increasing in the Bakken is due to the massive number of new wells 
that have been added.” So the oil production is rising only because of thousands of new 
wells being drilled, which masks the declining production per well. As those two lines 
diverge, something has to break, and the growing contradiction will have to result in a 
massive bust. 
 
The article specifies, “Six years ago, the Bakken in North Dakota only had 479 producing 
wells, however at last count in September when then Bakken was producing 867,123 
barrels of oil a day, it took 6,447 wells to do so.  Thus, the energy companies drilling and 
producing oil in the Bakken have to keep increasing wells each month (and year) to 
offset the huge 63,000 barrel decline….Lastly, the best and most productive wells are 
exploited first leaving the dead-beats for last.  This will make things even more fun as 
the peak and subsequent bust finally arrives.”  A paper presented by professors David 
Hughes and Charles Hall to the Geological Society of America discusses this “drilling 
treadmill,” and predicts that fracking may peak in some areas in 2016. 

335



 4 

 
No wonder the Wall Street Journal posted an article on December 23, 2012 entitled 
“North Dakota Oil Boom Girds for Slowdown,” with a video entitled “North Dakota’s Oil 
Rush: If the Boom Goes Bust,” or “if the Bakken Stops Rockin” According to the Wall 
Street Journal, Occidental Petroleum is “reducing the number of drilling rigs it was 
operating in North Dakota to four from 14, citing rising "cost pressures." ….Among the 
rising expenses for oil drilling are the cost of luring labor to the remote state, that of 
building housing for them in ‘man camps’ and the cost of the water that is pumped into 
wells during fracking.” 
 
Hoquiam and the Port is tying the new oil terminals to a sharp but temporary oil boom, 
but will these 21 new tanks be left empty after the upcoming Bakken bust? Is the short-
term gain worth this long-term risk? The EIS should examine impacts on the rail corridor 
all the way to North Dakota, rather than look at Washington state as an isolated island, 
which does not make any sense either economically or ecologically.  
 
In Washington DC in April, we saw the huge protest of the Cowboy and Indian Alliance, 
traditional enemies standing together against the Keystone XL pipeline. Here in 
Washington state we have an alliance of Quinault and other tribes with commercial 
fishermen and shellfish farmers, which also would have been unheard of even 20 years 
ago. These people have already stopped a coal terminal, and they’re going to stop the 
oil terminals too. I hope that this is one of the shining moments of the Department of 
Ecology, in standing with the people, and fulfilling the goal to Governor Inslee to truly 
curb the growth of carbon pollution. 
 
 

     Documentation 
 
North Dakota oil boom: American Dream on ice (BBC News, 3/12/14) 
http://www.bbc.com/news/magazine-25983917  
 
Boomtown Rats on the Lonesome Prairie (Gawker, 10/3/13) 
http://gawker.com/boomtown-rats-on-the-lonesome-prairie-1440508492 
 
An Oil Town Where Men are Many, and Women are Hounded (New York Times, 
1/15/13) http://www.nytimes.com/2013/01/16/us/16women.html?_r=0  
 
Radioactive Waste Booms With Fracking as New Rules Mulled. Alex Nussbaum, 
Bloomberg News (4/16/14) http://www.bloomberg.com/news/2014-04-15/radioactive-
waste-booms-with-oil-as-new-rules-mulled.html 
 
North Dakota Enjoys Oil Boom—But Girds for Slowdown (Wall Street Journal, 12/23/12) 
http://online.wsj.com/news/articles/SB1000142412788732429660457817743251074236
0  
 
Surviving North Dakota's Oil Boom--If the Bakken Stops Rockin' (Wall Street Journal, 
12/23/12) http://live.wsj.com/video/north-dakota-oil-rush-if-the-boom-goes-
bust/7CBC6A33-3803-4AD7-8377-9497B1FC4A3B.html#!7CBC6A33-3803-4AD7-8377-
9497B1FC4A3B 
 
The Coming Bust of the Great Bakken Oil Field (The Market Oracle, 11/21/13)) 
http://www.marketoracle.co.uk/Article43227.html  
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Fracking Boom Leading to Fracking Bust: Scientists (Climate Central, 11/1/13) 
http://www.climatecentral.org/news/fracking-boom-leading-to-fracking-bust-scientists-
16680 
 
What Happens after the U.S. Oil Boom Goes Bust? (OilPrice.com, 11/17/13) 
http://oilprice.com/Energy/Crude-Oil/What-Happens-after-the-U.S.-Oil-Boom-Goes-
Bust.html  
 
Bakken’s boom-bust cycle (Bakken.com, 10/28/13) 
http://bakken.com/news/id/34175/bakkens-boom-bust-cycle  
 
When a boomtown goes bust: 'Sudden desertion' (CNN Money, 12/6/11) 
http://money.cnn.com/2011/12/06/pf/oil_boom_bust/  
 
Bakken Bust is Already Beginning (The Missoulian, 2/24/13) 
http://missoulian.com/news/opinion/columnists/george-ochenski-bakken-bust-is-already-
beginning/article_b2259ab6-7f00-11e2-ba11-001a4bcf887a.html  
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MORE ON FOSSIL FUELS & CLIMATE CHANGE: 
Citizens for a Clean Harbor 
www.cleanharbor.org
Olympia Confronting the Climate Crisis 
http://www.olympiafor.org/Climate_Crisis.html
Bakken Watch
http://bakkenwatch.blogspot.com
Gasland (documentary)
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=phCibwj396I
Boom! Behind the Bakken (PBS)
http://watch.montanapbs.org/video/2236174487
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THE WASHINGTON–NORTH DAKOTA OIL FRACKING CONNECTION

50 trains a month
(each 1.5 miles
long) are planned
from ND to Grays
Harbor, bringing
noise, traffic tie-
ups, and potential
spills on the route.  

Planning to build
21 new oil tanks,
to load Bakken 
crude oil onto 
Panamax-size
tankers, near key
habitats for fish,
shellfish, and birds.  

Now importing
ceramic proppants
from China (to 
prop up the earth
during fracking), 
and shipping the
giant bags via rail
to North Dakota.

The “hydraulic
fracturing” process
cracks deep shale, 
forcing oil/gas to 
the surface with 
water & chemicals,  
which can poison
drinking water.

Endless traffic of 
water & chemical 
trucks, tribal 
members displaced
and ill, high taxes
and crime, housing 
shortages, and an
inevitable “bust.”

PORT OF OLYMPIA

PORT OF GRAYS HARBOR

OIL FRACKING

BAKKEN OIL FRACKING BOOM

OIL TRAINS
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Submission Number: 000000208 

Received: 5/22/2014 1:27:26 PM
Commenter: Glen Anderson
Organization: Mr.
Address: 5015 15th Ave SE  Lacey, Washington 98503 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
The EIS's scope must be REALISTIC, not biased by narrow economic interest. This means that the scope must be
 COMPREHENSIVE, all the way from the location where the oil is extracted (including all environmental and health
 effects resulting from drilling, hydrofracking, extracting, etc.), all the way along the rail lines or pipelines (including
 ecosystems affected along that route), all throughout the process of conveying the oil to ships, barges, etc., all along the
 oil's route to Asia and other destinations, and WHEN THE OIL IS ULTIMATELY BURNED AND CONVERTED
 INTO GREENHOUSE GASES THAT AFFECT THE WORLD'S ECOSYSTEMS, ENVIRONMENTS, AND
 CLIMATE. ANY SCOPE LESS THAN THIS IS DELIBERATELY TRYING TO AVOID REALITY IN ORDER TO
 SERVE NARROW ECONOMIC INTERESTS.
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Submission Number: 000000209 

Received: 5/22/2014 2:23:18 PM
Commenter: Lyle Olmsted
Organization: none
Address: 201 W. Oakview Ave Space 85  Centralia, Washington 98531 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Having helped to plan and then participate in an emergency exercise like the one that happened in eastern Canada
 several months ago, I, and a lot of other Centralia residents, do not want those trains coming through our City. We are
 not being told a whole lot about the contents and the hazards from those contents, but believe me, when you begin to
 study the effects of a train disaster in or near Centralia or Chehalis, it becomes a very scary situation. Either City could
 have the entire downtown and adjoining residential districts virtually wiped out. Casualties from explosions, fires, and
 poisonous gases would be horrendous, and property damage would be in the millions. I vote NO! Question: Why are
 our gas pump prices so high if we have enough oil to be exporting it? Doesn't make any sense to me. Of course, the
 higher amount we spend on fuel, the more tax money the Government(s) make!
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Submission Number: 000000210 

Received: 5/22/2014 2:54:49 PM
Commenter: Michael Beasley
Organization: Mr.
Address: 4023 E. Fairview Ave.  Spokane, Washington 99217 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
These proposals are too problematic to be allowed to move forward without a proper hearing in Spokane to allow
 citizens to have direct input. We here in Spokane are at the choke point on the route to Grays Harbor and deserve to be
 allowed to ask the questions and give testimony to the issue here in Spokane. We will not be left out of the process! 
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Submission Number: 000000211 

Received: 5/22/2014 3:51:09 PM
Commenter: Megan  White
Organization: Washington State Department of Transportation
Address:   ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000211-63698.pdf Size = 230 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
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Submission Number: 000000212 

Received: 5/22/2014 4:05:31 PM
Commenter: Jim Littlefield
Organization: Surfers' Environmental Alliance
Address: 410 Seacliff Drive  Aptos, California 95003 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Expanding the Bulk Liquid Terminals at Gray Harbor Terminal 1 vastly increases the potential for major liquid spills
 into the waters. This event would cause huge damage to the environment and harm many sea creatures, including
 mammals. 
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Submission Number: 000000213 

Received: 5/22/2014 4:24:42 PM
Commenter: Susan Drumheller
Organization: Idaho Conservation League
Address: P.O. Box 2308  Sandpoint, Idaho 83864 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Imperium Renewables and Westway Terminal Company proposals to
 expand bulk liquid storage terminals at the Port of Grays Harbor Terminal1. I am submitting these comments on behalf
 of the Idaho Conservation League. Since 1973, the Idaho Conservation League has been Idaho’s voice for clean water,
 clean air and wilderness—values that are the foundation for Idaho’s extraordinary quality of life. The Idaho
 Conservation League works to protect these values through public education, outreach, advocacy and policy
 development. As Idaho's largest state-based conservation organization, we represent over 25,000 supporters, many of
 whom have a deep personal interest in maintaining clean and healthy waterways, clean air and our quality of life. We
 urge you to take a broad and comprehensive scope in your analysis. It's our understanding that these two proposals are
 among several to expand or construct facilities to store and transport Bakken crude oil in the Northwest. These
 proposals should not be viewed in a vacuum, but considered in light of other oil storage and transport facilities that are
 proposed or in the permitting phase. In addition, we believe you need to study the impacts and risks associated with
 transporting this oil from the Bakken oil fields to these facilities. According to a Sightline Institute report, if the
 multiple proposed facilities are approved, they will generate 22 loaded and empty unit oil trains per day traveling to and
 from North Dakota and the coast. Every train will pass through North Idaho, from Bonners Ferry through Sandpoint
 and Rathdrum. These trains will also cross Lake Pend Oreille and trundle alongside the Kootenai River and Lake
 Cocolalla. The Kootenai River is home to endangered sturgeon and bull trout, while Lake Pend Oreille is home to bull
 trout, too. An oil spill in these waters would be catastrophic to our fisheries and our way of life. The city of Sandpoint,
 and many individual homeowners, draw their drinking water from Lake Pend Oreille. Derailments seem to be
 happening more frequently in North Idaho. The latest was last night along the Kootenai River in Boundary County.
 Fortunately the derailment did not result in contamination of the river, but if it had been an oil train, it most certainly
 could have been a major environmental disaster. The rail route also crosses the Rathdrum Prairie aquifer. This aquifer is
 a sole source aquifer that serves as a drinking water source for the Spokane Valley and Spokane. An examination of the
 potential risks of the increased oil train traffic to the aquifer is imperative. Many communities in Eastern Washington
 and North Idaho are concerned about the ability to respond to an emergency in the event of a derailment. Emergency
 response and the resources needed for communities to be prepared should also be part of your analysis. In addition, the
 increased rail traffic will likely create conflicts with the many at-grade crossings throughout Washington and Idaho.
 The costs for local communities to upgrade these crossings to make them safe should also be included in the analysis.
 We also urge you to consider the climate impacts of these facilities, as well. The state of Washington is considering
 climate as part its review of coal export terminal proposals, and it is no less relevant in the case of these oil storage
 facilities. While the state of Washington may not be able to address and mitigate all the concerns in Idaho, we believe a
 thorough study of the impacts of the transport of oil will help you to make a more informed decision regarding the true
 impacts of these proposals and will provide Idaho, too, with much-needed information. Thank you for considering these
 comments, Susan Drumheller Idaho Conservation League 
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Submission Number: 000000214 

Received: 5/22/2014 6:14:14 PM
Commenter: Christine Lehnertz
Organization: National Park Service
Address:   ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000214-63701.pdf Size = 399 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
Please see the attached letter that provides National Park Service EIS scoping comments for the Imperium Renewables
 and Westway Terminal Company bulk liquid storage projects proposed in Grays Harbor, Washington.
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Submission Number: 000000215 

Received: 5/22/2014 6:36:14 PM
Commenter: Max Vogt
Organization: self
Address: PO Box 511  Centralia, Washington 98531 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
It is my understanding that there are 500+ railcar derailments in the US every year. It is also my understanding that oil
 cars can and will explode in a derailment and cannot currently be prevented. There is no way to guaranty that they
 won't explode. They are much more precarious and delicate to explosions than an average automobile. Would we allow
 these oil train cars on our freeways? In my opinion, given these facts, our state government would be committing
 criminal negligence as soon as we have a death in our state from an exploding railcar. We know it will happen. We just
 don't know how soon. Why would Washington State do this to us? How can the state allow this? If our State allows
 this, we need to hold a "death watch," to alarm citizens of what will happen and what is coming. We must be prepared
 and not surprised, when people die, as well as hold responsible those who think this is a cool idea.
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Submission Number: 000000216 

Received: 5/22/2014 6:59:03 PM
Commenter: Christopher Sauer
Organization: 
Address:   Aberdeen, Washington 98520 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
First, I am all for the jobs, revenue, commerce and other positives that would come with the crude oil and gas cars
 coming into the harbor. That being said, if the oil companies and all the others who will be making millions more on
 the savings want to bring it to Grays Harbor then they better be ready to invest millions to insure that a derailment and
 spill are as preventable as possible with upgraded tracks, improved infrastructure for rail and safety measures to help
 prevent a derailment. Furthermore, a system of booms, floats, suction and storage equipment, emergency boats with
 water containment equipment need to be in place, kept in working order and updated at all times for WHEN a spill
 happens. Any size spill must have plans in place in order respond to the spill anywhere it may happen within 1 hour if
 not a lot less. Boats on standby with floats and oil stopping equipment that can reach any spot where a spill might hit
 the Chehalis river system to prevent wide spread further damage to an ecosystem on already on the edge from pollution.
 Furthermore, some measure of clean up to the waters and adjacent lands that are already polluted should be addressed
 in some way to start to clean up Grays Harbor. The act of these multi billion dollar companies to start the process of
 rehabilitating the Harbor would go a long way to easing the minds of residents and also to lessen the impacts of the spill
 that will inevitably happen. A system of deployable floats with suction equipment that can be deployed within minutes
 should be easily installed above and below the loading and unloading docks. If I can imagine how to do it then your
 safety team should be able to do it easily. If not then drop me a line and I will explain how to do it and have it deployed
 with a couple minutes of any spill at the docks. Nothing can be taken for granted in Grays Harbor when it comes to
 maintaining the rails, the tracks, storage facilities and anything else involved with loading and unloading oil or any of
 the products of it. Grays Harbor residents will laugh at this proposal. They will not believe that a billion dollar industry
 cares enough to even consider making this project the example of how it should be done. They will not believe that a
 company even cares to try. I challenge you to prove them wrong if you really want to bring the cause of the largest
 biological disasters in US history to the Shores of Grays Harbor. Some day, you might even get the residents to support
 a refinery saving you millions more in shipping costs. If you have no intention of trying to make sure that the fragile
 ecosystem of Grays Harbor is protected to the best of your ability and then another 15% then you can consider my
 support withdrawn. The recent accidents show that this project can not be done willy nilly. If anything they should be a
 direct reminder with what you are dealing with and be a stark realization that the project will take millions to ensure
 that it is successful and more important, safe. 
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Submission Number: 000000217 

Received: 5/22/2014 7:51:06 PM
Commenter: Phil Brooke
Organization: Lewis County for Safe Rails
Address: 402 SE 1st Street  Winlock, Washington 98596 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000217-63705.docx Size = 21 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
Attached is the abbreviated comment I delivered at the Centralia, WA scoping meeting on 4/29/2014. That night, we
 had over 175 attendees. 80 individuals spoke in opposition to the crude oil export terminals. None spoke in favor,
 which was the case in both the Hoquiam & Elma meetings. For the record, there was no public notice of this meeting
 published in the Lewis County media. Also noted is that not one person during this process has spoken in favor of these
 export terminals.
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Crude Oil Train Public Scoping Comment—2.5 minutes—Delivered on 4/29/2014 

I’m a resident of Centralia, WA & work as the Risk Manager for a large employer.  
Tonight I will also be submitting the signatures of 450 of my neighbors & friends 
in opposition to these projects.  Just in Lewis County, this crude will bi-sect our 4 
largest cities.  Centralia & Chehalis have 64 crossings between them.  We have 
among the highest incidences of track trespassing in the State.  Just because an oil 
executive says safety is their highest priority, doesn’t mean this is being done 
safely.  We know crude oil train accidents occur 34 times more frequently than 
pipeline accidents for every barrel of crude shipped comparable distances.    

Industry officials just testified that not only are the DOT 111 cars unsafe for this 
use, but the new & retrofitted cars are no better.  Carriers are finding the heat 
and vibrations associated with the train trip are actually causing the refining 
process to begin en-route, making the trains even more prone to ignition when 
they reach our doorstep.  Like a can of soda in your backpack, or perhaps more 
appropriately, a meth lab.  Experts are recommending pressurized tanker cars be 
used, which makes sense.  It’s a flammable gas.  Canada just voted to phase out 
the same cars which will be running through our town.  Locally, we’re cutting back 
on fire fighters & first responders.  This is hardly a time to do something like this.     

These trains will weigh up to 143 tons each, be up to 1.5 miles or 125 cars long, & 
as a result harder to control or stop, increasing the risk of something going wrong.  
In Centralia, they’ll be managing a 90 degree turn, then running at less than 5 
miles per hour through our commercial & residential neighborhoods.  
Communities will be cut off from emergency response.   Their properties will lose 
value or become worthless. 

This crude carries an NFPA flammability rating of 4, which is considered highly 
flammable with a flash point of a hot day in July, as reported in the Chronicle.  It 
should be nowhere near barbeques, smoking, sparks or even static electricity.  
This oil also contains a baker’s dozen of known or suspected carcinogens, 
including much higher levels of leukemia-causing benzene, than was previously 
understood.  Due to their toxicity, many of these chemicals are flat out banned 
for industrial use in most of the Western world.  We know these tanker cars will 
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emit tons of pollutants into our neighborhoods annually.  They have to vent, or 
they’ll explode.  Thermal imaging cameras are documenting this locally.  Federal 
officials in the Midwest are threatening to close down crude oil on-loading 
operations until lethal levels of hydrogen sulfide are brought under control.  
Oderless, hydrogen sulfide will simply kill you in high enough concentrations.  Our 
Children will be exposed to these health hazards simply by playing in their back 
yards, but won’t have the protection of occupational safety programs.   

It’s important to note none of these proposals limit the size of their future 
operations.  These companies are pursuing dredging permits with the Army Corps, 
so they can bring super-tankers into Grays Harbor, making it the cheapest & most 
convenient deep water port in the lower 48 for export to places like China.  It’s a 
fact spoken about openly in energy industry journals.  Nothing about these 
proposals is about energy independence.   

The crude oil terminal in Oregon was just caught violating the terms of their 
permit exporting over six times the legally permitted amounts according to their 
permit.  The fine was paultry & amounted to a penny a barrel for the excess crude 
oil.  Fines & enforcement are highly inadequate.  Breaking the law is quickly 
becoming a cheap cost of doing business for these companies.     

Robert Kennedy famously cautioned us not to excuse those willing to build their 
lives on the shattered dreams of others.    I love Lewis County.  I care deeply for 
many people in this room tonight.  These proposals do nothing but hurt our 
communities.  Maybe none of us in this room can get a call back from Burlington 
Northern, but I can assure you we can & will stop these truly bad ideas!  

Thank you! 

 

Phil Brooke 

Centralia, WA 

253.531.3353 
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oldbrickhousefarm@yahoo.com 
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Submission Number: 000000218 

Received: 5/22/2014 10:27:08 PM
Commenter: Benjamin Lucal
Organization: 
Address:   , Washington  UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Firstly, thank you for your service and for taking the time to personally read my letter. In your research please take into
 account the effects of every step in the production that oil extraction, transportation, processing, and consumption will
 have on our eco-system as a whole, including but not limited to the greenhouse gases, pollutants, harm to families and
 individuals poisoned by pollutants, livelihoods destroyed by spills and other accidents, animals harmed, and most
 importantly please study their effect on climate change. As you are likely aware, it is now agreed upon by 97% of
 scientists that humans are causing, speeding, and exacerbating global warming, and that global warming has already
 begun to result in widespread famine, drought, super storms, outbreak of disease, and civil unrest. It’s crucial that we
 measure this proposal’s impact on our climate. Since some or all of the oil proposed to travel through the area will be
 extracted by fracking in the Bakken, please study the effects of fracking and any other relevant extraction methods at
 their respective sites of extraction, surrounding communities, water tables, local ecosystems etc; proposals like this
 directly enable extraction. (Note that on April 22nd, 2014, a U.S. court ruled that Oil Fracking had harmed a family of
 3’s bodies by poisoning the water they drank, and the air they breathed, and that the nearby oil fracking would continue
 to cause more harm to their bodies in the future. http://www.dmlawfirm.com/3-million-verdict-fracking-case) Finally,
 please study the impact on the surrounding areas of future derailments, explosions, and other disasters involved with
 transportation of oil. Thanks for your time and your commitment to a sound, holistic, process. Benjamin Chassler Lucal
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Submission Number: 000000219 

Received: 5/23/2014 12:15:12 AM
Commenter: Sam Merrill
Organization: Black Hills Audubon Society
Address: Box 2524  Olympia, Washington 98507 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000219-63708.pdf Size = 38 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
See attached file: Westway-Imperium Expansion - Comment by Black Hills Audubon Society
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A Washington State Chapter of the National Audubon Society 

P.O. Box 2524, Olympia, WA 98507 
(360) 352-7299       www.blackhills-audubon.org 

 
Black Hills Audubon Society is a volunteer, non-profit organization of more than 1,300 members in Thurston, Mason, and Lewis 

Counties whose goals are to promote environmental education and protect our ecosystems for future generations. 

 
Black Hills Audubon Society is a 501(c)(3) non-profit organization.  Contributions are deductible to the extent allowed by law. 

 
To: Washington Department of Ecology and City of Hoquiam 
 
From: Black Hills Audubon Society 
 
Re: Scoping recommendations concerning the proposed Imperium and Westway EIS 
 
Date: May 22, 2014 
 
Black Hills Audubon Society (BHAS) appreciates the opportunity to comment on the Imperium 
and Westway terminal proposals in Grays Harbor. The Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) 
for these projects should include an evaluation of: 
 
Environmental impacts, including threats to streams, wetlands, fishing areas, shellfish 
beds, and migratory bird habitats.  Avian migration stopovers of hemispheric significance 
occur for a number of species of shorebirds within Grays Harbor, including the Grays Harbor 
National Wildlife Refuge, next to which the US Development Project would be located.  This 
Refuge is recognized as a Western Hemisphere Shorebird Reserve Network Site. The Grays 
Harbor Estuary is one of four major staging areas for shorebirds in North America and one of the 
largest concentrations of shorebirds on the west coast, south of Alaska. Shorebirds gather here in 
the spring to feed, store up fat reserves, and rest for the non-stop flight to their northern breeding 
ground.  
 
Impact of oil spills and oil pollution on populations of forage fish need to be addressed. 
Small schooling fish such as herring, sardine, anchovy, surf smelt, juvenile salmon and rockfish, 
are major source of food for many bird species and are considered the cornerstone of the marine 
food ecosystem. Research and protection of populations of forage fish have become a recent 
priority for the Pacific Fishery Management Council, Washington Audubon and its twenty-five 
state chapters, and the National Audubon Society. 
  
As many as 24 species of shorebirds use Grays Harbor during migration, including hundreds 
of thousands of Western Sandpipers (comprising most of the world's population of this species) 
and Dunlin; thousands of Semi-palmated Plovers, Least Sandpipers, Red Knots, and Dowitchers; 
and significant numbers of Marbled Godwits, Whimbrels, and Black- bellied Plovers. The refuge 
is also used by Peregrine Falcons, Bald Eagles, Northern Harriers, Caspian Terns, Great Blue 
Herons, as well as many species of waterfowl and songbirds.  Additionally, non-migratory 
species, such as the federally threatened Marbled Murrelet, inhabit Grays Harbor and the coastal 
waters around the harbor entrance. EIS evaluation should include threats to wildlife and natural 
resources that may arise from oil spills, air emissions, accidents, and the infrastructure required 
to transport crude oil.  
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 Black Hills Audubon Society 2

 
Economic impacts to the shellfish, fishing, and tourism industries.  Increased oil transport 
through waterways increases the risk of oil spills, especially given the lack of tug escorts 
available to tankers.  Oil likely to be transported through Grays Harbor includes that from the 
Bakken fields, which has been shown to be particularly explosive, putting our communities at 
greater risks.  Other possible sources of transported oil include heavy oil from the Canadian Tar 
Sands, which can sink and make cleanup of any spills much more difficult and expensive.  
 
Cumulative impact of the proposed projects in Grays Harbor, and other similar oil and 
fossil fuel transport projects across the region. The evaluation should include the cumulative 
risks of all these projects and infrastructure and the impacts they would have on our region.  The 
number of trains would greatly increase, and with them the likelihood of spills.  The fact that 
more oil was spilled in North America in just last year than in the last four decades highlights 
this concern. 
  
Public health impacts. The EIS should include the health risks from increased train traffic, air 
emissions from diesel, and the emissions during storage and transfer throughout the state. 
 
Climate impacts related to greenhouse gas emissions.  The EIS should consider climatic 
impacts from transporting oil – both by rail and marine vessels.  Eventual refining and burning of 
crude oil should be within the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement, wherever in the 
world these activities may occur, as carbon dioxide emissions effect climate change throughout 
the world, not just in the country in which they are emitted. 
 
Thank you for your consideration of these comments. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Sam Merrill, Chair 
Conservation Committee 
Black Hills Audubon Society 
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Submission Number: 000000220 

Received: 5/23/2014 10:17:42 AM
Commenter: Kurt Heinz
Organization: 
Address:   Puyallup, Washington  UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
 Why? For export. We should not be exporting our oil. National energy self sufficiency dictates keeping all oil home to
 used here only. Not export for profit. Oil and water don't mix and destroys estuaries. Zero support here for any
 expansion. 
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Submission Number: 000000221 

Received: 5/23/2014 11:12:59 AM
Commenter: Steve Iverson
Organization: 
Address: 309 Fernleaf Ave Unit C  Corona Del Mar, California 92625 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
NO CRUDE OIL PIPELINE BY RAIL THROUGH CENTRALIA & LEWIS COUNTY! I OPPOSE new efforts by out
 of state interests to transport up to 5,250 crude oil tanker railcars per week through the heart of both Downtown and
 Residential Centralia and Lewis County to enormous new crude oil terminals along Grays Harbor! • Crude oil trains
 would substantially increase the amount of time traffic through Centralia is completely stopped due to train movement
 or lack of movement (up to or exceeding 12 hours per day). Crude oil tanker trains are louder than other trains. Horn
 blasts will occur at all grade crossings day and night. • Response time for Police, Fire and Emergency Medical
 Response services will increase exponentially due to tracks being blocked by these 1.5 mile long crude oil tankers. •
 We already know these tanker trains will leak oil, emit fumes and unhealthy particulates. We also know prolonged
 exposure to crude oil fumes, droplets or skin contact causes birth defects; contains known carcinogens in significant
 amounts such as benzene (which causes leukemia); and may cause other short and long term health effects such as
 chemical pneumonia, headaches, irritation to the nose, throat and lungs. • Crude oil spills by train are 2.7 times more
 likely to occur than those by pipeline. Rail accidents occur 34 times more frequently than pipeline accidents for every
 ton of crude shipped comparable distances. The crude oil trains proposed will be up to 1.5 miles/125 cars long, and as a
 result harder to control, increasing the risk of something going wrong. Our area’s aging rail and bridge infrastructure,
 much of it built on often saturated flood plains, has not been sufficiently assessed for suitability to this additional rail
 traffic, with each tanker car weighing up to 143 tons. • This crude oil is classified as more highly flammable than
 gasoline by the NFPA, placing Centralia residents along the line at risk for both fire and explosion (Note neighboring
 Montesano has had two train derailments in recent years.). • A single crude oil spill could severely damage drinking
 water, groundwater and marine resources, as well as hunting, fishing, agricultural, commercial and recreational
 resources in Centralia and Lewis County. • A number of Northwest oil refineries already accept crude oil shipments
 making the proposed terminals both redundant and unnecessary. For this reason, it is thought terminals are actually
 being built to supply lucrative markets in China and Asia. As a pass-through community, crude oil shipments will
 diminish our property values, hurt our children, families, seniors, farms and businesses! In short, Centralia and Lewis
 County would see all of the negative consequences and expenses, but none of the benefits. 
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Submission Number: 000000222 

Received: 5/23/2014 11:18:03 AM
Commenter: James Heins
Organization: 
Address: P.O. Box 2341  Poulsbo, Washington 98370 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
To Whom it concerns, Jobs in the proposed area are very much needed. Along with those much needed jobs is the very
 much needed protection of the local environment, all of it. Fish in the area are very dependent on us humans doing the
 right thing. Please take all steps possible to protect the area. If this project is allowed, at least make the penalties of
 failure so so strong and deep that they wont allow it to fail. 
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Submission Number: 000000223 

Received: 5/23/2014 12:12:23 PM
Commenter: Jean Mullen
Organization: Independent
Address: 100 NE 99th St  Vancouver, Washington 98665 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Negative impact to the environment exists from extraction through shipping, storing and exporting. We can no longer
 susthain the level of damage that fossil fuels impose on the environment. If you take profits to individuals out of the
 equation, there is no reasonable argument left to continue this practice. They have enough money, we've sustained
 enough damage; refuse this proposal.
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Submission Number: 000000224 

Received: 5/23/2014 12:46:45 PM
Commenter: Phil Brooke
Organization: Lewis County for Safe Rails
Address: 402 SE 1st Street  Winlock, Washington 98596 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000224-63714.pdf Size = 106 KB
000000224-63715.pdf Size = 106 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
Please see attached pdf'ed public comment from the online petition we posted in opposition to oil export terminals in
 grays harbor. Thanks!
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Recipient: Sally Toteff, Diane Butorac, Brian Shay, Washington Governor, State Rep. Ed

Orcutt, State Rep. Dean Takko, State Rep. Brian Blake, State Rep. Richard

DeBolt, State Sen. Brian Hatfield, and State Sen. John Braun

Letter: Greetings,

NO CRUDE OIL PIPELINE BY RAIL THROUGH CENTRALIA & LEWIS

COUNTY!

We OPPOSE new efforts by out of state interests to transport up to 

5,250 crude oil tanker railcars per week through the heart of both Downtown and

Residential Centralia and Lewis County 

to enormous new crude oil terminals along Grays Harbor!

•	Crude oil trains would substantially increase the amount of time traffic through

Centralia is completely stopped due to train movement or lack of movement (up to

or exceeding 12 hours per day).  Crude oil tanker trains are louder than other

trains.  Horn blasts will occur at all grade crossings day and night.

•	Response time for Police, Fire and Emergency Medical Response services will

increase exponentially due to tracks being blocked by these 1.5 mile long crude oil

tankers. 

•	We already know these tanker trains will leak oil, emit fumes and unhealthy

particulates.  We also know prolonged exposure to crude oil fumes, droplets or

skin contact causes birth defects; contains known carcinogens in significant

amounts such as benzene (which causes leukemia); and may cause other short

and long term health effects such as chemical pneumonia, headaches, irritation to

the nose, throat and lungs.

•	Crude oil spills by train are 2.7 times more likely to occur than those by pipeline.

Rail accidents occur 34 times more frequently than pipeline accidents for every ton

of crude shipped comparable distances.  The crude oil trains proposed will be up

to 1.5 miles/125 cars long, and as a result harder to control, increasing the risk of

something going wrong.  Our area’s aging rail and bridge infrastructure, much of it

built on often saturated flood plains, has not been sufficiently assessed for

suitability to this additional rail traffic, with each tanker car weighing up to 143

tons.
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•	This crude oil is classified as more highly flammable than gasoline by the NFPA,

placing Centralia residents along the line at risk for both fire and explosion (Note

neighboring Montesano has had two train derailments in recent years.). 

•	 A single crude oil spill could severely damage drinking water, groundwater and

marine resources, as well as hunting, fishing, agricultural, commercial and

recreational resources in Centralia and Lewis County.  

•	A number of Northwest oil refineries already accept crude oil shipments making

the proposed terminals both redundant and unnecessary.  For this reason, it is

thought terminals are actually being built to supply lucrative markets in China and

Asia.

As a pass-through community, crude oil shipments will diminish our property

values, hurt our children, families, seniors, farms and businesses!

In short, Centralia and Lewis County would see all of the negative consequences

and expenses, but none of the benefits.
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Comments

Name Location Date Comment

Cheryl Kopec Tacoma, WA 2013-05-24 I don't want any more toxic substances coming through our neighborhoods. We

need SUSTAINABLE, renewable energy. Stop enabling Dirty Oil and Coal!

Susan Brock Seattle, WA 2013-05-24 we need to find sources of renewable energy and better public transit in state

rather than supporting so many out of state interests.

Sally Buckner Cary, NC 2013-05-24 Danger..several kinds

Sarah Dailey Chehalis, WA 2013-05-25 My parents live 3 doors down form the main street through the Edison district in

a historic home.

Lucy Page Centralia, WA 2013-05-25 This dangerous and dirty fuel does not need to come though the heart of our

historic downtown.

Margaret Rader Rochester, WA 2013-05-25 This trains would go practically through my front yard and over the Black River

on an old railroad bridge near my home in Gate (Rochester). It's a near hand

environmental risk and a long term contributor to climate change.

Maryellen Jones Centralia, WA 2013-05-25 I live in the historic district and the trains are very near our residence.  we're fed

up with the disruption in our community with the trains now and this would be

unbearable and certainly affect the value of the property in Centralia

bonnie beltz puyallup, WA 2013-05-29 wh wouldn't it be??

Robert Garvey Lilburn, GA 2013-06-06 People have a right to say what hazards move through their land.

vicki johnson Centralia, WA 2013-06-07 All we need to know is the history of these companies. The disastrous

malfunctions of equipment and the devastating, multi-generational harm that

their companies cause should be enough for anyone to stand up and proclaim

Unacceptable!

Lela McNutt Centralia, WA 2013-06-28 I would be devistated financially I would be ruined and my physical and mental

health  would be is severely affected.

Roger McLean Centralia, WA 2013-06-29 Current train traffic through city is barely tolerable as is.  No further traffic,

either coal or oil, should be allowed in this community.

Rick Laviolette Cheboygan, MI 2014-04-22 Oil is a dirty business, They ruin the land everywhere with it. We have

alternatives  that are green, let's use them.

Julia van Paepeghem chehalis, WA 2014-04-23 I care about the health of my community.

Max Vogt Centralia, WA 2014-04-23 I live 4 blocks from the train

Michael Coday Chehalis, WA 2014-04-24 I live in the blast zone of the dangerous Bakken oil trains.  My wife, daughter

and granddaughter all live in the blast zone.

Phil Brooke Centralia, WA 2014-04-25 I live in the blast zone as well.  This is a non-starter for Lewis County.  It bi-

sects our 4 largest cities.

Franklin Swenson Chehalis, WA 2014-04-25 Noise levels, health and safety issues are my greatest worries.

Jude Armstrong Hoquiam, WA 2014-04-25 My dreams of retirement in a clean beautiful place with lots of wildlife and a bird

refuge near by, will be obliterated by crude oil. Every one here will loose!

Lynn Majors Centralia, WA 2014-04-25 There are grade schools, day care centers and skilled nursing care facilities

near these tracks.  Those are our most vulnerable citizens.  To place these

children and elderly people who may have respiratory and cardiac issues

already at risk for chemical exposure, inability to get emergency medical care,

and the potential for a catastrophic explosion is outrageous.  Money does not

justify this risk.  Build a different track away from towns!

marylea coday chehalis, WA 2014-04-25 `
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Name Location Date Comment

Donna Ruby Randle`, WA 2014-04-25 health & well-being of living things

Garry Dale Athens, GA 2014-04-26 I have a farm on the Wynoochee River in Montesano, Wa and spend a good

part of the year there.  This proposal will have devastating impacts on all towns

along the route.

carol Seaman Malone, WA 2014-04-28 This is so filthy, dangerous, and explosive in our environment--I cannot imagine

communities surviving this type of onslaught.

Joan Meisenholder Vancouver, WA 2014-04-29 To prevent an oil spill in the Pacific Ocean and to stop potential terrorist attack

in Grays Harbor

Laura Reisdorph Centralia, WA 2014-04-30 I live in the neighborhood.

Laura Noreau Centralia, WA 2014-05-01 Our small community has to put up with the pollution and danger of coal trains,

we simply cannot have another form of toxic material come through our town.

Bernie Meyer Olympia, WA 2014-05-02 Not only local dangers, but use of oil makes a significant addition to CO2 in the

atmosphere

Glen Anderson Lacey, WA 2014-05-03 Oil trains explode and kill people and burn cities.

Other people's houses will burn down while fire trucks are waiting for long oil

trains to pass.

People will die because ambulances are waiting for oil trains to pass.

Joel Carlson Lacey, WA 2014-05-03 Fossil fuels must stay in the ground so we don't destroy our planet from global

warming! 350 parts per million of carbon dioxide in our atmosphere is what

many scientists, climate experts, and national governments are now saying is

the safe upper limit for sustainable life on earth. For many thousands of years

before human industrialization it was 180-280 parts per million. Because of our

massive burning of fossil fuels, we are now at 400 parts per million and rapidly

rising which will release huge amounts of frozen methane making things much

worse. This is similar to the Permian period approx. 250 to 300 million years

ago when huge volcanoes in what is now Russia raised the CO2 level to 900

ppm (parts per million) and the mean surface temperature 2 degrees C above

modern level. Oceans rose significantly above modern levels, lost their oxygen

and emitted deadly hydrogen sulphide gas. Nearly 90% of marine species and

70% of terrestrial species died out. It would take millions of years, well into the

Triassic period for life to recover from this catastrophe. We are very near a

tipping point where release of frozen methane in the oceans will create global

warming destruction that we cannot reverse. Stopping this destruction of our

planet is the most important issue of our time!

We have got to stop burning fossil fuels as fast as possible. Solar panels for

homes now are affordable and make economic sense. Electric hybrid and

hydrogen fuel cell cars are rapidly developing, becoming more affordable and

becoming a compelling buying decision. Buildings can be made much more

energy efficient. Biofuels from algae hold promise. Renewable energy creates

many more jobs and prosperity for the United States. We all must do our part to

stop burning fossil fuels and leave them in the ground!

See <a href="http://vimeo.com/28991442"

rel="nofollow">http://vimeo.com/28991442</a> and <a

href="http://lasthours.org/" rel="nofollow">http://lasthours.org/</a>

Elsa Bruton Edwards Olympia, WA 2014-05-03 Oil billionaires make more money while ordinary people suffer. Not fair -- and

this would exacerbate global warming in a big way!

Dennis Mills Olympia, WA 2014-05-03 Safety!!!!
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Name Location Date Comment

Jana Wiley Olympia, WA 2014-05-03 Safety, health and the environment.  Too many risk factors such as

derailments, explosions.  Climate change calls for us to use renewable

resources...not dirty fossil fuels.

janis aimee Olympia, WA 2014-05-03 Google any video when "what if" happens - because it will!

Susan Sunshine Olympia, WA 2014-05-03 The folks in Centralia are my neighbors and would not like to see them suffer

the way 8 other areas in the US and Canada have when an oil train spills

and/or burns.

Thom Lufkin Olympia, WA 2014-05-03 I have friends in Centralia and I'm concerned about spills and explosions.

Todd Dunn Bass Harbor, ME 2014-05-03 I grew up in Centralia and Lewis County.  I don't want to see this beautiful area

despoiled by crude oil. Also Grays Harbor is a terible choice for a crude oil port.

A spill there would be catastrophic for the harbor ecosystem.

susan macomson Olympia, WA 2014-05-04 This is such a poorly thought out plan from an industry train and oil that have a

horrid track record.

Patricia Holm Olympia, WA 2014-05-04 Our family has a family farm with a railroad trestle in poor repair about 100 ft

from the main house.  This is now called the "incineration zone".  Accidents do

happen and we don't have the resources to repair the damage these oil cars

will cause.

Beverly Bassett Olympia, WA 2014-05-04 Fossil Fuels are killing us and planet earth! Immoral and insane to extract,

transport and/or burn them!

Arlene Eubanks Hoquiam, WA 2014-05-13 safety, no oil in environment,
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Recipient: Sally Toteff, Diane Butorac, Brian Shay, Washington Governor, State Rep. Ed

Orcutt, State Rep. Dean Takko, State Rep. Brian Blake, State Rep. Richard

DeBolt, State Sen. Brian Hatfield, and State Sen. John Braun

Letter: Greetings,

NO CRUDE OIL PIPELINE BY RAIL THROUGH CENTRALIA & LEWIS

COUNTY!

We OPPOSE new efforts by out of state interests to transport up to 

5,250 crude oil tanker railcars per week through the heart of both Downtown and

Residential Centralia and Lewis County 

to enormous new crude oil terminals along Grays Harbor!

•	Crude oil trains would substantially increase the amount of time traffic through

Centralia is completely stopped due to train movement or lack of movement (up to

or exceeding 12 hours per day).  Crude oil tanker trains are louder than other

trains.  Horn blasts will occur at all grade crossings day and night.

•	Response time for Police, Fire and Emergency Medical Response services will

increase exponentially due to tracks being blocked by these 1.5 mile long crude oil

tankers. 

•	We already know these tanker trains will leak oil, emit fumes and unhealthy

particulates.  We also know prolonged exposure to crude oil fumes, droplets or

skin contact causes birth defects; contains known carcinogens in significant

amounts such as benzene (which causes leukemia); and may cause other short

and long term health effects such as chemical pneumonia, headaches, irritation to

the nose, throat and lungs.

•	Crude oil spills by train are 2.7 times more likely to occur than those by pipeline.

Rail accidents occur 34 times more frequently than pipeline accidents for every ton

of crude shipped comparable distances.  The crude oil trains proposed will be up

to 1.5 miles/125 cars long, and as a result harder to control, increasing the risk of

something going wrong.  Our area’s aging rail and bridge infrastructure, much of it

built on often saturated flood plains, has not been sufficiently assessed for

suitability to this additional rail traffic, with each tanker car weighing up to 143

tons.
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•	This crude oil is classified as more highly flammable than gasoline by the NFPA,

placing Centralia residents along the line at risk for both fire and explosion (Note

neighboring Montesano has had two train derailments in recent years.). 

•	 A single crude oil spill could severely damage drinking water, groundwater and

marine resources, as well as hunting, fishing, agricultural, commercial and

recreational resources in Centralia and Lewis County.  

•	A number of Northwest oil refineries already accept crude oil shipments making

the proposed terminals both redundant and unnecessary.  For this reason, it is

thought terminals are actually being built to supply lucrative markets in China and

Asia.

As a pass-through community, crude oil shipments will diminish our property

values, hurt our children, families, seniors, farms and businesses!

In short, Centralia and Lewis County would see all of the negative consequences

and expenses, but none of the benefits.
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Comments

Name Location Date Comment

Cheryl Kopec Tacoma, WA 2013-05-24 I don't want any more toxic substances coming through our neighborhoods. We

need SUSTAINABLE, renewable energy. Stop enabling Dirty Oil and Coal!

Susan Brock Seattle, WA 2013-05-24 we need to find sources of renewable energy and better public transit in state

rather than supporting so many out of state interests.

Sally Buckner Cary, NC 2013-05-24 Danger..several kinds

Sarah Dailey Chehalis, WA 2013-05-25 My parents live 3 doors down form the main street through the Edison district in

a historic home.

Lucy Page Centralia, WA 2013-05-25 This dangerous and dirty fuel does not need to come though the heart of our

historic downtown.

Margaret Rader Rochester, WA 2013-05-25 This trains would go practically through my front yard and over the Black River

on an old railroad bridge near my home in Gate (Rochester). It's a near hand

environmental risk and a long term contributor to climate change.

Maryellen Jones Centralia, WA 2013-05-25 I live in the historic district and the trains are very near our residence.  we're fed

up with the disruption in our community with the trains now and this would be

unbearable and certainly affect the value of the property in Centralia

bonnie beltz puyallup, WA 2013-05-29 wh wouldn't it be??

Robert Garvey Lilburn, GA 2013-06-06 People have a right to say what hazards move through their land.

vicki johnson Centralia, WA 2013-06-07 All we need to know is the history of these companies. The disastrous

malfunctions of equipment and the devastating, multi-generational harm that

their companies cause should be enough for anyone to stand up and proclaim

Unacceptable!

Lela McNutt Centralia, WA 2013-06-28 I would be devistated financially I would be ruined and my physical and mental

health  would be is severely affected.

Roger McLean Centralia, WA 2013-06-29 Current train traffic through city is barely tolerable as is.  No further traffic,

either coal or oil, should be allowed in this community.

Rick Laviolette Cheboygan, MI 2014-04-22 Oil is a dirty business, They ruin the land everywhere with it. We have

alternatives  that are green, let's use them.

Julia van Paepeghem chehalis, WA 2014-04-23 I care about the health of my community.

Max Vogt Centralia, WA 2014-04-23 I live 4 blocks from the train

Michael Coday Chehalis, WA 2014-04-24 I live in the blast zone of the dangerous Bakken oil trains.  My wife, daughter

and granddaughter all live in the blast zone.

Phil Brooke Centralia, WA 2014-04-25 I live in the blast zone as well.  This is a non-starter for Lewis County.  It bi-

sects our 4 largest cities.

Franklin Swenson Chehalis, WA 2014-04-25 Noise levels, health and safety issues are my greatest worries.

Jude Armstrong Hoquiam, WA 2014-04-25 My dreams of retirement in a clean beautiful place with lots of wildlife and a bird

refuge near by, will be obliterated by crude oil. Every one here will loose!

Lynn Majors Centralia, WA 2014-04-25 There are grade schools, day care centers and skilled nursing care facilities

near these tracks.  Those are our most vulnerable citizens.  To place these

children and elderly people who may have respiratory and cardiac issues

already at risk for chemical exposure, inability to get emergency medical care,

and the potential for a catastrophic explosion is outrageous.  Money does not

justify this risk.  Build a different track away from towns!

marylea coday chehalis, WA 2014-04-25 `
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Name Location Date Comment

Donna Ruby Randle`, WA 2014-04-25 health & well-being of living things

Garry Dale Athens, GA 2014-04-26 I have a farm on the Wynoochee River in Montesano, Wa and spend a good

part of the year there.  This proposal will have devastating impacts on all towns

along the route.

carol Seaman Malone, WA 2014-04-28 This is so filthy, dangerous, and explosive in our environment--I cannot imagine

communities surviving this type of onslaught.

Joan Meisenholder Vancouver, WA 2014-04-29 To prevent an oil spill in the Pacific Ocean and to stop potential terrorist attack

in Grays Harbor

Laura Reisdorph Centralia, WA 2014-04-30 I live in the neighborhood.

Laura Noreau Centralia, WA 2014-05-01 Our small community has to put up with the pollution and danger of coal trains,

we simply cannot have another form of toxic material come through our town.

Bernie Meyer Olympia, WA 2014-05-02 Not only local dangers, but use of oil makes a significant addition to CO2 in the

atmosphere

Glen Anderson Lacey, WA 2014-05-03 Oil trains explode and kill people and burn cities.

Other people's houses will burn down while fire trucks are waiting for long oil

trains to pass.

People will die because ambulances are waiting for oil trains to pass.

Joel Carlson Lacey, WA 2014-05-03 Fossil fuels must stay in the ground so we don't destroy our planet from global

warming! 350 parts per million of carbon dioxide in our atmosphere is what

many scientists, climate experts, and national governments are now saying is

the safe upper limit for sustainable life on earth. For many thousands of years

before human industrialization it was 180-280 parts per million. Because of our

massive burning of fossil fuels, we are now at 400 parts per million and rapidly

rising which will release huge amounts of frozen methane making things much

worse. This is similar to the Permian period approx. 250 to 300 million years

ago when huge volcanoes in what is now Russia raised the CO2 level to 900

ppm (parts per million) and the mean surface temperature 2 degrees C above

modern level. Oceans rose significantly above modern levels, lost their oxygen

and emitted deadly hydrogen sulphide gas. Nearly 90% of marine species and

70% of terrestrial species died out. It would take millions of years, well into the

Triassic period for life to recover from this catastrophe. We are very near a

tipping point where release of frozen methane in the oceans will create global

warming destruction that we cannot reverse. Stopping this destruction of our

planet is the most important issue of our time!

We have got to stop burning fossil fuels as fast as possible. Solar panels for

homes now are affordable and make economic sense. Electric hybrid and

hydrogen fuel cell cars are rapidly developing, becoming more affordable and

becoming a compelling buying decision. Buildings can be made much more

energy efficient. Biofuels from algae hold promise. Renewable energy creates

many more jobs and prosperity for the United States. We all must do our part to

stop burning fossil fuels and leave them in the ground!

See <a href="http://vimeo.com/28991442"

rel="nofollow">http://vimeo.com/28991442</a> and <a

href="http://lasthours.org/" rel="nofollow">http://lasthours.org/</a>

Elsa Bruton Edwards Olympia, WA 2014-05-03 Oil billionaires make more money while ordinary people suffer. Not fair -- and

this would exacerbate global warming in a big way!

Dennis Mills Olympia, WA 2014-05-03 Safety!!!!
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Name Location Date Comment

Jana Wiley Olympia, WA 2014-05-03 Safety, health and the environment.  Too many risk factors such as

derailments, explosions.  Climate change calls for us to use renewable

resources...not dirty fossil fuels.

janis aimee Olympia, WA 2014-05-03 Google any video when "what if" happens - because it will!

Susan Sunshine Olympia, WA 2014-05-03 The folks in Centralia are my neighbors and would not like to see them suffer

the way 8 other areas in the US and Canada have when an oil train spills

and/or burns.

Thom Lufkin Olympia, WA 2014-05-03 I have friends in Centralia and I'm concerned about spills and explosions.

Todd Dunn Bass Harbor, ME 2014-05-03 I grew up in Centralia and Lewis County.  I don't want to see this beautiful area

despoiled by crude oil. Also Grays Harbor is a terible choice for a crude oil port.

A spill there would be catastrophic for the harbor ecosystem.

susan macomson Olympia, WA 2014-05-04 This is such a poorly thought out plan from an industry train and oil that have a

horrid track record.

Patricia Holm Olympia, WA 2014-05-04 Our family has a family farm with a railroad trestle in poor repair about 100 ft

from the main house.  This is now called the "incineration zone".  Accidents do

happen and we don't have the resources to repair the damage these oil cars

will cause.

Beverly Bassett Olympia, WA 2014-05-04 Fossil Fuels are killing us and planet earth! Immoral and insane to extract,

transport and/or burn them!

Arlene Eubanks Hoquiam, WA 2014-05-13 safety, no oil in environment,
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Submission Number: 000000225 

Received: 5/23/2014 12:54:06 PM
Commenter: Phil Brooke
Organization: Lewis County for Safe Rails
Address: 402 SE 1st Street  Winlock, Washington 98596 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Please see attached pdf'ed public comment from the online petition we posted in opposition to oil export terminals in
 grays harbor. Thanks!
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Submission Number: 000000226 

Received: 5/23/2014 12:55:47 PM
Commenter: Phil Brooke
Organization: Lewis County for Safe Rails
Address: 402 SE 1st Street  Winlock, Washington 98596 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000226-63718.pdf Size = 266 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
Please see attached for petition & signatures opposed to crude by rail through Centralia & Lewis County.
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05/23/2014 

NO CRUDE OIL PIPELINE BY RAIL THROUGH CENTRALIA & LEWIS COUNTY! 
 
We OPPOSE new efforts by out of state interests to transport up to  
5,250 crude oil tanker railcars per week through the heart of both Downtown and Residential 
Centralia and Lewis County  
to enormous new crude oil terminals along Grays Harbor! 
 
• Crude oil trains would substantially increase the amount of time traffic through Centralia is 
completely stopped due to train movement or lack of movement (up to or exceeding 12 hours 
per day). Crude oil tanker trains are louder than other trains. Horn blasts will occur at all grade 
crossings day and night. 
 
• Response time for Police, Fire and Emergency Medical Response services will increase 
exponentially due to tracks being blocked by these 1.5 mile long crude oil tankers.  
 
• We already know these tanker trains will leak oil, emit fumes and unhealthy particulates. We 
also know prolonged exposure to crude oil fumes, droplets or skin contact causes birth defects; 
contains known carcinogens in significant amounts such as benzene (which causes leukemia); 
and may cause other short and long term health effects such as chemical pneumonia, 
headaches, irritation to the nose, throat and lungs. 
 
• Crude oil spills by train are 2.7 times more likely to occur than those by pipeline. Rail 
accidents occur 34 times more frequently than pipeline accidents for every ton of crude 
shipped comparable distances. The crude oil trains proposed will be up to 1.5 miles/125 cars 
long, and as a result harder to control, increasing the risk of something going wrong. Our area’s 
aging rail and bridge infrastructure, much of it built on often saturated flood plains, has not 
been sufficiently assessed for suitability to this additional rail traffic, with each tanker car 
weighing up to 143 tons. 
 
• This crude oil is classified as more highly flammable than gasoline by the NFPA, placing 
Centralia residents along the line at risk for both fire and explosion (Note neighboring 
Montesano has had two train derailments in recent years.).  
 
• A single crude oil spill could severely damage drinking water, groundwater and marine 
resources, as well as hunting, fishing, agricultural, commercial and recreational resources in 
Centralia and Lewis County.  
 
• A number of Northwest oil refineries already accept crude oil shipments making the proposed 
terminals both redundant and unnecessary. For this reason, it is thought terminals are actually 
being built to supply lucrative markets in China and Asia. 
 
As a pass-through community, crude oil shipments will diminish our property values, hurt our 
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children, families, seniors, farms and businesses! 
In short, Centralia and Lewis County would see all of the negative consequences and expenses, 
but none of the benefits. 

Sincerely, 

Phillip Brooke Centralia 

Bryan Flournoy Auburn 

Stacy Emerson Tacoma 

Tracey Keller Centralia 

Cheryl Kopec Tacoma 

Gretchen Staebler Centralia 

Susan Lawler Tacoma 

Lydia (Dee) Margeson Tacoma 

Susan Brock Seattle 

Deborah Middleton Seattle 

Laura Saxon morriston 

Ivonne Casco Tacoma 

Jan Nontell Centralia 

ZACHARY CAMPBELL Dallas 

Sally Buckner Cary 

Jason Schmidt Kansas City 

Justin Page Centralia 

Kristine Dickson Studio City 

Concerned Citizen New City 

Laura Jones Port Charlotte 

Caroline Swope Tacoma 

danielle gendron Farmington 

Alain Garceau Bradenton 

Sarah Dailey Chehalis 

Lucy Page Centralia 

Kristy Woodford Centralia 

Margaret Rader Rochester 

jody kyes Chehalis 

Kristine Sesler Centralia 

Susanne Lackie Centralia 

Kathleen Stilz Fisher Tenino 

Lissa Osborne Centralia 

Donna Lines Silver Creek 

Emily Barr Centralia 

Heidi Schroeder Centralia 

Maryellen Jones Centralia 

Marti Paige Hatton 

heath jacobs Seattle 
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Todd Snyder San Francisco 

Susan Troyanek Centralia 

Vivian  Johnston Oakville 

Boneta Campbell montesano 

Heather Slusher Centralia 

marilyn kimmerling tacoma 

David Baket Centralia 

Susan McRae Olympia 

Christine VanderWal Oakland 

bonnie beltz puyallup 

Eric Carlson Chehalis 

Jason Smith Seattle 

rebecca ellison Centralia 

James  McNeil Spanaway 

Sarah Morken Tacoma 

Grange Christine Nice 

Margi Nowak Tacoma 

Robert Garvey Lilburn 

marcelo romano Belo Horizonte 

vicki johnson Centralia 

SCOTT DICKINSON Leesburg 

cheryl sanderson centralia 

michelle beck Portland 

Teresa Linwood Centralia 

Katie Husband Fareham 

Lela McNutt Centralia 

Joe Young Lafayhette Hill 

Peggy Acosta Womelsdorf 

barbara jannicelli spring hill 

Chantal Buslot Hasselt 

Rosalind Owen Walsall 

Patricia Bumiller Valrico 

Dennis Bellone Brooklyn 

Doris Doss bandon 

evelyn phillips brentwood 

Phyllis Huang Lafayette 

susan vaughn memphis 

Thomas Aldrich Austin 

ria wefels kerkrade 

Casey Marcou Gloucester 

Leandra Little Weehawken 

Emilia Lausz Pocono Summit 

Lauri Balter East Islip 

Tony Menechella Frankfort 

Rikje Maria  Ruiter Utrecht 
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Nola Martin Nebo 

Büşra Efendioğlu İstanbul 

donna yannazzone haverstraw 

Mary C. Hohmann Lowell 

Darryl Clayton Calumet City 

Daniela Rossi 
 Beth Newman Fethiye 

Timothy Greer 
 Patti Allen Lostine 

Joshua Goodwin los angeles 

James Raleigh Norwood 

David Kent Richmond 

Jillian Denmark Port St Lucie 

Debra Knowles Kew Gardens 

Lynn Miller Ocala 

chris dickinson independence 

Erika  Wurth Macomb 

Sydney Tucker 
 Wil Ward Bloomington 

dawn birch rochester 

Nicole Weber Pasadena 

judith Friedman Manlius 

Yasiu Kruszynski Chicago 

esperanza martinez olias madrid 

Colleen Kline Milltown 

Tammy Hiller Lewisburg 

J G Elba 

Laura Watson Lynchburg 

David Bethell Hopewell Junction 

JUSTINE TILLEY Los Angeles 

Raymond Romano Warwick 

Debbie Williamson Mountain Home 

Ginger Geronimo Birmingham 

Steve Mitchell Lewisburg 

Brenda Bossman Placida 

Andrea King Omaha 

Mary-Ellen Milesnick Gladstone 

Elizabeth  Grieco Saylorsburg 

Deanna Stillings MA 

Elizabeth Morbee Union 

judith schmitz 
 miles kenn kingston 

Ronald Prado Miami 

Lilo Prinz Au/ZH 

Debbie Rinaldi Bedford 
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Cynthia Arneson Lombard 

Daniel Baek Levittown 

Denise Romano Austin 

Kim Duncan Roanoke 

John Richard Young 
East Norriton Township, Norristown, Montgomery 
Co. 

Brenda Tucker oakland city 

Alia Durfee Fond du Lac 

ariel kirkland Charlotte 

Christopher Collins Staten Island 

Stephanie Vrabel Glendora 

Ethan Classetti Marlton 

Elizabeth Goggins Frederiksted 

rosemary bay hyde park 

Mary Walker Aumsville 

ALEXANDRA MOSQUERA 
 Tucker Reed Los Angeles 

Joan Amero Portland 

Dena Garcia Saint Cloud 

Linda Collier Hyattsville, 

nesser faboule miami 

Steve Iverson Corona Del Mar 

Elizabeth Long Philadelphia 

sue sch. Florida 

Eduardo de Olazabal Santa Fe (Cap) 

dolores bello melbourne 

debra  parker jacksonville 

alexis sudin oceanside 

Kay Koelker Buffalo 

Ellen G Sussex 

Jerry Ravnitzky Mahopac 

Olivia Schlosser Mansfield Center 

Amy Huynh CALIFORNIA 

Kathleen Murphy Seattle 

donna lauria enfield 
Kurt and MaryAnne 
Herbel Quinton 

Joy Vance Salinas 

Gemma Barsby Greenwood 

Flávia Orlando Rio de Janeiro 

Gail Breslin Clearwater 

Mia Madison Memphis 

Andrea Prieto boca raton 

Debbie St. Marie Everett 

Mary Rapp 
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EV Perez San Antonio 

france Poulin Outremont 

Vernida Jackson Kent 

Cheri Langlois Mendocino 

anita maldonado brooklyn 

Jimmy Sperling Sacramento 

Elizabeth Quijano Stockton 

Gena Ryan Annapolis 

Amanda Messick Church Hill 

Barbara Mendenhall Sacramento 

Roseanne Pacheco Valatie 

kay bird Santa Fe 

Elizabeth Freer Scottsdale 

leland  hodges High Point 

Isa Mendoza Alameda 

Natalie Smith Redmond 

James Mulcare Clarkston 

anna claire bayles galveston 

vikki melnick albuqueruque 

dc katten Arizona 

 Michelle Charron-Witt Howell 

James Leger Las Vegas 

Susan D. Tarzwell Las Vegas 

Luis Cardenas El Paso 

Mary Petrosky San Mateo 

Robert LaVenture Albuquerque 

Karen Sandall Houston 

Thomas Pintagro Jamestown 

j angell rescue 

Elisabeth Ritter Schwabach 

Sam Heaton Mocksville 

alan zukor cambridge 

Michael Zagone Albuquerque 

Roberta Desalle New York 

k hagerty madison 

wilma nelson springhill 

Bonnie Smith buckhannon 

Kristina Sanders Union 

James Thompson Salt Lake City 

jon spar, MD albq., 

Kathy Carey Chevy Chase 

rebecca schuler kona 

Lucy McKernan seven hills 

Ann Tedeschi-Davidson North Babylon 

ROCIO GALAN 
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Gerald Kline New York 

tina horowitz philadelphia 

Melissa Goldsberry Medford 

Dona  LaSchiava Tucson 

alize vazquez New Jersey 

Stefanie Baldwin Albany 

Toni McCalley Hamilton 

sarah cortez honolulu 

Susan  Christine MOntara 

Kate Krimsky Salisbury Mills 

Cecilia Banner Longmont 

Heike Feldmann Griesheim 

Ruth Gutman New York 

Robert Donohue New York 

Thomas Eaves Newark 

MICHAEL OCONNOR ALBUQUERQUE 

sandra lopes spotswood 

Gabriel  Stanley Matteson 

July Roberts Geneva 

Virginia Christopherson Orem 

Marylyn Eichenholtz Cortlandt Manor 

Wanda Velez Fort Lauderdale 

Bernadette onyenaka baltimore 

Marsha Estefan San Antonio 

Andrea Wilson Detroit 

Alexis Mohr Hopewell Junction 

Barbara Rourke San Diego 
Susanne Hesse & Doug 
Dyer Alachua 

bill  perine corpus christi 

Susan Galante Fuquay-Varina 

Billy Gamblin 
 Patricia Konkle Bedford 

Aaron Wilkins Poughkeepsie 

yolanda figueroa tampa 

Jacinta Clement Los Angeles 

Peter Kralovic Bratislava 

Roger McLean Centralia 

Alicia Batt Minneapolis 

STEPHEN ANDERSON MANCHESTER 

robert nobrega boca raton 

mark juckett sr. browns mills 

Armand Biron Mansfield Center 

canan görmüsoglu 
 Mary McGrail Rockville 
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Jennifer Hall Greeneville 

Catherine Emry reno 

Philip Lee South Portland 

Elisa Townshend Denver 

Janice Nelson Arcadia 

Dona Stewart Bluffton 

Yanula Pengenika Milton 

Susan Allen Raleigh 

jesse dittmer traverse city 

Dennis Stevens Columbus 

Jeanne O. West Trenton 

Lisa Marie Ventura 

Renate Thiemig 
 Travis Woods Houston 

Sally Cameron Denver 

Kristian Evensen 
 Andrew Snyder South Bend 

Nancy Lee Farrell Tacoma 

Anita Kanitz 
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Submission Number: 000000227 

Received: 5/23/2014 2:16:43 PM
Commenter: Julie Rabey
Organization: 
Address: 212 W. Wynooche Rd.  Montesano, Washington 98563 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Fish, shellfish, and aquatic plants are not only central to the lives and culture of the Quinault People, but also to all of
 our citizens who see the value of a strong sport fishery and clean environment in our county. Industry is not the only
 thing that adds value to our lives. The environment and clean air and water as well as safety of our citizens, contribute
 to quality of life. These things weighed against a few added jobs, win out in my mind. In fact, the economic impact of
 losing our clean waters and what is left of the fisheries, would impact the economy far more than adding oil to the mix.
 Therefore, the EIS needs to address the economics of the loss of our estuary. The EIS must address the impact to the
 Quinault Nation as well as sport fisheries. This EIS must address the impact in all areas that could be effected by train
 derailments, fires, storage tank failures and tanker spills into Grays Harbor. Also the increased rail transits need to be
 addressed. Our rail infrastructure is poor and trains are already causing long waits at crossings as well as dangerous
 situations at these crossing due to derailment and lack of emergency access. Living in Grays Harbor and seeing the
 impact, I don't see how we can bear any more rail pressure. Therefore this issue needs to be addressed in the EIS. Can
 there be 100% guarantee that no oil will go into our precious Grays Harbor estuary? It is already impacted by the pulp
 mill. Are we willing to throw away our precious environment? These are the standards the EIS needs to speak to.
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Submission Number: 000000228 

Received: 5/23/2014 3:21:36 PM
Commenter: Ken Bedell
Organization: 
Address:   ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
I got involved in the construction industry in the USA during the initial development of the Prudhoe Bay oil field on
 Alaska's North Slope. Anytime mankind is involved in the production and transportation of crude oil there will be
 unintended consequences. I am talking about spills and harm to the environment. For the current time and for the
 foreseeable future mankind will be involved with the transportation of crude oil and its refined products. So, as I see it,
 the issue is how best to reduce the risks of handling these hydrocarbons. The answer to this is statistically an easy one.
 You build pipelines to transport crude oil and its refined products. This is what has been done for years and is what
 should be done with the crude coming from the oil fields in Montana and North Dakota. 
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Submission Number: 000000229 

Received: 5/23/2014 3:29:01 PM
Commenter: Robin Shoal
Organization: USDA Forest Service - CRGNSA
Address: 902 Wasco Ave, Suite 200  Hood River, Oregon 97031 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000229-63722.pdf Size = 48 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
Please see attached letter.
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United States 

Department of 

Agriculture 

Forest 

Service 

Columbia River Gorge 

National Scenic Area 

902 Wasco Ave., Suite 200 

Hood River, OR  97031 

541-308-1700 

FAX  541-386-1916 

 

  Caring for the Land and Serving People Printed on Recycled Paper     

File Code: 1950 
Date: May 23, 2014 

  

Imperium and Westway EISs 

c/o ICF International 

710 Second Avenue 

Suite 550 

Seattle, WA 98104 

 

 

To Whom It May Concern,  

 

The USDA Forest Service, Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area appreciates the 

opportunity to provide comments on the proposed Westway and Imperium Expansion Projects 

located in Hoquiam, Grays Harbor County, Washington.  These comments are provided during 

the scoping phase of the environmental impact statement (EIS) process. 

Our understanding of the project is as follows: Imperium Renewables and Westway Terminal 

Company each propose to expand existing bulk liquid storage terminals located at the Port of 

Grays Harbor, Terminal 1. We have the following understanding based on information located 

on the projects’ website (www.ecy.wa.gov/geographic/graysharbor/terminals.html):   

a) the primary purpose of the Westway project would be to allow for the receipt of crude oil 

unit trains, storage of crude oil from these trains, and shipment of crude oil by vessel 

and/or barge 

b) the primary purpose of the Imperium Renewables project would be the receipt, storage, 

and shipment of biofuels and biofuel feedstocks, petroleum products, crude oil, and 

renewable fuels.  

c) The two facilities combined would handle up to 3.25 unit trains of crude oil per day. A 

unit train consists of between 100 and 120 oil cars, carries approximately 70,000 barrels 

(2,940,000 gallons) of crude oil, and is approximately one mile long. 

The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology entered into a 

memorandum of understanding (MOU) to work cooperatively as Co-Lead Agencies for the 

completion of Washington State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) Environmental Impact 

Statements (EISs), which are required for these projects. The project is currently in the scoping 

phase of the EIS process. During this time agencies, tribes, local communities, organizations, and 

the public have the opportunity to comment on what should be analyzed in an EIS, raise issues of 

concern, and propose the consideration of alternatives or mitigation measures.  

Domestic oil production is currently undergoing a dramatic expansion. The Westway and 

Imperium Renewables facilities are among a dozen or more facilities in Washington and Oregon  

either planning, expanding, building, or operating transport and storage facilities for crude oil. 
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These sites are or will be receiving oil shipped by rail. If all of these facilities were to operate at 

estimated full capacity, the cumulative total would be about 24 train trips per day (12 loaded and 

12 unloaded).  

Two major rail routes run through the Columbia River Gorge, one on each side of the river, and 

it is likely that these routes would be used to transport oil to the Westway and Imperium 

Renewables sites. Given the unprecedented volume of anticipated rail transport of crude oil 

through the region, it is both appropriate and critical for the projects’ EISs to include an analysis 

of the direct, indirect, and cumulative effects associated with transporting crude oil by rail 

through the Columbia River Gorge.  

The Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area (CRGNSA) lies between the mouth of the 

Sandy River and the mouth of the Deschutes River, spanning from Washougal to Wishram in 

Washington, and Troutdale to The Dalles on Oregon. The 1986 Columbia River Gorge National 

Scenic Area Act gave the US Forest Service and the Columbia River Gorge Commission 

responsibility for management of lands and resources within the Scenic Area. Across its 85-mile 

length, the CRGNSA encompasses 292,500 acres in Washington and Oregon, and contains 

thirteen urban areas and numerous other communities. As the only sea-level passage across the 

Cascade Mountains, the Gorge is a major regional transportation corridor for both motor vehicle 

and railroad traffic.  

The Forest Service is concerned about environmental impacts, increased fire risk, and public 

safety issues associated with trains carrying crude oil through the Scenic Area. These effects are 

associated with both day-to-day railroad operations as well as the potential for derailment and 

other accidents involving trains carrying crude oil. Our concerns include public lands managed 

by the Forest Service as well as the other lands, urban areas, and communities within the 

CRGNSA boundaries. We request that each EIS for the Westway and Imperium Renewables 

projects assess the concerns discussed below, and identify alternatives or mitigation measures to 

eliminate or minimize the potential for negative effects. We also request that the Westway and 

Imperium Renewables projects be considered within the context of the overall expansion of 

crude oil transport and handling in the Pacific Northwest. 

Environmental impacts 

The rail lines within the CRGNSA run essentially parallel to the Columbia River, and in many 

places are immediately adjacent to the river and associated lakes and wetlands. In the event of an 

oil spill, it is likely that crude oil would directly enter the river and/or the associated water 

bodies. The Columbia River provides critical habitat and migration corridors for many salmonids 

and other federally listed fish species, as well as habitat for numerous other wildlife species that 

would be adversely impacted by a crude oil spill. Oil spilled on land would negatively impact 

terrestrial plants and wildlife.  

The increase in rail traffic through the Gorge would bring with it an increase in diesel engine 

emissions that have the potential to negatively affect air quality and contribute to regional haze.  

Invasive plant species are an ongoing issue in the CRGNSA, and the potential for further spread 

of existing infestations or new introductions would increase with increased rail traffic.  
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The CRGNSA is known for providing high quality outdoor recreational experiences. Recreation 

also provides a substantial proportion of the economic base in the Gorge and vicinity. The 

increased frequency and magnitude of train-related noise disturbance is of concern, because it 

may negatively impact the recreation experience in the CRGNSA.  

Increased fire risk 

The increase in rail traffic would increase the probability of new fire starts and wildfires. Over 

the past ten years the CRGNSA has responded to 61 fires that have started on or near the railroad 

tracks. These fires can result from sparks emitted by railcar brakes or engine turbochargers, or 

from rail grinding, welding, and other rail maintenance and repair activities. During dry and 

windy conditions these sparks can be blown for a considerable distance, igniting fires both 

within and well beyond the immediate vicinity of the tracks. The main fire season is typically 

June through mid-October. Within the Columbia River Gorge, the railroad companies try to 

conduct the great majority of welding and grinding outside of the primary fire season. However, 

the additional rail traffic associated with the Westway, Imperium Renewables and other oil-

handling facilities proposals would probably increase grinding and welding work throughout the 

year, including during fire season.  

When initial fire starts occur on lands managed by the Forest Service, the agency dedicates its 

resources toward initial attack to suppress these fires. This adds a burden to the financial and 

human resources of the agency and increases risks to human life, property, and other natural and 

cultural resources. Wildfires emit air pollutants, including smoke and greenhouse gases, which 

have known potentially harmful direct or indirect effects.  

We request that the environmental analyses for the Westway and Imperium Renewables projects 

fully consider the increased fire start risk associated with the transport of oil to these facilities.  

Public safety 

Several recent incidents involving derailment of trains transporting crude oil have highlighted the 

serious risks associated with transporting crude oil through populated areas. While the potential 

for derailment or other accidents is considered by the railroad and energy industries to be very 

low, any single incident may have catastrophic consequences. Trains traveling through the 

Columbia River Gorge pass directly through numerous small and mid-sized communities. First 

responder resources are limited. Vehicle travel through the Gorge is largely restricted to the two 

major highways that run along the river, adjacent to the railroad tracks. A derailment and any 

possible associated spill or fire activities would most likely render the adjacent highway 

unpassable, further restricting both response and evacuation capacity.  

Summary  

The Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area was established by an act of Congress in 1986. 

The primary purposes of the Act are to protect and provide for the enhancement of the scenic, 

cultural, recreational, and natural resources of the Columbia River Gorge; and to protect and 

support the economy of the Columbia River Gorge area. As the federal land management agency 

responsible for implementing the 1986 Scenic Area Act, the US Forest Service requests that the 

Westway and Imperium Renewables environmental analysis and EIS documentation explicitly 
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recognize that the transport of substantial quantities of crude oil by rail through the Columbia 

River Gorge National Scenic Area is directly connected to the Westway and Imperium 

Renewables proposals, and that the associated potential for direct, indirect, and cumulative 

effects to environmental health, fire risk, and public safety must be fully evaluated. In addition, 

please address the fact that these two projects would contribute to a larger cumulative effect 

associated with the overall potential increase of crude oil transport by rail through the Columbia 

River Gorge. 

We appreciate your consideration of these comments. Please direct any questions to Robin 

Shoal, Planning and Natural Resources Staff for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic 

Area, at 541-308-1716, or at rshoal@fs.fed.us.  

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 

 

/s/ Lynn Burditt   

LYNN BURDITT   

Area Manager   

 

     

397



Submission Number: 000000230 

Received: 5/23/2014 7:36:04 PM
Commenter: Brian Shay
Organization: City of Hoquiam
Address: 609 8th Street  Hoquiam, Washington 98550 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000230-63724.docx Size = 15 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
The attached resolution is scheduled for Council action on Tuesday May 27th. 
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RESOLUTION NO.  2014 –                
 
 
 
 A RESOLUTION of the City Council of the City of Hoquiam, Washington, related to petroleum 
transport by rail and vessel  through the City of Hoquiam, Grays Harbor County, and the State of 
Washington, urging  regulatory agencies to study public safety, environmental, and economic impacts of 
petroleum transport by rail and vessel. 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Hoquiam is committed to the protection of its citizens and protection of 
the environment, and is concerned about the potential economic impacts of petroleum transport by rail and 
vessel;  and 
 
 WHEREAS, recent train derailments in Grays Harbor County, as well as other regions, together 
with spills,  fires and explosions involving trains transporting petroleum illustrate the potential 
catastrophic impacts which could occur to our community and environment from the improper transport of 
petroleum by rail; NOW THEREFORE,  
  
BE IT RESOLVED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF HOQUIAM, 
WASHINGTON, IN REGULAR MEETING DULY ASSEMBLED, AS FOLLOWS: 
 
 SECTION 1.  The City of Hoquiam supports the creation of clear Federal guidelines to 
immediately implement safety regulations concerning older-model  tank cars used to transport petroleum, 
train speeds, and other identifiable hazards associated with petroleum. 
 
 SECTION 2. The City of Hoquiam strongly urges the U.S. Department of Transportation to 
increase Federal tank car design and operation regulations for petroleum product shipments by rail and 
aggressively phase out older-model tank cars used to move flammable liquids that are not retrofitted to meet 
new Federal requirements. 
 
 SECTION 3.  The City Council of the City of Hoquiam urges the State Department of Ecology 
and City of Hoquiam staff responsible for the permitting of petroleum terminals to address and study the 
following issues prior to the issuance of any permits: 
 

• Potential impacts associated with oil spills athe project site or during transit by rail or 
vessel. 

• Disruption to vehicle traffic during construction and after operation of the facilities 
commences, including the potential for increased emergency response delays. 

• Vehicle safety at railroad crossings. 
• Analysis of train and vehicle delays and safety issues. 
• Potential for increased rail congestion and delays that would contribute to safety concerns 

including the potential for increased vehicle delays at railroad crossings. 
• Analysis of safety considerations related to transport of petroleum associated with 

infrastructure, including an evaluation of trackage, railroad crossings, water crossings, and 
the safety of cars transporting oil. 

• Analysis of effects on public transit, pedestrian access and parking within Hoquiam, and 
Grays Harbor County. 

• Potential for and extent of increased risk of spills, fires, and explosions during rail 
transport, from infrastructure failing, accidents, or natural disasters. 

• Evaluation of emergency response, including preparedness planning. 
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• Identification of responsible parties and required emergency response, including 
equipment and materials, to address worst-case scenarios. 

 
 
 
 
                                                                                           
              JACK DURNEY – MAYOR 
 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
                                                                        
MIKE FOLKERS –  Finance Director 
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Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
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   WASHINGTON DUNGENESS CRAB FISHERMEN’S ASSOCIATION 
                                                              P.O. Box 2678, Westport, WA 98505 

May 27, 2014   
Imperium and Westway Environmental Impact Statements 

c/o  ICF International 

710 Second Ave, Suite 550 

Seattle, WA  98104 

Scoping comments of WDCFA, (Washington Dungeness Crab Fishermen’s Association of Westport, WA),  on 
the Proposed Imperium  and Westway EIS: 

The Washington Dungeness Coastal Crab Fishery is sustainable.   Dungeness crab is marketed domestically 
and worldwide.   Tribal and non-tribal coastal catches routinely provide $35,000,000-$60,000,000 in ex-vessel 
value each year and direct employment of approximately 600 fishers.   The members of our association are 
very concerned over the environmental, economic, and community impacts and unintended consequences 
of the “Crude by Rail projects” (CBR) proposed by Imperium, Westway, and US Development.   

When considering the scope of the environmental  issues of these projects there are plenty to  go around  
and impact communities and environments over vast areas both upstream and downstream of the sites of 
these projects.   From the facilitation of a controversial extraction technology,  to the transportation of highly 
volatile crude over many miles of weary and worn railroad tracks-- in marginally safe rail cars, to the lack of 
adequate emergency response teams in all of the communities these trains pass through, to the storage and 
transfer facilities supervision and safety, to the barges and ships transporting the oil through highly sensitive 
and highly valued marine resource  environments, the impacts will follow the crude.  If the scope of the  EIS 
follows the crude the true impacts involved in these projects will become clear. 

Many of our members have been directly affected by past oil spills -- the Exxon Valdez  1989 crude oil spill in 
Alaska, the Nestucca  barge bunker oil  spill in  1988 off of Grays Harbor, and the Cosco Buson  2007 bunker 
oil spill  in San Francisco Bay are some examples.  Those members witnessed first-hand the difficult task of 
recovery of oil on water and shorelines.  While many “plans” are in place for recovery response in case of 
spills, the practical reality of recovery is daunting, desperate, and most often overwhelming.    Booming is our 
first defense in the event of a spill.  Booming loses effectiveness in strong current or rough water or both.    
Ebb Tide in Grays Harbor regularly exceeds four knots.  Fall and winter gales blow strong and often-- unless a 
spill occurs during daylight hours, with no wind, at a slack tide, and in calm water—booming will offer little 
defense against a spill.   Booming may work well in some places but not in Grays Harbor.  Once the Bakken 
crude oil supply has been depleted, the facilities will likely be used for Alberta oil-sand derived crude oil, 
much of which will sink, rendering booming useless.  

 Storing highly volatile crude in storage tanks on seismically sensitive and tsunami vulnerable shoreline within 
70 miles of the Cascadia Subduction zone welcomes trouble.  Transferring highly volatile crude to a ship or 
barge and  then transiting through a highly sensitive and highly productive resource environment  is a recipe 
for disaster. With the volume of oil to be transferred and the number of vessels expected annually spills are 
inevitable.   
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WDCFA expects that the scoping document in the EIS include but not be limited to the following for all the 
proposed facilities:   

1. An evaluation of the economic impacts of projects including identification and quantification of 
benefits and identification and quantification of economic risk to existing jobs and communities  both 
upstream and downstream of these projects.  What local jobs will be created what existing jobs are 
in jeopardy? 

2. What areas and human populations are threatened in advent of spill, fire, and/ or explosion in transit 
of oil by rail, in shore-side oil storage areas, and from  the marine exchange and transport  of oil? 

3.  In the event of various oil spill volume scenarios  and differing weather and current conditions where 
will the oil go?  What areas will be affected?  What marine species,  marine mammal populations, 
and  bird populations may be threatened  or live in the spill area footprints?  The Nestucca oil barge 
“holed”  in 1988 on the North Jetty of Grays Harbor spilled approximately 250,000 gallons  of 
“bunker oil” and killed an estimated 56,000 birds.  The Exxon Valdez spilled approximately 
11,000,000 million gallons of  “crude” oil in 1989 in Alaska  and soiled 1,100 miles of coastline.  What 
are  the volumes of oil to be carried by each ship or barge? 

4. What are  tidal current velocities  in Grays Harbor at various  locations along proposed transit routes?  
How often do  gale force winds blow in the Grays Harbor Area?  What is the effect of wind and 
current on oil boom effectiveness?  A clear understanding of water flow dynamics from tide, wind,  
and currents within Grays Harbor, into and out of Grays Harbor,  and along the Pacific Coast is 
essential to creating an adequate response plan. 

5. What is the contribution of freshet flows to current speed and what is their frequency? 
6. What is the scale of a potential spill from these projects?    
7. What spill response assets will be in place? How effective are response plans in strong currents and 

bad weather?  How do spill response plans differ if a spill occurs along the Chehalis River? In Grays 
Harbor? In the Pacific Ocean?   

8. What does a worst case scenario look like and what are the plans for a worst case scenario? 
9.  Who will pay for spill response and recovery?  Who will pay for environmental damage and damage 

to existing economies?  How do you rebuild an estuary? 
10. How well suited are the storage and transfer sites to withstand earthquakes of differing magnitudes 

and Tsunamis of differing wave heights? 
11. How long will it take for a Tsunami generated by a  seismic event along  the Cascadia Subduction 

Zone to reach the proposed terminal sites? 
12. Is the soil of these sites subject to liquefaction in the event of an earthquake?  What engineering is in 

place to compensate?  Is it adequate? 
13. How will increased ship and barge traffic associated with these projects be managed?  What will be 

the expected increase in ship and barge traffic?  Will collision avoidance systems be in place? 
14. Ships are required to have Harbor Pilots.   Will new tug traffic be required to have escorts or pilots?  

What requirements will be in place to insure all tug captains are familiar with Grays Harbor before 
crossing the bar,  entering the Harbor,  navigating the channel,   or disembarking with 6,000,000 
gallons of crude in tow? 

15. Grays Harbor has limited deep water areas to stage ships or tugs.  What staging areas are available  
to ship and tug traffic?  Are staging areas adequate  to  accommodate expected increases in shipping 
traffic?   Will staging area be designated?   Where will ships and tugs and barges await a turn to load?   
Where will ships and tugs await bad weather events?  Who will co-ordinate these activities? 

16.  With deep waters areas in Grays Harbor limited at this time is the Grays Harbor Navigation 
Improvement Project  intended to help provide more staging area for vessels transporting oil?  What 
are the impacts of increased dredging operations on crab, oysters and other benthic species?   What 
is expected cost of Grays Harbor Navigation  Improvement Project?   
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17. The coastal crab fishery  provides  millions in economic benefit to coastal communities.  What plans 
would be in place to protect the crab fishery and those depending on it in the event of a spill? 

18. What is the value and volume both ex-vessel and value added of all seafood products originating and 
transported through Grays Harbor? 

19. What would be effect on market conditions for crab caught and oysters harvested in the event of and 
/or public perception of an oil spill?  Presently many coastal Dungeness crab are sent live to China 
this market has become an important piece of Dungeness crab marketing.  What would be expected 
response in overseas markets to perception of oil contaminated shellfish?  How long would it take for 
markets to recover?  Would they recover? 

20. If 2.7 billion gallons of crude oil is shipped from Grays Harbor annually what would be expected 
public response or market impacts to shellfish and fish products originating in Grays Harbor whether 
a spill occurs or not? 

21.  At the present time agreements between towboat operators and the fixed gear crab fishery are in 
place.  These agreements are facilitated through Sea Grant.  Agreements provide for  designated 
towboat  lanes entering and leaving Grays Harbor.  The lanes help to minimize interaction and 
damage to crab pots, (estimated 100,000 pots on Washington Coast), and vessels  and to minimize 
pre-emption of fishing areas by shipping activities.  Will existing towboat agreements  remain in 
effect with the expected increase in shipping traffic from CBR proposals?  If wider  lanes are needed 
to accommodate increased traffic or  if “ Safety Zones” have to be in place to accommodate 
increased traffic  and/ or hazard cargo transport,  who will mitigate for lost fishing opportunities and 
areas? 

22. If Alberta Tar Sands oil transport is in Gray Harbor’s future how will a spill response plan which is 
based primarily on the booming and recovery of oil on the surface be effective against a  heavy crude 
oil  that will likely sink?  

23. Is the transportation of heavy crude through Grays Harbor  included in these proposals?   Would 
approval of this project as proposed set the stage for heavy crude transport by the applicants 
without additional scrutiny or procedural or permit requirements?    

24. What are the spill response plans specific to a “heavy”  crude oil spill event? 
25. What are alternatives to these proposals? 

 

The fishing industry is as dependent on fossil fuels as any other.  In our collective quest to fill our fossil fuel 
requirements some alternatives are likely better than some others.   Direct transit to existing refineries 
seems a more logical and less potentially harmful solution. 

 WDCFA thanks those responsible for forcing a formal EIS process on the proposed oil terminal projects  and 
associated high volume crude oil shipping from Port of Grays Harbor terminals.   WDCFA expects our requests 
for specific scoping questions be taken as seriously as our members are taking these proposals. 

 

Thanking you in advance, 

Ray Toste, WDCFA manager 360 268 1513 

Larry Thevik,  WDCFA, 1st Vice President  360 289 2647 
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Please acknowledge receipt of attached comment: Sity of Hoquiam Oil Terminal.docx Thank you for the opportunity to
 comment.
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Bob Eugene 
121 Woodard Rd 

Newport, WA 99156 
 
May 23, 2014 
 
Imperium and Westway EIS 
c/o ICF International 
710 Second Ave, Suite 550 
Seattle, WA  98104 
 
Dear Department of Ecology and City of Hoquiam, 

 

Please acknowledge receipt of these comments. 

 
I strongly oppose the construction of oil export terminals at Grays Harbor, WA without 
preparation of a Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS).  A PEIS is a 
comprehensive review of projects with impacts that are significantly interrelated, either 
programmatically, regionally or environmentally. Please include the following in the 
environmental impact study and statement. 
 
This proposed terminal is no more than a link between the Bakken oil fields, rail transportation 
systems, a series of ports, ship transport across the Pacific Ocean to a final destination for 
thermal transfer into another type of energy. 
 
There are adverse natural environment impacts including deforestation of the lands near the oil 
fields, geological changes and similar impacts will result from construction of additional rail lines. 
 
There are adverse impacts to the air, through both diesel and other fuel emissions and fireballs 
at multiple unknown sites along the route at the scenes of rail accidents throughout the path 
from the oil fields through the entire paths to the final destination for combustion and the product 
of combustion into the atmosphere and returning to the U.S. and other countries throughout the 
globe further degrading the local environment and the climate.  Consideration of adverse 
impacts of both full and “empty” rail cars and diesel locomotives should be considered because 
other oil train corridors experience adverse impacts in both directions of rail car travel.  We 
certainly don’t need a fireball like the recent ones in Lynchburg, VA. North Dakota and Quebec, 
Canada in downtown Spokane, WA where all rail traffic passes. 
 
The Westway and Imperium terminal proposals in Grays Harbor will have significant impacts on 
the community, environment, waterways of Washington, and the future of Washington State and 
the region and I urge you to fully assess the environmental and cultural threats from these 
proposed projects. The Environmental Impact Statement for these projects should include an 
evaluation of: 
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     -Cumulative impacts. Cumulative impact of the proposed projects in Grays Harbor, and other 
similar oil and fossil fuel transport projects across the region. The evaluation should include the 
increased risks related to all these projects and the impacts they would have, cumulatively, on 
the region.  

     -Risks of oil spills in our marine environment. Increased vessel traffic and associated 
increased amounts of oil traveling through waterways mean a higher risk of oil spills, especially 
given the lack of tug escorts available to tankers. The EIS should also consider what the 
economic impacts of a spill, including to the shellfish, fishing, and tourism industries, would have 
on Grays Harbor and the entire region.  

     -Risks from crude oil. Putting in place this infrastructure would allow Bakken crude oil and oil 
from the Canadian tar sands to come to Grays Harbor. The EIS should include an evaluation of 
the risks, resources needed to prevent spills, and response required related to these different 
oils. Bakken shale crude oil has been shown to be more explosive, putting our communities and 
first responders at greater risks. Tar sands sink and make cleanup of any spills much more 
difficult and expensive. 

     -Impacts to Grays Harbor communities. Community impacts, particularly the impacts of more 
trains causing traffic backups that will impact accessibility between homes, businesses, 
emergency resources, and communities on both sides of the rail tracks from Spokane to Grays 
Harbor.  

Public health impacts. The EIS should include the health risks to communities from Spokane to 
Grays Harbor from increased train traffic, air emissions from the diesel used pulling the trains, 
and the emissions from storage tanks and transfer of the oil to oil tankers. Evaluation should 
include a separate Health Impact Assessment, an objective evaluation of the potential health 
impacts of the projects. 

     -Environmental impacts, including threats to streams, wetlands, fishing areas, shellfish beds, 
and migratory bird habitats. These threats should be evaluated along the entire transport route 
of the crude oil -- from possible areas where the crude oil is sourced to Grays Harbor to where 
the crude oil goes from Grays Harbor. This includes threat of oil spills, air emissions, accidents, 
and the infrastructure updates required to transport the crude oil on the environmental 
resources. 

     -Climate impacts related to the greenhouse gas emissions from the fracking, tar sands 
extraction, transporting -- both by rail and marine vessel -- as well as the refining and burning of 
this crude oil.    

Of particular importance is the threat of oil spills and other accidents and the impact based on 
the type of crude oil -- Bakken shale or Canadian tar sands -- and how, based on the type of 
crude oil, a spills and accident would be prevented, and, in the case of an accident, cleaned up.  

Regarding the built environment, the proposed terminal will likely be noisy and would need to be 
well buffered; the increased train traffic and shipping traffic to and from the terminal will disrupt 
other surface traffic, and potentially impacting emergency response.  Shale oil, under the right 
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conditions can ignite, and large quantities of such fuel will be very difficult to extinguish, likely 
resulting in significant air pollution, and result in injury or death to employees and emergency 
responders. 
 
The terminal will provide blight on the ocean shores, whereas an alternative use for this property 
could provide a more compatible use and provide significantly greater economic benefit to the 
region with significant adverse environmental impacts. 
 
There is likely to be adverse impacts to passenger train service, but with the number an length 
of oil trains proposed, and the residual diesel fumes that will be left along the tracks with each 
train, even those passengers traveling will experience air quality degradation even if there are 
no delays in their travel schedules. 
 
The BNSF railway has indicated that oil (and coal) trains will take priority over agricultural and 
soft goods trains.  Washington and Idaho rely on rail transportation to move their harvested 
crops to market.  Agriculture is a significant economic driver for both Washington and Idaho, 
and the adverse impact on local agriculture needs to be taken into consideration. 
 
An alternative that should be seriously considered is the “no action” alternative.  The terminals 
should not be built because of the significant adverse impacts that will result if this terminal 
facilitated the degradation of the global environment. 
 
If the “no action” alternative is not chosen, the following mitigation measures should be seriously 
considered: 

1. Limit oil transported into the state and into the terminal be limited to being shipped within 
double wall containers to limit leakage from escaping along the transportation route and 
within the terminal. 

2. Limit oil transported into the state to compartmented oil tanker rail cars that sub-divide 
compartments to no more than 10,000 gallons each and with tank constructions that are 
intended to limit the heat transferred to the primary tank when the construction is 
exposed to a 2-hour hydrocarbon pool fire and are provided with protection from physical 
damage. Tanks appropriately identified by product markings provide additional 
protection for the primary tank against projectile impact and vehicle impact. 

3. Limit the storage volume of oil within or external to containers to limit the potential of 
ignition of oil into an inferno that exceeds the readily available fire extinguishing systems 
and require that the storage tanks constructions that are intended to limit the heat 
transferred to the primary tank when the construction is exposed to a 2-hour 
hydrocarbon pool fire and are provided with protection from physical damage. Tanks 
appropriately identified by product markings provide additional protection for the primary 
tank against projectile impact and vehicle impact.. 

4. Require the terminal to have a plan acceptable to the local fire department/district, 
department of ecology, state fire marshal and other entities as applicable to mitigate 
excess product from being delivered to the terminal when offshore markets are not 
receiving oil.  This plan should consider that other countries may shift from oil-fired 
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thermal energy plants, vessels may not be available to transport oil from the terminal or 
other circumstances that a reasonable person could anticipate. 

5. Require a surcharge of not less than $10.00 per barrel of oil received into the terminal to 
pay for necessary transportation and infrastructure improvements and maintenance to 
avoid placing such burdens on taxpayers that are not benefiting from the terminal,  Any 
excess funds beyond those necessary for transportation and infrastructure 
improvements shall be used for environmentally friendly energy production such as 
wind, solar, or wave energy and clean energy storage such as high capacity battery 
storage.  Additionally, no tax incentive should be paid for the benefit of the owners for 
the drilling or transportation of the oil to or through the terminal. 

6. All rail crossings should be required to be grade separated from surface travel to avoid 
long delays of normal travel and emergency vehicle travel.  Taxpayers that do not 
benefit from the terminal should not be inconvenienced in their daily lives for the benefit 
of the terminal owners/operators.  The grade separated crossings should be a condition 
of approval and should be in place prior to the expansion of the terminal. 

7. All current state and federal subsidies to oil producers should be terminated and the 
funds should be re-directed into clean energy alternatives and direct societal benefits. 

 

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I urge you to reject these unprecedented 
applications for the Westway and Imperium terminals in Grays Harbor. 

Thank you for your consideration of these comments. 

 

 

s/ Bob Eugene 
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Submission Text
I am extremely concerned about the proposed oil trains running through our towns and state and being stored and
 transported from our coast. Thank you for your careful study of all the issues. The rail lines are unsafe. The cars are
 unsafe. The toxic leakage is a threat to lives. The increased number of trains, and their length, is bad for businesses,
 property values, emergency vehicles and residents (of which I am one) needing to cross the tracks. The storage and
 shipping is bad for the environment at our beautiful coast and for the industries there. Please study carefully. Please
 show the courage to write a report against a bad idea for Washington.
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Commenter: Polly Boyajian
Organization: 
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Submission Text
Don't ship crude oil by rail. Oil spills cause dangerous polution.
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Received: 5/24/2014 2:45:50 PM
Commenter: Pam Borso
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Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
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Submission Text
I am writing to urge you to thoroughly study the environmental impacts of creating an oil terminal in an
 environmentally sensitive area such as Grays Harbor. This are is a major Pacific Flyway for migrating birds. Birds are
 very susceptible to oil spills and air quality that will be compromised due to diesel particulate matter by additional
 trains in the area. Thank you for allowing me to express my concerns. Pam Borso
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Submission Text
My name is Brian Gunn, and I am writing to urge you to undertake an environmental review (EIS) with the broadest
 possible scope for the Westway and Imperium terminal proposals in Grays Harbor I have lived on the West Coast all
 my life and in the Pacific Northwest for most of my adult life, including several years in Oregon. I consider this region
 not only my home, but one of the most beautiful places on Earth. The opportunities here for recreation and for
 observing wildlife in its native habitat are unparalleled. Increased train traffic will have adverse affects on human health
 as well as on sensitive areas, especially wetlands. In addition to the risk of leaks and spills along the rail routes, diesel
 exhaust will increase and people living near or visiting parks along the rail lines will be exposed to these toxic fumes.
 Any oil terminal project will harm imperiled wildlife species and devastate critical habitat, interfere with recreational
 and tribal fishing, transform the region with rail congestion, and dramatically increase carbon pollution that is driving
 climate change. Of particular importance are the climate impacts related to the greenhouse gas emissions from the
 fracking, transporting – both by rail and marine vessels – as well as the refining and burning of this crude oil wherever
 in the world these fuels are ultimately burned. In May of this year, the level of carbon in our atmosphere reached 400
 parts per million, higher than at any time since human life began, a level that far exceeds any deviation that could
 possibly be attributed to a normal climate. In fact, the level of greenhouse gases now far exceeds periods of Earth’s
 most catastrophic epochs of mass extinction. The rise average global temperature has already caused significant
 reductions in the size and extent of the Arctic polar ice cap. This means that more of the sun’s heat is being absorbed by
 the oceans instead of being reflected back into space. This feedback loop is increasing the pace of atmospheric changes
 that result in devastating super storms and sea level rise, effects that are destructive to human communities as well as to
 habitat for many forms of wildlife. In addition, there is another risk that is causing climate scientists to be even more
 worried that the pace of climate change will continue to accelerate. As the oceans warm, underwater deposits of frozen
 methane are beginning to dissociate, a melting process that could release tons of this uber greenhouse gas into the
 atmosphere. As Arctic ice recedes, frozen tundra in Siberia is also melting, also releasing massive amounts of methane.
 Methane is even more efficient than carbon dioxide at trapping the sun’s heat and warming the planet. If enough
 methane is released, corrective action will not be possible. All of this means that we must stop burning fossil fuels and
 transition now to cleaner, renewable energy sources such as wind, solar and geothermal. Moving away from reliance on
 fossil fuels is the best thing we can do for our economy and our planet. We should not listen to the old, tired argument
 that we cannot afford to impose more regulation on energy producers and other fossil fuel industries. The fact is that we
 cannot afford NOT to regulate in a way that will reduce pollution and encourage the development of clean, renewable
 energy sources. Other countries are already beginning to take the lead in developing wind turbines, solar panels, and
 electric vehicles. American workers are being denied the opportunities of this new green economy by our stubborn, and
 ultimately suicidal, continuance of policies that make fossil fuels economical. Attached please find a list of specific
 topics that the EIS for these projects should cover. Thank you for your consideration of these comments.
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Dear Department of Ecology and City of Hoquiam, 

 

The Environmental Impact Statement for these projects should include an evaluation of: 

 

• Cumulative impact of the proposed projects in Grays Harbor, and other similar oil and 

fossil fuel transport projects across the region. The evaluation should include the 

increased risks related to all these projects and the impacts they would have, 

cumulatively, on our region.  

 

• Risks of oil spills in our marine environment – increased vessel traffic and associated 

increased amounts of oil traveling through waterways mean a higher risk of oil spills, 

especially given the lack of tug escorts available to tankers. The EIS should also consider 

what the economic impacts of a spill, including to the shellfish, fishing, and tourism 

industries, would have on Grays Harbor and the state.  

 

• Risks from crude oil. Putting in place this infrastructure would allow Bakken crude oil 

and oil from the Canadian Tar Sands to come to Grays Harbor. The EIS should include 

an evaluation of the risks, resources needed to prevent spills, and response required 

related to these different oils. Bakken crude oil has been shown to be more explosive, 

putting our communities and first responders at greater risks. Tar sands sink and make 

cleanup of any spills much more difficult and expensive.  

 

• Community impacts, particularly the impacts of more trains causing traffic backups that 

will impact accessibility between homes, businesses, emergency resources, and 

communities on both sides of the rail tracks from Spokane to Grays Harbor.  

 

• Public health. The EIS should include the health risks to communities from Spokane to 

Grays Harbor from increased train traffic, air emissions from the diesel used in the trains, 

and the emissions from storage tanks and transfer of the oil to oil tankers. Evaluation 

should include a separate Health Impact Assessment, an objective evaluation of the 

potential health impacts of a project. 

 

• Environmental impacts, including threats to streams, wetlands, fishing areas, shellfish 

beds, and migratory bird habitats. These threats should be evaluated along the entire 

transport route of the crude oil – from possible areas where the crude oil is sourced to 

Grays Harbor to where the crude oil goes from Grays Harbor. This includes threat of oil 

spills, air emissions, accidents, and the infrastructure updates required to transport the 

crude oil on the environmental resources.  

 

• Climate impacts related to the greenhouse gas emissions from the fracking, transporting 

– both by rail and marine vessels – as well as the refining and burning of this crude oil.    

 

Of particular importance is the threat of oil spills and other accidents and the impact 

based on the type of crude oil – Bakken or Canadian Tar Sands – and how, based on the 

type of crude oil, a spills and accident would be prevented, and, in the case of an 

accident, cleaned up.  
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Submission Text
As a strong OPPONENT to allowing crude-by-rail development in Grays Harbor, my biggest concern is assessing the
 potential impacts on the basin's rich marine life, particularly the commercially and recreationally valuable fish and
 shellfish resources that define the lifestyle that drew many of us to the Harbor in the first place. As an avid angler, I
 worry about impacts to the estuarine nursery that sustains juvenile salmonids as well as vast shoals of forage fish. I am
 also concerned about devastating impacts to nearshore invertebrates, and the fish and the myriad shorebirds that rely on
 them for sustenance."
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Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
I am a citizen of the City of Aberdeen in Grays Harbor County for 18+ years now as well as a Tribal Member of the
 Shoalwater Bay Nation in Pacific County. I am very aware of the stance of the Quinault Indian Nation on the crude by
 rail being shipped through Grays Harbor. I am very aware that our County needs jobs and this proposal comes with
 jobs, although I understand them to be few. I am also very aware of the effects of oil on a City, County and even
 neighboring counties who were built on the fishing and logging industries. The natural resources of our beautiful land
 are important to the livelihoods of our people. Not just our tribal people but ALL people and we need to remember that.
 There are many things that must be addressed prior to considering such a venture as bringing crude oil through our
 Cities and Towns via the rail road. First and most important is our environment. If a spill were to occur, our harbor
 would be devastated losing way more jobs and natural resources than this proposal could ever bring in! With the
 currents of our angry Pacific Ocean, a spill could devastate both the South shores of Shoalwater and Willapa Bay to the
 North shores of Quinault. Both shores, hugely reliant on natural resources. Second, the policies and procedures need to
 be injected with steroids, revamped including compliance oversight! I work in grants and know full well that Federal
 Policy often has gaps in it that could be addressed much better. Communication, from what I understand, is a huge
 issue between the rail roads and the state and local level of administration. We don't know what's being shipped most of
 the time and when. The rail road could be much more transparent. Third, the decrepit rail roads, four derailments within
 one month, need I say more? Fourth, the rail road crossings need addressed. Automobiles crossing the rails have to
 slow to a crawl to cross them into the Olympic Gateway Plaza so they won't damage their wheels. If our crossings are
 permitted to fall to this sort of disrepair, I'm sure it's this way at many other crossings. Fifth, length of trains is already
 an issue, we have no alternative crossings to get in, or out, of the Olympic Gateway Plaza and many other areas of
 population. If and when an emergency occurred and I believe there has been one instance of this situation already, how
 will our emergency responders reach these situations? Currently, from what I understand, there is only one emergency
 response vehicle that can fit under the bridge near the Guest House Inn. What if that vehicle is unavailable? A rail
 bridge is in order! This would eliminate the crossings and the emergency situations. It is my strong opinion that our
 harbors, rivers and towns do not need crude by rail shipped through, endangering the lives of those living and working
 next to them. We are the stewards of the land we have been given and this land was not meant for oil. Thank you for
 your time and consideration. Jamie Judkins “You don't just go out the door and smell the roses, you plant cedar trees.
 We'll never see them tall, but our children will.” Billy Frank Jr., NWIF, Nisqually Indian Nation
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Submission Text
I don't have statistics nor reams of documentation, what I do have is a home in Aberdeen, Wa. I understand the need
 thus far for oil and our as a country heavy dependence on the product and wish it was otherwise. Aberdeen along with
 Grays Harbor County is a depressed area and many people are trying to pull us up by the bootstraps to make it a better
 place to live, work and enjoy. If the oil terminals come to town the town is doomed. I will put my home on the market
 and move out of here along with so many other people. I have stuck it out through the hard times and working at doing
 my part to improve this community but I won't stay if oil comes to town. It will be intolerable having the trains come
 through day and night, as it is I'm about 10 blocks away from the tracks and I am woken up almost nightly by the train
 horns, with the oil this will increase exponentially. The risk of explosion is far to great and you are putting my life in
 jeopardy so the oil company can line their pockets. The jobs in the area will not increase as the automated systems and
 specialized positions will not be maned by local people. We will not see any benefits of having the oil come through
 our lives we will only be taking the risk. It is NOT worth exporting oil through town and county. this is not for the
 greater good. 
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Submission Text
The Shoalwater Bay Tribe is opposed to the oil by rail proposal. The Tribe has concerns with the safe transportation and
 transfer of the oil under the current system and feels that it would be unwise and irresponsible to move forward with
 this project at this time. Douglas Davis Chairman Shoalwater Bay Tribe Tokeland, Wa.
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Please see attached file.
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Sunday, May 25, 2014 
 
Imperium and Westway EISs 
c/o ICF International 
710 Second Avenue, Suite 550 
Seattle, WA 98104 
 
Subject: Don't let the Pacific Northwest become a thoroughfare for dirty oil – Comments 
on the Westway and Imperium Oil Export Terminals 
 
Dear Department of Ecology and City of Hoquiam, 
 
As a native Washingtonian, I am very concerned about the significant detrimental 
impacts the Westway and Imperium terminal proposals in Grays Harbor will have on the 
community, environment, waterways of Washington, and the future of Washington State 
and the region. I strongly urge you to fully assess the environmental and cultural threats 
from these proposed projects. 
 

“Our duty to the whole, including to the unborn generations, bids us to restrain an 
unprincipled present-day minority from wasting the heritage of these unborn 
generations. The movement for the conservation of wildlife and the larger movement 
for the conservation of all our natural resources are essentially democratic in spirit, 
purpose and method.” 
-- Theodore Roosevelt 

 
The Environmental Impact Statements for these projects should include an evaluation 
of: 
 
• Cumulative impacts. Cumulative impact of the proposed projects in Grays Harbor, 

and other similar oil and fossil fuel transport projects across the region. The 
evaluation should include the increased risks related to all these projects and the 
impacts they would have, cumulatively, on the region. 

 
• Risks of oil spills in our marine environment. Increased vessel traffic and associated 

increased amounts of oil traveling through waterways mean a higher risk of oil spills, 
especially given the lack of tug escorts available to tankers. The EIS should also 
consider what the economic impacts of a spill, including to the shellfish, fishing, and 
tourism industries, would have on Grays Harbor and the entire region. 

 
• Risks from crude oil. Putting in place this infrastructure would allow Bakken crude oil 

and oil from the Canadian tar sands to come to Grays Harbor. The EIS should 
include an evaluation of the risks, resources needed to prevent spills, and response 
required related to these different oils. Bakken shale crude oil has been shown to be 
more explosive, putting our communities and first responders at greater risks. Tar 
sands sink and make cleanup of any spills much more difficult and expensive. 

 
• Impacts to Grays Harbor communities. Community impacts, particularly the impacts 

of more trains causing traffic backups that will impact accessibility between homes, 
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businesses, emergency resources, and communities on both sides of the rail tracks 
from Spokane to Grays Harbor. 

 
• Public health impacts. The EIS should include the health risks to communities from 

Spokane to Grays Harbor from increased train traffic, air emissions from the diesel 
used in the trains, and the emissions from storage tanks and transfer of the oil to oil 
tankers. Evaluation should include a separate Health Impact Assessment, an 
objective evaluation of the potential health impacts of the projects. 

 
• Environmental impacts, including threats to streams, wetlands, fishing areas, 

shellfish beds, and migratory bird habitats. These threats should be evaluated along 
the entire transport route of the crude oil—from possible areas where the crude oil is 
sourced to Grays Harbor to where the crude oil goes from Grays Harbor. This 
includes threat of oil spills, air emissions, accidents, and the infrastructure updates 
required to transport the crude oil on the environmental resources. 

 
• Climate impacts related to the greenhouse gas emissions from the hydraulic 

fracturing, tar sands extraction, transporting—both by rail and marine vessel—as 
well as the refining and burning of this crude oil. 

 
Of particular importance is the threat of oil spills and other accidents and the impact 
based on the type of crude oil—Bakken shale or Canadian tar sands—and how, based 
on the type of crude oil, a spills and accident would be prevented, and, in the case of an 
accident, cleaned up. 
 

“As we peer into society’s future, we—you and I, and our government—must avoid 
the impulse to live only for today, plundering for our own ease and convenience the 
precious resources of tomorrow. We cannot mortgage the material assets of our 
grandchildren without risking the loss also of their political and spiritual heritage. We 
want democracy to survive for all generations to come, not to become the insolvent 
phantom of tomorrow.” 
-- Dwight D. Eisenhower 

 
Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I strongly urge you to reject these 
unprecedented applications for the Westway and Imperium terminals in Grays Harbor. 
 

“A thing is right when it tends to preserve the integrity, stability, and beauty of the 
biotic community. It is wrong when it tends otherwise.” 
-- Aldo Leopold 

 
Thank you for your consideration of my comments. Please do NOT add my name to 
your mailing list. I will learn about future developments on this issue from other sources. 
 
Sincerely, 
Christopher Lish 
Olema, CA 
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Submission Text
I feel that unless the rail bed and oil tanker cars used in rail transport of oil are made fail-safe we should stop the
 massive oil shipments of rail through Washington State.
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I want to see the scope include the surrounding areas of Longview/Kelso and look at what the impact will have on the
 quality of air from the train emissions. Also what impact it will have on the river? What if there is a spill, how will it be
 cleaned up? How will they affect the wildlife that live in and along the river? How are these trains affecting traffic?
 Will there be delays trying to cross the river from Washington into Oregon? These are just a few of my questions. As a
 member of the community, I would like to stay informed as to what potential damages these trains will bring and also
 what precautions are being made to prevent the damage in the first place. 
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Submission Text
please consider the impact this would have on the river. just traveling along side it and if an accident should occur. also,
 in case of an accident, how/who would pay for the cleanup?
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In 1990 the Grays Harbor National Wildlife Refuge was established to protect the shorebirds that migrate through the
 Harbor each spring and fall. Over half of the small population of the Western race of Red Knots (Calidris canutus
 roselaari) use the refuge (Buchanan). Because of the refuge use by these, and similar birds, in 1996 the refuge was
 designated as a site of Hemispheric Importance by the Western Hemisphere Shorebird Reserve Network. This means
 that over half of the population of a species of shorebird uses this refuge to sustain them on their migration to their
 Arctic breeding grounds. The next stop on the northward migration route is the Copper River Delta in Alaska. The
 previous stop on this migration is the areas around San Francisco Bay. Now the food source for these birds is
 threatened by the proposed use of Grays Harbor as a shipping point for crude oil to US refineries, and though un-stated,
 to Asian countries from Alberta tar-sands after the Bakken field production drops. This use of the Port of Grays Harbor
 sites will, without doubt, lead to a significant crude oil spill in the future. Someday a harried worker will shortcut an
 established procedure and a release of crude oil into the Harbor will result, most likely during vessel loading. The
 protection offered to the Refuge under the GRP is pre-booming, using the row of pilings that cross the opening of
 Bowerman Basin. It’s too bad that not all of the pilings still remain, and it’s also too bad that booming there, while
 mostly ineffective, will afford no protection to the rest of the Refuge mudflats which lie beyond the pilings. The tidal
 action will not allow skimming of collected oil except during a brief window of time, and if not swiftly completed the
 skimming boat may be stranded on the mudflats for many hours. Oil on the mudflats will, as seen during the Nestucca
 spill of 1988, cause the death of tens of thousands of shorebirds, should it happen during the spring migration. Less
 obvious will be the destruction of the food source for the shorebirds: the creatures that live in the mud, and the biofilm
 that covers the intertidal area. Recent studies show that the biofilm provides more than half of the nutrition for several
 of the species of shorebirds.that migrate through the Harbor, and it is the principal source of nutrition for the shellfish
 that are farmed here. Until there is an effective means of protecting the all the refuge mudflats that are so necessary to
 the survival of the migrating shorebirds, this usage of the Port properties should not be permitted. There is no
 comparable tidal area that the shorebirds can use if the Harbor’s mudflats are coated with oil. Remediation is not
 possible in this case, only prohibition provides the certain protection required. 
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Submission Text
One of the richest areas of the Grays Harbor environment is the shoreline. The most productive organisms of the
 shoreline are the algae. The algal community nourishes the bio-plankton community, which also is the principal source
 supporting the mollusk and crustacean community. The avian community, particularly the shorebirds, directly depends
 on both the algal and bio-plankton communities. The shorebirds have been dependant on the algae for hundreds of
 millennia, and an oil spill would cause irreparable changes in the algal population; changes that cannot be undone in
 our lifetime. The Harbor’s ecosystem cannot withstand a large oil spill, and the currently available spill remediation
 methods are not effective enough to significantly lessen the result. Will the Department of Ecology prevent the
 inevitable destruction of the Harbor’s ecosystem that would result from an oil spill by denying the permit applications? 
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Should the Westway and Imperium crude by rail terminals be constructed and operated at the rates stated in their
 checklists, there will be massive changes in the livability of the area. People will view the area as an oil shipping port,
 rather than a lumber town which has other industries, such as boat-building, fishing, crabbing, shellfish growing, and
 the shipping of more benign items from the Port of Grays Harbor such as autos and soybean products. Based on the
 above description, many people move to the Grays Harbor area for the relaxed area, mild climate, and affordable
 housing. The housing industry (realtors, builders, etc.) have long prospered prior to the downturn of 2007-2008.
 Housing activity is picking up, but if there are crude oil terminals, there will be excessive noise, traffic congestion from
 rail traffic and odors from crude oil transfer and storage. All the above activities will detract from the area’s livability,
 depressing housing values, and forcing taxing agencies to raise real estate taxation rates to maintain some semblance of
 county and municipal services. This will cause a further downward spiral, further depressing housing values and
 destroying the livability of cities and towns which are impacted by the rail and ship traffic. Those who are able will
 move to other areas, increasing the stock of available real estate, further depressing home prices. Prevention of further
 erosion of livability of the area should be avoided, and a moratorium on receipt and transfer of crude by rail should be
 enacted. Our county’s position in the state’s roll of high unemployment is already at or near the top, and crude by rail
 terminals will only solidify our grip on perennial malaise. 
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Submission Text
Frequently those in neighboring areas have their regular TV network commercials replaced by images of trees, beaches,
 wind-surfing, and happy people. These replacement commercials are the product of Grays Harbor Tourism, which has
 had a long record of sponsoring local festivals, promoting tourist facilities, and emphasizing the natural beauty of Grays
 Harbor County. The promotion of consumptive activities (fishing, clamming, crabbing, etc.) and non-consumptive ones
 (travel, birding, photography, visiting parks, etc.) has brought millions of tourist dollars to this county, and the
 operation of crude by rail terminals will detract from these benefits that we can offer. In fact, apart from the
 unsightliness of the terminals, increased traffic congestion, 24 hour a day noise, and the pervasive odors, the terminals
 have the capability to destroy several of our activities. Not many tourists will come to view oil terminals, or marvel at
 the efficiency of the tank car unloading facilities. The probability of a spill of crude oil will approach 100%, especially
 when the terminal operators want more and more production from their workers, and the night shift workers are sleep-
deprived. Any spill, but especially one of a car load or two, will at the minimum taint the fish, oysters, and crabs to the
 point where none of our native or commercial fishers will be able to sell their product. Remember what happened to the
 shrimp industry which was decimated by the recent Macondo Well blowout in the Gulf of Mexico. If there were a
 major spill, say of thousands of barrels of crude oil, all the marine resources would be destroyed for years, breaking the
 treaties with the Quinault and Chehalis tribal fishers, and ruining many of the businesses that the Port of Grays
 Harbor’s prize Port of Westport depends on. This is just one more reason to not approve the permits for these two
 projects. 
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Submission Text
 On May 15, for the third time in two weeks a train derailed near Montesano. Fortunately for those who live nearby, it
 was only carrying grain. However, the oil companies have been quietly shipping explosive crude oil by rail through
 local communities including here in Lewis County. Tesoro Oil began shipping Bakken crude on BNSF rail lines in
 Washington State to its refinery in Anacortes in 2012. Crude oil shipment on Washington rail lines increased from
 9,500 carloads in 2008 to more than 200,000 car loads last year. The oil is shipped from North Dakota down along the
 Columbia River and then up the west side of the state. There are 10 rail terminals planned or under construction in
 Washington and Oregon. One Tesoro facility has been completed in Anacortes, WA. Others include: 2 in Anacortes; 2
 in Ferndale; 1 in Tacoma; 3 in Hoquiam;1 in Vancouver; and 1 in Clatskanie, OR. If all terminals proposed for
 Washington are completed, it would mean approximately 12 loaded 100 car crude oil trains a day. That is 1,200 DOT-
111 rail cars, which the National Transportation Safety Board has stated are unsafe, would carry 800,000 barrels of
 Bakken crude oil every day through the State of Washington. A large portion of these trains would run right through the
 middle of Lewis County. A recent safety alert from the U.S. Department of Transportation warned the public,
 emergency responders, and oil shippers of the particularly high volatility of crude oil from the Bakken oil patch in
 eastern Montana and western North Dakota. The officials from DOT declared that Bakken's light, sweet crude oil is
 prone to ignite at lower temperatures that other crude oil due to the high percentage of inflammable vapors given off.
 Bakken crude oil has approximately three times the vapor pressure (evaporation rate of volatile compounds) of
 Louisiana Light Sweet crude from the Gulf of Mexico. The combination of a low flashpoint (the lowest temperature at
 which ignition can occur) and high vapor pressure of Bakken crude makes it highly likely to ignite and explode in the
 event of a punctured rail car. On July 6, 2013 a train carrying Bakken crude derailed in the small Canadian town of Lac
 Megantic, Ontario. The resulting fire and explosions killed 47 people, destroyed more than 30 buildings in the town
 center with a blast radius of 0.6 miles. Heat from the fire was felt over a mile away. Picture this happening in Vader,
 Winlock, Napavine, Chehalis or Centralia where the train tracks cross roads near schools. Would our local emergency
 management personnel be prepared for such a disaster? If the proposed terminals planned for Hoquiam are not built, it
 will significantly reduce the risk to people living in Lewis County. Contact all elected officials in our communities and
 tell them to bring whatever pressure they can to stop the terminal construction in Grays Harbor. There is no advantages
 only risk to Lewis County residents from these explosive trains moving like bombs through our communities.
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Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
To date there has been no significant financial responsibility taken by shippers of Bakken crude oil in the event of
 accidents, spills, or explosions. In the Lac Megantic, Quebec accident, the short-line railroad declared bankruptcy
 within a few weeks of the occurrence, leaving the Provincial government to pay the clean-up and rebuilding charges.
 The Genesee and Wyoming RR states that they are a 5 billion dollar value corporation, and have the financial resources
 to deal with an accident. However, the acquisition of the PSAP by RailAmerica was accompanied by the following
 statement contained in the Surface Transportation Board docket FD_34197_0: “On January 8, 2002, RailAmerica
 acquired control of ParkSierra Corporation (ParkSierra). See RailAmerica, Inc.--Control Exemption--ParkSierra
 Acquisition Corp. and ParkSierra Corp., STB Finance Docket No. 34100 (STB served Dec. 20, 2001). ParkSierra has
 three operating divisions: Arizona & California Railroad Company Limited Partnership; California Northern Railroad
 Company, L.P.; and Puget Sound & Pacific Railroad. RailAmerica has determined that the three operating divisions of
 ParkSierra should be operated as separate corporations, eliminating the need for ParkSierra as a consolidated holding
 company. To accomplish that goal, this transaction and three notices of exemption under 49 CFR 1150.31 were filed on
 April 23, 2002, one for each of the operating divisions. The applicants are ARZC, CFNR, and PSAP. The related
 proceedings are: STB Finance Docket No. 34198, ARZC Operating Company, Inc.--Acquisition and Operation
 Exemption--ParkSierra Corp., STB Finance Docket No. 34199, CFNR Operating Company, Inc.--Acquisition and
 Operation Exemption--ParkSierra Corp., and STB Finance Docket No. 34200, PSAP Operating Company, Inc.--
Acquisition and Operation Exemption--ParkSierra Corp. Also, three separate requests for waiver of the 60-day labor
 notice requirements under 49 CFR 1150.32(e) were filed in those dockets on April 22, 2002.” Please note that the
 PSAP RR is a separate corporation and, as such is subject to separate dissolution from the parent Genesee and
 Wyoming corporation. Please require that there be adequate insurance coverage to cover the losses from an accident on
 the banks of the Chehalis River and its Grays Harbor estuary. Suggested insurance levels would be in the hundreds of
 millions of dollars, and should be studied in the EIS. 

432



Submission Number: 000000251 

Received: 5/25/2014 1:40:19 PM
Commenter: Arnie Martin
Organization: 
Address: 631 Chenault Ave  Hoquiam, Washington 98550-1822 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000251-63750.doc Size = 31 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
see attachment

433

file:///C|/Users/15425/Documents/HOQ/cbeard/000000251-63750.doc
http://www.adobe.com/products/acrobat/readstep2.html


On February 1, 2013, Dale Jensen, Spill Prevention, Preparedness & Response 
Program Manager of the Washington Department of Ecology wrote the following 
in an email to Sally Toteff in response to the public response at the January 30th 
public meeting at the Rotary Log Pavilion in Aberdeen regarding the three crude 
by rail projects proposed for Hoquiam: 
 
“Crude or refined products have not been moved out of the Grays Harbor in the 
large quantities as is being proposed…ever. On the C-River…crude oil has not 
been moved, but a lot of refined product has. Crude oil…no matter the makeup, 
behaves differently than refined product and therefore the mind set and 
readiness needs to be different to ensure we have good systems (right 
equipment and training) in place to prevent spills, but also safely and rapidly 
respond to ensure the impacts to our environment and economy are minimized. 
Also, petroleum products have been moved forever over our rail lines, but never 
through our state in any large quantity of rail cars, or unit trains in the numbers 
that occurring now and are proposed; then crossing our entire state and 
following/crossing our rivers, streams, sensitive water sheds and aquifers. On the 
marine side – ship movements will change and transit traffic will increase and we 
are already doing some risk work in the Salish Sea to study those changes or 
proposed changes. 
 
We and the industry can do everything possible to prevent a spill from occurring, 
but from a socioeconomic standpoint, the shellfish folks or agricultural families, or 
tribes and local communities have a legitimate concern; it only takes one spill to 
wipe out generation(s) of a livelihood of work they have enjoyed and are skilled 
to do. It’s a fair question to ask for assurances that protect their livelihood and 
that if there is a spill…that there be assurances that those impacted would be 
expeditiously restored or fairly paid- and that those economies remain strong and 
the environment fully recovers. 
 
From the Spills Programs standpoint it really isn’t about whether petroleum or 
coal products are moved through our state or not, but if it is about safety – safety 
of our responders, safety of our public, safety of our environment – everyone 
living here and visiting wants to enjoy the healthy environment we appreciate, 
and safety of to our economy- a strong local and state economy is a good thing.” 
 
This statement underlines the total lack of experience on the Harbor with the 
receiving, storage, and shipping of crude oil. Regardless of the type of crude oil 
shipped, Bakken crude or Alberta tar-sands, the recovery from a spill is at best 
only partial, and in the case of tar-sands crude, negligible. 
 
From the Geographic Response Plan only approximately 30% of a light crude oil 
spill would be recoverable under calm wind conditions with no waves or current.  
This condition is not frequently encountered in Grays Harbor. The twice-daily 
tidal flow conditions result in currents of 1 – 1.5 knots during a flood tide and from 

434



2 to 3.5 knots during an ebb tide. These conditions alone will make booming and 
skimming operations infeasible. 
 
A spill of tar-sands oil will have a heavy component which will sink to the bottom 
of the Harbor, rendering all recovery impossible by normal methods.  Perhaps 
dredging, as is being attempted in the Kalamazoo River with little success, would 
be possible, but only at great expense and with the destruction of what little 
marine life which might survive the spill. 
 
The Imperium SEPA checklist, p23 item 6a, states: “Natural gas may also be 
used intermittently to generate steam to heat the contents of the tanks and to 
preheat rail cars to facilitate off-loading of viscous product. The steam will be 
provided via the neighboring Imperium Grays Harbor biodiesel production 
facility.” 
 
The use of railcar and storage tank heating would only be necessary if Alberta 
tar-sands oil were to be shipped.  This would be devastating to the cultural 
environment of Grays Harbor County.  As you know, the tar-sands oil has a large 
volatile fraction of the car contents provided to enable it to be shipped. The most 
volatile component will disperse in the atmosphere and the water column, while 
the remainder of the car contents will sink in the event of a spill. 
 
The tar-sand synthetic crude oil’s volatile components will escape from the 
railcars, the storage tank vents, and any contained spills.  The odors from the tar-
sands crude will be a great deterrent to the Harbor’s tourist industries, including 
the beaches, the Grays Harbor National Wildlife Refuge and the Shorebird 
Festival, and to the many schools that are within the area, including local 
elementary schools, both Aberdeen and Hoquiam high schools, etc.  In summer 
conditions, the fugitive volatile components will escape at an even higher rate 
than that resulting from the tank heating.  It seems unlikely that the vapor 
combustion units will be running 24 hours a day; therefore the odors will be 
permeating the neighborhoods close to the terminals, and all along the rail 
shipping route. 
 
Since the Spills Prevention and Spills Department both have only limited 
experience with crude oil recovery under calm conditions of limited current flow, 
and only textbook experience with tar-sands oil recovery, denying the permits on 
these grounds would be the prudent course.  
 
Will the Department of Ecology have the courage to deny permits based on 
inability to clean spills and/or the inability to control vapor emissions?  Once the 
facilities are converted to handling tar-sands crude, there will be massive 
increases in noxious odors, and an accompanying decrease in livability and 
property values. 
 
Arnold Martin, 631 Chenault Ave, Hoquiam, WA 98550 
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Submission Text
Both Imperium and Westway plan on 24 hour per day operation, which is a significant increase in the rail traffic hours
 above the current normal operations of the AGP and Pasha operations. The SEPA checklist, page 30, item B, 1 Noise
 states “Noises from the project are expected to be similar to Imperium’s current operation and are typical for the area.”
 The current operations infrequently take place at night, and if they do, only for a limited period. Switching operations to
 place railcars to be emptied and remove those that have been emptied, with the attendant engine notice and the railcar
 coupling noises will take place on a 24 hour per day, 7 days a week basis. The same switching operations will occur
 with similar frequency from the Westway project. What mitigations will be imposed to protect the nearby residents
 from the never-ending, unpredictable, jerks and clanks from the railcar switching noises? 

436



Submission Number: 000000253 

Received: 5/25/2014 1:48:15 PM
Commenter: Arnie Martin
Organization: 
Address: 631 Chenault Ave  Hoquiam, Washington 98550-1822 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Both Imperium and Westway plan on 24 hour per day operation, which is a significant increase in the rail traffic hours
 above the current normal operations of the AGP and Pasha operations. The SEPA checklist, page 30, item B, 1 Noise
 states “Noises from the project are expected to be similar to Imperium’s current operation and are typical for the area.”
 The current operations infrequently take place at night, and if they do, only for a limited period. Switching operations to
 place railcars to be emptied and remove those that have been emptied, with the attendant engine notice and the railcar
 coupling noises will take place on a 24 hour per day, 7 days a week basis. The same switching operations will occur
 with similar frequency from the Westway project. What mitigations will be imposed to protect the nearby residents
 from the never-ending, unpredictable, jerks and clanks from the railcar switching noises? 
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The US Department of Transportation has issued restrictions on the type of railcars that may be used for transporting
 Bakken crude oil, but the cars that meet the restriction are currently not available in high enough numbers to satisfy the
 demand for crude oil transport. The DOT-111 cars have un-shielded drain valves, which are subject to rupture in one of
 the derailments on the poorly maintained tracks of the Puget Sound and Pacific RR. The Bakken crude has been shown
 to have a substantial, although variable, amount of SO2, giving the possibility of having excess corrosion in the railcars.
 This combined with the DOT-111 cars having a 3/8” sidewall thickness and 7/16” head thickness should give pause to
 using these cars for transport of Bakken crude. Until replacement cars are available the Department of Ecology should
 follow the federal agencies and declare a moratorium on the use of the DOT-111 cars for Bakken crude transport. 
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The National Research Council estimates (2010) that by 2050 there will be approximately 12 to 18 inches of sea level
 rise, based on conservative CO2 emission estimates. If all three proposed Grays Harbor crude oil export facilities are
 built and operated at their stated throughput rates, the combustion of their crude oil would generate CO2 emissions of
 33% of the current total emissions of Washington State. We should not be assisting the oil companies in their efforts to
 export crude oil, making sea level increase worse than the current conditions imply. How are the proponents preparing
 to cope with sea level increases, considering that the site elevations of all of the projects are in the range of 12 to 15 feet
 currently? Will they be building sea walls around the port to protect their spill containment structures against higher
 tidal states? 
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Who owns the oil that will be brought to these facilities? It is not Imperium or Westway. It is not the rail line. It will not
 be the ships that carry the oil out of the port. Does the Department of Ecology, the Port of Grays Harbor, and/or the
 City of Hoquiam know the identity of the oil companies? Will the companies be able to be held to ultimate
 responsibility in event of an accident? This issue can be mitigated right now. Name the companies of ownership.
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The SEPA checklist ( 20130222) states “The tanks would be encompassed by a berm designed in compliance with
 National Fire Protection Association (NFPA) 30 requirements and will contain 100 percent of the total volume of one
 tank plus an additional 6 inch allowance for precipitation.” Building a berm (an earthen structure) adjacent to Fry Creek
 and separated from Grays Harbor by only the Port’s peripheral rail loop is not sufficient to protect against the
 destruction of the berm by a tsunami resulting from a nearby subduction zone earthquake. It seems that the
 requirements for the containment wall for the storage tanks, 100% of the volume of the largest tank (80,000 Barrels)
 plus an allowance for rainfall (6”) will not be adequate protection against a subduction zone earthquake. It is virtually
 impossible to accurately determine the area contained within the berm from the information in the Project 30359.00
 Figure 2, revision A drawing, but a rough calculation indicates the area inside the initial 5-tank berm of approximately
 83,600 ft² less the area of 4 tanks (4 x 7,088 ft² = 28,352 ft² ) or 55,248 ft². As each tank is the same volume (453,645
 ft3), the berm height necessary is 8.21 ft plus the 0.5 ft for rainfall, or 8.71 ft. The 5th tank (the leaking one) cannot
 empty to a depth greater than the oil depth within the berm, and its area (other than that of the tank sidewalls) need not
 be deducted. Looking at the Figure 2, revision A drawing, it seems obvious that there is not adequate area to build a
 sloping earthen berm with 1.5 width to height ratio (on each side, inside and outside) around the 5 tanks. The site is not
 adequate to contain such a wide earthen berm (28.13 ft including a 2 foot crest width). It appears that a concrete
 containment wall with an adequate foundation would be required to fit the site. The last major subduction zone
 earthquake (January 26, 1700) on the Cascadia fault resulted in a 2 meter drop in land elevation (USGS, Atwater,
 2005). If the next major quake only resulted in a 1 meter (3.28 Ft) drop in land elevation, the ground elevation at the
 base of the containment wall would drop from the current approx 15 ft to approx 11.7 ft. Based on the height of the
 tsunami that resulted from the magnitude 9.0 Fukushima earthquake of 2011, which had an average wave height of 10
 meters (the height of a 4-story building), assuming a wave height of 6.5 meters in Grays Harbor would seem
 conservative. A 6.5 meter wave (21.32 ft) would overtop the containment wall by (21.32 ft – (11.7 ft + 8.71ft) = 21.32
 ft – 20.41 ft = 0.91 ft. Note that these results are made worse when the tide state is at a higher level. Now assume that
 the subduction zone earthquake results in the rupture of only one of the storage tanks. As seawater is denser than
 Bakken formation crude oil, the entire volume of the ruptured tank’s crude oil confined within the wall (up to 80,000
 barrels) would be displaced by the water and floated over the top into the Harbor. The result of such a tsunami would
 be the total destruction of most of the harbor’s infrastructure, also such an oil spill would take the harbor to a
 unrecoverable ecological state for many decades. An earthquake of this magnitude would very likely cause a rupture in
 more than one of this project’s ultimate number of 9 tanks. Please note that there is still crude oil being recovered from
 the 110,000 barrel Exxon Valdez spill which occurred over 40 years ago. Why does the proponent, Imperium, only
 have to meet a containment standard that has not been updated to reflect what Dr Atwater’s research shows would
 happen in this coastal environment? 
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The use of an earthen berm for storage tank spill containment, as mentioned in SEPA checklist 20130222 item 11, is
 unlikely to be adequate containment during and following a subduction zone earthquake. The construction is based on a
 1996 geotechnical report for an adjacent site. The section mentioning the possibility of soil liquefaction during an
 earthquake only mentions vertical settlement, ignoring the likely lateral spreading which may occur adjacent to Fry
 creek. Lateral spreading will cause the disruption of an earthen berm, resulting in loss of containment when it is
 absolutely required. Basing the necessary containment on a 1996 report based on test borings at an adjacent site is not
 adequate, and a new geotechnical report conducted on the actual site must be required. Please require that a reinforced
 concrete spill containment structure with a supporting structure designed by geotechnical and structural engineers will
 be required for this site, lessening the possibility of containment failure. 
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The final Imperium tank layout (9 tanks surrounded by a containment berm or wall) will have a problem in the event of
 a large (catastrophic) leak in one of the end tanks in the line of nine, or one of the two end tanks. A leak in an end tank
 will require a large level differential when the crude oil flows around the tanks, with the repetitive narrowing and
 widening creating an increase and decrease in the velocity of the flowing stream. This is not an obvious problem, but is
 one that I have seen in my work in water treatment plants that had large numbers of in-line sumps interconnected by
 pipes. The flowing stream of water (a relatively low—viscosity fluid) would overflow the sumps during a large flow
 from one of the end flow sources. The problem will be exacerbated by the relatively high viscosity of cool, or cold,
 crude oil, requiring a large differential in oil depth during a high flowrate leak situation from one of the end tanks in the
 string of tanks, defeating the containment, causing an overflow of the containment berm or wall. How will the
 containment structure or tank layout be modified in this constrained area to prevent having an overflow situation caused
 by leakage from one of the end tanks, or their neighbor tanks? 
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On Imperium’s SEPA checklist, 20130222, p29 item 2, The statement is made “Tanks shall be equipped with high and
 high-high alarms, over-pressure protection, floating roofs, foam blanketing fire protection, and emergency overflows
 into the containment area.” This will offer some protection against over-filling a tank from the rail unloading facility,
 but would not provide early warning of a minor tank leak occurring during tank filling. Such a leak would be detected if
 continuous level monitoring was implemented and the measured tank level was electronically compared to the expected
 level based on measured pump discharge flow. Another possible reduction of spills during vessel and barge loading
 could be implemented by measuring pump discharge pressure, and loading pump flow rate. A sudden decrease in
 discharge pressure or increase in pump flow rate would indicate a line break, or failure of gasketing between the rigid
 piping and the flexible loading hoses. Please comment on the implementation of these improvements in the tank filling
 and vessel and barge loading operations. 
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The spill containment of railcars placed next to Fry Creek, as mentioned in SEPA checklist 20130222, item 11, is
 unlikely to be adequate containment during and following a subduction zone earthquake. No mention of railcar spill
 containment is made, other than that it will be “capable of containing the maximum volume of any single compartment
 of a tank car.” Whatever type of railcar spill containment structure is used, due to its location next to Fry Creek, it will
 be subject to lateral spreading during a strong earthquake. The verbiage about a single compartment is in error, as the
 railcars that are used for transporting crude oil are not compartmentalized, each having a capacity of from 650 – 750
 barrels (27,300 – 31,500 gallons). The footing under the railcar unloading tracks/containment area must be designed
 under the supervision of a geotechnical engineer, due to its location adjacent to the bank of Fry Creek, and, the fill
 material on which it is to be built being dredge spoils. Such fill material is subject to both vertical settlement and lateral
 spreading during a seismic event. Please require that there must be an engineered design, by licensed geotechnical and
 structural engineers, to prevent the tilting and or collapse of the unloading tracks during a seismic event, to avoid the
 possibility of track shifting which might cause the tipping of all railcars that are unloading or staged for unloading. 
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The Facility Spill portion states tanks “will be built in accordance with the current API 650 standard for tank
 construction”. The project site is located on soils derived from dredged materials that have a high liquefaction
 susceptibility factor. The site is rated as a seismic class D-E site. The Imperium proposal is not expected to increase the
 liquefaction potential. • The new storage tanks shall be constructed on a concrete slab supported by a series of grout
 driven piles which will be driven to an approximate depth of 75 feet into the ground. Existing tanks with piles driven to
 approximately 75 feet show no evidence of differential settling or settling beyond what was predicted by geotechnical
 engineers. • An analysis of soil suitability at the site was performed in 2006 and an additional analysis will be
 performed by GeoEngineers to confirm soil suitability for the project. No significant change is expected due to the
 material being uniform fill across the entire site. The applicant’s SEPA checklist, dated February 22, 2013, section VII
 Appendix B Geotech Report dated June 13, 2006, under Project Description states: “The site is located approximately
 100 miles from a potentially large subduction earthquake. The magnitude is estimated at 9.5 and the shaking would
 likely last two minutes. The estimated return period is 300 to 700 years. Based on previous nearby work, an earthquake
 of this magnitude would cause substantial liquefaction settlement and lateral spreading” And also states under
 Conclusions and Recommendations, General: “It is our opinion that the site improvements can be constructed generally
 as envisioned. The foundation design recommendations presented, both shallow and deep, are not intended to withstand
 a major subduction zone earthquake, which may be technically impossible.” The plans are to construct the storage tanks
 on a concrete slab supported by a series of grout driven piles which will be driven to an approximate depth of 75 feet
 into the ground. This design, which has worked successfully at the site since 2006, has never been tested by a
 subduction zone earthquake, and should not be a basis for design of such a large crude oil storage facility. Note that the
 Westway storage tanks, which are larger diameter, but have the same unit loading (the tanks are the same depth) are to
 have their foundation pilings driven to a depth of 150 feet, which is below the layer of dredge fill. The GeoEngineers
 report cited above states “Based on previous nearby work, an earthquake of this magnitude would cause substantial
 liquefaction settlement and lateral spreading”. Please comment on the discrepancy of the piling designs between the
 two projects, and why the Imperium tank foundations should not use deeper pilings to reach the consolidated layers
 described in the GeoEngineers report. 
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The Facility Spill portion states tanks “will be built in accordance with the current API 650 standard for tank
 construction”. Grays Harbor is an extremely critical area environmentally. Partial spill cleanup would be difficult at
 best, and full cleanup would be nearly impossible. There should be no doubt that these five 200,000 barrel capacity
 tanks are the greatest threat to the Harbor. Failure of one of these tanks with an accompanying tsunami, or the failure of
 more than one tank without a tsunami, would cause a containment failure and an uncontrollable oil spill. No booming
 or oil recovery equipment proposed can cope with a spill of more than 100,000 barrels in an area of twice-daily tides.
 An oil spill of this magnitude in the Chehalis River estuary would result in the near destruction of all the anadromous
 fish runs that have been the livelihood of the Quinault Nation and the Chehalis Tribe for millennia, and the commercial
 fishery for over a century, as well as destroying shellfish and crustacean harvests. The referenced API 650 Standard for
 Welded Steel Storage Tanks, section E, Seismic Design of Storage Tanks provides the tank designer with the tools to
 protect the tank from failure due to earthquake. This section does not define what ground accelerations are used in the
 design of the tank, but does state: “The ground motion requirements in this appendix are derived from ASCE 7, which
 is based on a maximum considered earthquake ground motion defined as the motion due to an event with a 2%
 probability of exceedance within a 50-year period (a recurrence interval of approximately 2,500 years). Application of
 these provisions as written is deemed to meet the intent and requirements of ASCE 7.” The USGS Hazards map for
 Washington-Oregon 2008 with 2% probability over a 50 year period (map attached) shows the lateral peak ground
 accelerations at the project site to be in the 0.69g to 0.83g range. Please consult with a competent structural engineer to
 set the criteria for lateral ground acceleration the tanks will be designed to withstand. 
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It seems that the requirements for the containment wall for the storage tanks, 100% of the volume of the largest tank
 (200,000 Barrels) plus an allowance for rainfall (6”?) will not be adequate protection against a subduction zone
 earthquake. The following calculations are approximate, and based on Figure 2 (Drawing SK-M-002-2): The height of
 the required wall is volume of one tank (Ft3) divided by the containment available area (Ft²) plus 6”. This is (8,400,000
 gallons = 1,122,916 ft3) divided by the net containment area (total containment area (235,691 ft²) less area of tanks (5 x
 17,671 ft² = 88,355 ft²) = 147,336 ft²), or 1,122,916 ft3/147,336 ft² = 7.62 ft high plus 0.5 ft (6”) = 8.12 ft. The last
 major subduction zone earthquake (January 26, 1700) on the Cascadia fault resulted in a 2 meter drop in land elevation
 (USGS, Atwater, 2005). If the next major quake only resulted in a 1 meter (3.28 Ft) drop in land elevation, the ground
 elevation at the base of the containment wall would drop from the current approx 15 ft to approx 11.7 ft. Based on the
 height of the tsunami that resulted from the magnitude 9.0 Fukushima earthquake of 2011, which had an average wave
 height of 10 meters (the height of a 4-story building), assuming a wave height of 6.5 meters in Grays Harbor would
 seem conservative. A 6.5 meter wave (20.85 ft) would overtop the containment wall by (20.85 ft – (11.7 ft + 8.12 ft) =
 20.85 ft – 19.82 ft = 1.03 ft. Note that these results are made worse when the tide state is at a higher level. Now assume
 that the subduction zone earthquake results in the rupture of only one of the storage tanks. As seawater is denser than
 Bakken formation crude oil, the entire volume of the ruptured tank’s crude oil confined within the wall (up to 200,000
 barrels) would be displaced by the water and floated over the top into the Harbor. The result of such a tsunami would
 be the total destruction of most of the harbor’s infrastructure, also such an oil spill would take the harbor to a
 unrecoverable ecological state for many decades. Please note that there is still crude oil being recovered from the
 110,000 barrel Exxon Valdez spill which occurred over 40 years ago. Why does the proponent, Westway, only have to
 meet a containment standard that has not been updated to reflect what Dr Atwater’s research shows would happen in
 this coastal environment? The other proponents, Imperium and US Development are further stretching the standards by
 building a greater number of smaller tanks (9 and 8 tanks, respectively) to allow using an even shorter containment
 wall/berm for their sites. 
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“Due to the flammable nature of Bakken formation crude oil, there is the possibility of a fire inside the terminal,
 requiring the response of both local fire departments to help bring the fire under control.” The design of the Westway
 terminal, and the area constraints of the Port of Grays Harbor site will make it difficult to bring enough equipment to
 keep a fire in one storage tank in check. The nature of the crude oil makes it impossible to extinguish a tank fire. The
 combined resources of the Aberdeen and Hoquiam water supply are not sufficient to keep such a fire in control,
 preventing it from spreading to additional storage tanks. Additional water storage tanks, larger mains and pumps should
 be required to assure adequate volume and flow capabilities to prevent a fire from spreading to additional tanks. In the
 event of a small fire, the requirement of having foaming equipment in both cities that is compatible should be required.
 Both fire departments must be trained in foam equipment and its use Adequate supply of foaming agent containers for
 suppressing an 8 hour fire must be required, and their expiration dates monitored to assure the foamant is still usable. 
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Redundant control systems (systems which can still operate in the event of a CPU failure, input/output failure, power
 failure, etc.) must be required for this facility. Prevention of a control failure due to a single-point equipment failure
 must be mandated. Simple level switches are not adequate for the control of a system where a failure can result in the
 destruction of the livelihood of many hundreds that are involved in harvesting of marine resources. Level switches
 would offer some protection against over-filling a tank from the rail unloading facility, but would not provide early
 warning of a minor tank leak occurring during tank filling. Such a leak would be detected if continuous level
 monitoring was implemented and the measured tank level was electronically compared to the expected level based on
 measured pump discharge flow and time that filling has been in progress. Another possible reduction of spills during
 vessel and barge loading could be implemented by measuring pump discharge pressure, and loading pump flow rate. A
 sudden decrease in discharge pressure or increase in pump flow rate would indicate a line break, or failure of gasketing
 between the rigid piping and the flexible loading hoses. Please comment on the implementation of these improvements
 in the tank filling and vessel and barge loading operations 
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To date there has been no public display of the Westway Terminals Hoquiam five-tank layout, which is a change from
 the previous four-tank layout (attached). Access to the “northerly tanks”, even in the four-tank layout would have been
 constrained. Adding the fifth tank will make the tank to tank spacing much less than with the four tanks. Access to the
 tanks if there were a fire will be difficult, as the access is blocked by the southerly tanks and the port rail loop tracks.
 Please address the emergency access constraints that are exacerbated by the addition of the fifth storage tank. If access
 cannot be maintained, the addition of the fifth tank must be denied. 
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Westway Terminal Company LLC
Grays Harbor Crude By Rail Project

April 23, 2013
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 Having oil from the mid-east has been costly in lives and dollars. Now that we can free ourselves from foreign oil, why
 do we need to export before we use these resources to rebuild the long overdue infrastructure and put more citizens to
 work and rebuild the middle class. Corporate greed has been well documented they gain and too many times the
 citizens are left with the degraded environment and clean up costs. Oil spills happen and cleanups are not that effective,
 oil fouled beaches in Alaska after 25 years and tons of crude oil sunk in the gulf of Mexico. The rewards go to a few
 and the risks go to many. My alternative to scope, is to use North American crude oil at home to reduce imported crude
 oil and oil products. CM
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Lovel Pratt’s Comments on Scope of EISs for Westway and Imperium Terminals Proposals – Page 1 of 2 
 
 

May 25, 2014 
 
Submitted via web portal: 
https://public.commentworks.com/cwx/westwayimperiumcommentform/ 
 
Department of Ecology and City of Hoquiam  
Imperium and Westway EISs 
c/o ICF International 
710 Second Avenue, Suite 550 
Seattle, WA 98104 
 
RE: Comments on Scope of EISs for Proposed Westway and Imperium Terminals in 
Grays Harbor 
 
Department of Ecology and City of Hoquiam: 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment on the scope of the Environmental Impact 
Statements (EISs) for the proposed Westway and Imperium Terminals and to secure 
standing in these EIS processes.  The following comments identify potential adverse 
impacts that would occur if the proposed Westway and Imperium Terminals are 
approved. 
  
While the Westway and Imperium Terminals are proposed to be located in Grays 
Harbor, the area of potential adverse impacts is much greater.  I am a resident of San 
Juan County, a tax payer, property owner, business owner, and a former member of the 
San Juan County Council.  I am concerned that my quality of life and that of my fellow 
islanders in San Juan County would be adversely impacted by the proposed Westway 
and Imperium Terminals.  Our quality of life depends upon San Juan County’s beautiful 
environment which is also the basis of our economy.  Our economic drivers include our 
iconic and federally listed as endangered Southern Resident Killer Whales (SRKWs). 
 
The SRKWs are spending an increased amount of time along the outer coast, including 
Grays Harbor1 where it is presumed that they are feeding on salmon from the 
Humptulips, Satsop, and Wynoochee rivers.  Please require the EISs to address the 
potential adverse impacts of oil spills in and near Grays Harbor from the proposed 
Westway and Imperium Terminals, including all 

 Adverse impacts to the SRKWs  
 Adverse impacts to the salmon from the Humptulips, Satsop, and Wynoochee 

rivers that are essential to the SRKW’s diet  
 
Please require the EISs to address vessel traffic, including a vessel transportation 
impact analysis for vessel traffic in or surrounding the waters of San Juan County if the 
proposed Westway and Imperium Terminals will generate any increases in vessel traffic 
in any of the following waterways: Strait of Juan de Fuca, Rosario Strait, Georgia Strait, 
                                                           
1
 http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=8ApK0SYothA 
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Lovel Pratt’s Comments on Scope of EISs for Westway and Imperium Terminals Proposals – Page 2 of 2 
 
 

Boundary Pass, Haro Strait.  This should include any bunkering related vessel traffic.  If 
the permitting of the proposed Westway and Imperium Terminals will generate any 
additional vessel traffic in the waters in or surrounding San Juan County, please require 
the EISs to address the potential adverse impacts from the increased risk of oil spills in 
these waters, including all  

 Adverse impacts to the health of San Juan County’s residents and visitors, 
including any propulsion fuel particulate impacts on air quality 

 Adverse impacts to San Juan County’s environment 
 Adverse impacts to the SRKWs 
 Adverse impacts to commercial and recreational fishing and fishing related treaty 

rights 
 Adverse impacts to commercial and recreational shellfish harvest and shellfish 

harvest related treaty rights 
 Adverse impacts to San Juan County’s tourism economy 
 Adverse impacts to San Juan County’s shoreline and water-view property values 

and any potential redistribution of tax burden to all San Juan County property 
owners if shoreline property valuations are reduced  

 Adverse impacts to San Juan County’s real estate sales and housing 
construction related revenues 

 
As a tax payer in Washington State, I am concerned that my tax burden and that of my 
fellow islanders in San Juan County and all the citizens of Washington State would be 
adversely impacted by the proposed Westway and Imperium Terminals. Please require 
the EISs to address the costs to Washington State to address all the required 
transportation infrastructure improvements associated with the proposed Westway and 
Imperium Terminals. San Juan County contributes more tax dollars to Washington State 
than it receives in State expenditures, and ranks last of all 39 Washington State 
Counties in terms of per capita tax revenue generated vs. per capita state expenditures 
(as of Fiscal Year 2012 – the most current analysis from the Office of Fiscal 
Management).2  
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment on the scope of the EISs for the proposed 
Westway and Imperium Terminals and to secure my standing in these EIS processes.  
 
Sincerely,  
 

 
Lovel Pratt  
2551 Cattle Point Road  
Friday Harbor, WA 98250 

                                                           
2
 http://www.ofm.wa.gov/fiscal/expenditures_and_revenues/state_expenditures_revenues_by_cty.pdf 
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Organization: 
Address:   Olympia, Washington  UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Oil trains are a serious risk to the health and safety of our communities. A safe method for transporting Bakken Oil has
 not been found. Derailment is a critical concern for our communities. In July of 2013 47 people with killed after a train
 derailed in Quebec, Canada. In November of 2013, 200,000 gallons of oil leaked into waterways in Alabama. A month
 later, in North Dakota, 400,000 gallons spilled forcing 1,400 people to evacuate, and Pennsylvania experienced the
 devastation of spills in January, February and April of this year. Additionally, the two current proposals would add 23
 trains a week with each being up to 1.3 miles long. The slower speeds required by these trains would create massive
 traffic congestion, and impede emergency vehicles, extend commute times and decrease access to local businesses
 which hurts Washington’s economy. The increase in the number of huge tankers greatly increases the risk of a
 catastrophic spill among our pristine waters. Finally, we breathe the polluted air from burning fossil fuels, and all of us
 (including animals and plants) are feeling the effects of climate change. This proposal should be reviewed on a level
 that matches its far-reaching effects, from direct, community problems to its global reach. 
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Submission Number: 000000271 

Received: 5/25/2014 9:43:22 PM
Commenter: Michael Gary
Organization: Mr.
Address: P.O. Box 876  Woodland, Washington 98674 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
It is senseless to keep risking human life and environmental disasters by transporting crude oil by train. I am opposed to
 the expansion of rail, barge, and ship transport of crude oil. Many people have died in Lac Megantic Canada and many
 more will be put at risk by transporting crude oil in the future. The quality of our live here on this planet continues to
 degrade with more oil being burned and used. America and the rest of the world have the ability to transition away from
 fossil fuels and these permits should be denied. There are many impacts from the proposed facilities. Reduced fishing,
 impacted recreation, reduced air quality, reduced water quality, and long-term health impacts to humans, just to name a
 few. These dangerous trains passing through my home area of Woodland, Washington will further damage the quality
 of life there.
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Submission Number: 000000272 

Received: 5/25/2014 10:26:26 PM
Commenter: Roy Staples
Organization: Kelso resident
Address: 2409 Bloyd Street  Kelso, Washington 98626 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
No Expansion should be permitted for the Port of Grays Harbor Terminal 1, because 1) it will increase the use of fossil
 fuels, and 2) the exploration of them based upon market conditions now, not in the future. First, with the devastating
 weather events we have witnessed in recent years, it is imperative for us to take seriously the phenomenon of global
 warming (also known as climate change). Ample scientific evidence shows that the effects on our atmosphere by
 burning fossil fuels. It is time now to convert our energy infrastructure to renewal energy sources and to explore ways
 to limit the use of fossil fuels. Creating new ways to export oil, natural gas, and coal all contribute to fossil fuel use. IT
 IS TIME TO REDUCE AND STOP USING FOSSIL FUELS! Second, the demand that fluctuates even now for these
 fuels, including oil, cannot be guaranteed to exist at the levels that would predict a market for oil exports from this
 country. In other words, creating a facility now for oil export may be a total waste of money. IF THERE IS NO
 MARKET, OR A DECLINING MARKET WHICH MAKES OIL TOO CHEAP TO SELL, THEN THE AREA WILL
 HAVE WASTED MONEY! Please protect the livelihood of all who live here. Do not expand export of fossil fuels
 from anywhere on the west coast! 
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Submission Number: 000000273 

Received: 5/25/2014 11:36:12 PM
Commenter: Ron Figlar-Barnes
Organization: 
Address: PO Box 1946  Elma, Washington 98541 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000273-63777.docx Size = 1025 KB
000000273-63778.docx Size = 1025 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
The cumulative effects on the environment must be inclusive. If three oil terminal where placed in Grays Harbor what
 would be the affects to cities all along the route from North Dakota to Grays Harbor? What would be the impacts to
 Washington’s economy? Specifically, the Environmental Impact Statements (EIS) for Westway and Imperium needs to
 be a comprehensive environmental and economic analysis reaching past the specific building of the facilities to the
 consequences for our coastal communities, Grays Harbor itself and the impact to the citizens and economy associated
 with the entire process including the implications of fracking. 
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Westway and Imperium EISs 
c/o ICF International 
710 Second Ave, Suite 550 
Seattle Washington 98104 
 
Director Sally Toteff 
Southwest Regional Office 
PO Box 47775 
Olympia, WA 98504-7775 
 
ICF International and Ms. Toteff, 
 
Scoping Comments on the Proposed Westway and Imperium EISs 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on these two projects.  In a previous response sent 
to Ms. Toteff and Brian Shay we expressed our disbelief that these type of projects would be 
proposed in an area which is susceptible to sea level rise, earthquake activity and is in a 
tsunami zone.  Despite the logic for rejection of these proposals due to these major factors we 
have listed additional concerns.  The following need to be discussed for all the proposed 
Imperium, Westway and new US Development terminals. 
 
First and foremost, the effect of a major oil spill in Grays Harbor would be catastrophic and the 
effects of an earthquake and and/or tsunami on oil facilities located at the Port of Grays Harbor 
would change Aberdeen, Hoquiam and surrounding communities forever.  A detailed scoping 
must include this worst case consequence of placing 30 million gallons of oil at the Imperium 
terminal which would increase ship traffic by 200 ships or barges per year and 33 million gallons 
of oil at the Westway terminal including 64 barge movements per year.  
 
The cumulative effects on the environment must be inclusive.  If three oil terminal where 
placed in Grays Harbor what would be the affects to cities all along the route from North 
Dakota to Grays Harbor?  What would be the impacts to Washington’s economy?   Specifically, 
the Environmental Impact Statements (EIS) for Westway and Imperium needs to be a 
comprehensive environmental and economic analysis reaching past the specific building of the 
facilities to the consequences for our coastal communities, Grays Harbor itself and the impact 
to the citizens and economy associated with the entire process including the implications of 
fracking.  
 
Specific Areas of Concern LAND: 
 

1) What type of mitigation and insurance measures are in place if an earthquake and 
tsunami impacts the oil facilities?  Who pays for the cleanup? The Tohoku Japan tsunami 
in 2011 caused fuel storage containers in Japan to fail. Failure of these containers 
resulted in major damage to Japanese cities where fuel leaked out of the containment 
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basins that surrounded the storage areas. Oil damage is difficult to clean up and often 
precludes rehabilitation of any contaminated structures. 

2) What types of storage tanks are being proposed and what is the rating for withstanding 
a tsunami event? 

3) What type of cable system will be used to ensure the storage tanks will remain secure 
during a tsunami event? 

 
The Westway and Imperium sites are located on soils derived from dredge materials that have a 
high liquefaction susceptibility factor.  Both locations are rated by the National Earthquake 
Hazards Reduction Program as a seismic class D-E site.  However, both proposed bulk facility 
projects are located on past lagoon fills (see attached map).  Since the surrounding areas which 
weren’t lagoon fills are Classified D-E1 does this indicate the site class for the specific project 
area needs to re-classified to a more susceptible level like F?   
 
Our questions are; 
 

4) Why is there a difference of 75 feet regarding piles driven into the ground from the 
proponents? 

5) What are the piles being driven into?  What are the well logs and the detailed geologic 
assessments that have been conducted? 

6) What is the depth to bed rock? 
7) The project is located in a potentially earthquake and liquefaction hazard zone; how are 

you going to mitigate if an accident occurs?  What type of insurance and coverage do 
the proponents have? 
 

Attached is a map showing various earthquake faults, earthquakes and liquefaction potential 
near Grays Harbor.  Has this type of analysis been conducted in the environmental assessment 
for the terminals? 
 

8) Has there been an assessment regarding the structural damage that would happen 
during a smaller 5 to 7 magnitude event to the proposed facility? 

9) How can you explain the practicability of increasing the oil capacity of these facilities 
knowing the dangers associated with their location? 

Specific Areas of Concern WATER: 
 

1 D-E sites: 
• Structures must be designed to resist seismic forces.  
• Only structural systems that are capable of providing superior performance permitted. 
• Many types of irregularities are prohibited. 
• Nonstructural components that could cause injury must be provided with seismic restraint. 
• Nonstructural systems required for life safety protection must be demonstrated to be capable of post-

earthquake functionality. 
• Special construction quality assurance measures are required. 
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According proponent documents pre-booming of all oil transfers over water is required to be 
safe and effective.  Since the Chehalis River typically has a strong current and debris present 
how is that possible?  According to the proponents documents if pre-booming cannot be safely 
conducted, alternative measures are required. 
 

10) What exactly are the alternative measures?  We want to see an investigative review of 
exactly what steps will be taken to protect against spilling oil in water in adverse 
conditions? 

 
The Grays Harbor planning standard in WAC 173-182-405 specifies time and equipment 
requirements, including boom that is capable of encountering oil at advancing speeds of at 
least two knots in waves and appropriate for the operating environment.  According to the 
Imperium SEPA “this standard shall be required in the facility’s Spill Contingency Plan.” 
 

11) Since the annual average wind speed in Hoquiam averages 9.3 miles per hour (according 
to the Western Regional Climate Center), how are going to control an oil spill in fast 
currents and with high winds (averaging above 2 knots or 2.3 mph)? 

 
“Additional mitigation measure:  In order to mitigate the risk of a spill impacting waters near 
identified sensitive areas such as the Chehalis River and associated wetlands.  A map identifying 
the locations and equipment of the caches shall be provided to Ecology for approval.” 
 

12) How can there be specific locations along the entire route that crosses over hundreds 
of streams and wetlands associated with the Chehalis River?  We believe this is not 
possible.  Seriously, what mitigation measures can stop an oil spill from damaging 
wetlands and the Chehalis River?  Just look at the mess the recent Tar Sands oil 
pipeline rupture (March 26, 2013) has caused to the community in Mayflower 
Arkansas! 

 
“Oil Spill Prevention for the Vessel Route to Reduce Risk of a Spill” you state “All crude oil 
tankers and oil barges shall be covered by the oil spill contingency plan held by Washington 
State Maritime Cooperative and approved by Ecology.” 
 

13) Where is the plan and why was it not in the Imperium SEPA document? 
 
“Pilots shall schedule the departure of loaded vessels to coincide with the high tide to prevent 
the potential for grounding.” 
 

14) Which “high tides”? 
15) What would the minimum high tide height be required for the departure of such large 

vessels to prevent grounding? 
16) How will strong winds, currents and storms in Grays Harbor and along the Washington 

Coast effect departures? 
17) How many times a month do such tides occur? 
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There will be increases in ship traffic proposed by Imperium and Westway. 
 

18) What would the economic impacts be to commercial fishers, charters, oyster harvesters 
and sports boats wanting to access these areas? 

19) Where is the full Environmental Impact Statement including a cost benefit analysis to 
determine the economic pros and cons associated with the ship and barge traffic in this 
proposal for Grays Harbor? 

20) What is the effect of increased water traffic on marine mammals and aquatic life? 
21) What is the acoustic pollution derived from the cumulative underwater noise of vessel 

traffic on mammals and aquatic life and the impact to migrations of marine mammals? 
 
In the Imperium SEPA under “ Oil Spill Prevention for the Vessel Route to Reduce Risk of a Spill” 
it states,   “In the case of a vessel casualty offshore (like a loss of propulsion or sinking), 
response tugs at Neah Bay and Columbia River could provide assistance, however, response 
times will depend on tug availability and weather conditions.”  Are you serious?  This is not an 
acceptable action plan.  This is an environmental disaster waiting to happen.  There are times 
when the bar is closed for more than a week! 
 

22) Why is a response team of tugs not being stationed out of Grays Harbor?  Should this 
not be a mandatory requirement of all involved to fund a response team of tugs station 
out of Grays Harbor? 

 
23) What mitigation measures will be in place to protect migrating marine mammals?  What 

federal agencies will be contacted to determine any type of marine impacts? 
 
Specific Areas of Concern RAIL: 
 
The Puget Sound and Pacific (PSAP) Railroad has a contract with a spill response contractor to 
respond to any derailment or spill along the route from Centralia to Grays Harbor.  Evidently, a 
spill response plan has been submitted to the Federal Railroad Agency. 
 

24) What are the exact details of the spill response plan that has been submitted to the 
Federal Railroad Agency? 

25) Why is this document not part of the EIS process so it can be reviewed by all concerned 
parties?  

26) As part of the permit, all pertinent spill response documents for the PSAP railroad need 
to be disclosed to the public and local response agencies. Will this occur, and if not, 
why? 

 
 
 

467



There needs to be an analysis of the impact of increased railroad traffic from North Dakota to 
Grays Harbor!  If there is a threefold increase in train traffic as proposed documents state there 
will not be a significantly impacted traffic patterns. 
 

27) What data do you have to support this statement? 
28) Has there been an analysis of traffic impacts from the proposed project? 
29) How does it affect all communities along the rail lines?  

 
According to documents from Westway “a Rail Transportation Impact Analysis” is to be 
completed prior to receiving the project Certificate of Occupancy for operation.   
 

30)  When will a rail transportation impact analysis be completed for all of the cities before 
the construction of the terminals?  When can we expect this analysis?  

 
According to the manufactures of the crude by rail tank cars they cannot make the cars safe 
because to do so would make the cars too heavy to transport oil.  According to Mr. Williams of 
Genese/Wyoming the four recent derailments along their line from Centralia to the Port of 
Grays Harbor happened due to rain. 
 

31) How then can the Balkin crude be safety transported since the U.S Department of 
Transportation has stated the 110 and 111 tank cars are unsafe and the rail lines are 
susceptible to derailment due to rainfall?  

 
Specific Areas of Concern Fresh and Salt Water Fish: 
 

32) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 
Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Endangered Bucaccio Rockfish? 

 
33) How will an oil spill response plan for the coast of Washington ensure the protection of 

the Federally Endangered Snake River Sockeye Salmon? 
 

34) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the protection of the 
Federally Endangered Snake River Sockeye Salmon? 

 
35) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 

Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Threatened Bull Trout? 
 

36) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor drainages ensure the protection 
of the Federally Threatened Bull Trout? 

 
37) How will an oil spill response plan for the coast of Washington ensure the protection of 

the Federally Threatened Canary Rockfish? 
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38) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 
Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Threatened Columbia River Chinook 
Salmon? 

 
39) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the protection of the 

Federally Threatened Columbia River Chinook Salmon? 
40) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 

Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Threatened Columbia River Chum 
Salmon? 

 
41) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the protection of the 

Federally Threatened Columbia River Chum Salmon? 
 

42) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 
Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Threatened Columbia River Coho 
Salmon? 

 
43) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the protection of the 

Federally Threatened Columbia River Coho Salmon? 
 

44) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 
Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Threatened Columbia River 
Steelhead Trout? 

 
45) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 

Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Threatened Green Sturgeon? 
 

46) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the protection of the 
Federally Threatened Green Sturgeon? 

 
47) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the protection of the 

Federally Threatened Columbia River Steelhead Trout? 
 

48) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 
the protection of the Federally Threatened Eulachon? 

 
49) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the protection of the 

Federally Threatened Eulachon? 
 

50) How will an oil spill response plan for the coast of Washington ensure the protection of 
the Federally Threatened Hood Canal Summer Chum Salmon? 

 
51) How will an oil spill response plan for the coast of Washington ensure the protection of 

the Federally Threatened Ozette Lake Sockeye Salmon? 
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52) How will an oil spill response plan for the coast of Washington ensure the protection of 

the Federally Threatened Puget Sound Chinook Salmon? 
 

53) How will an oil spill response plan for the coast of Washington ensure the protection of 
the Federally Threatened Puget Sound Steelhead Trout? 

 
54) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 

the protection of the Federally Threatened Yelloweye Rockfish? 
 

55) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 
the protection of the Federal Species of Concern Copper Rockfish? 

 
56) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 

the protection of the State Candidate Greenstriped Rockfish? 
 

57) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Grays Harbor drainages ensure the 
protection of the State Sensitive Olympic Mudminnow? 

 
58) How will an oil spill response plan for the coast of Washington ensure the protection of 

the State Candidate and Federal Species of Concern Pacific Hake? 
 

59) How will an oil spill response plan for the coast of Washington ensure the protection of 
the State Candidate and Federal Species of Concern Quillback Rockfish? 

 
60) How will an oil spill response plan for the coast of Washington ensure the protection of 

the State Candidate and Federal Species of Concern Pacific Herring? 
 

61) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 
the protection of the State Candidate and Federal Species of Concern Quillback 
Rockfish? 

 
62) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 

the protection of the State Candidate Redstripe Rockfish? 
 

63) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 
the protection of the State Candidate and Federal Species of Concern River Lamprey? 

 
64) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Grays Harbor drainages ensure the 

protection of the State Candidate and Federal Species of Concern River Lamprey? 
 

65) How will an oil spill response plan for the coast of Washington ensure the protection of 
the State Candidate Tiger Rockfish? 
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66) How will an oil spill response plan for the coast of Washington ensure the protection of 
the State Candidate Widow Rockfish? 

 
67) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 

the protection of the Federal Species of Concern Pacific Lamprey? 
 

68) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Western and Eastern Washington ensure 
the protection of the Federal Species of Concern Pacific Lamprey? 

 
69) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the protection of the 

State Candidate Leopard Dace? 
 

70) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the protection of the 
State Candidate Umatilla Dace? 

 
71) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the protection of the 

State Candidate Mountain Sucker? 
 

72) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the protection of the 
State Sensitive and Federal Species of Concern Pygmy Whitefish? 

 
Specific Areas of Concern Bird Life: 
 

73) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 
the protection of the Federally Threatened Marbled Murrelet which spends most of its 
life within 5 miles of the Washington coast?  

 
74) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 

the forage fish for the Marbled Murrelet which includes the Pacific Herring, Anchovy, 
Pacific Sand Lance, Capelin and Krill will be protected from a spill? 

 
75) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the protection 

of the State Endangered American White Pelican? 
 

76) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 
the protection of the State Endangered and Federal Species of Concern Brown Pelican? 

 
77) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the protection 

of the State Endangered Sandhill Crane? 
 

78) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 
the protection of the Federally Threatened Snowy Plover? 
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79) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 
Washington ensure the protection of the State Sensitive and Federal Species of Concern 
Bald Eagle? 

 
80) How will a rail oil spill response plan for all of Washington State ensure the protection of 

the State Sensitive and Federal Species of Concern Bald Eagle? 
 

81) How will a rail oil spill response plan for all of Washington State ensure the protection of 
the State Candidate and Federal Species of Concern Northern Goshawk? 

 
82) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Western Washington State ensure the 

protection of the State Candidate Pileated Woodpecker? 
 

83) How will a rail oil spill response plan for South Western Washington State ensure the 
protection of the State Candidate Purple Martin? 

 
84) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 

Washington ensure the protection of the State Candidate Cassin’s Auklet? 
 

85) How will a rail oil spill response plan for all of Washington State ensure the protection of 
the State Sensitive and Federal Species of Concern Peregrine Falcon? 

 
86) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 

Washington ensure the protection of the State Candidate Brandt’s Commorant? 
 

87) How will a rail oil spill response plan for all of Washington State ensure the protection of 
the State Candidate and Federal Species of Concern Yellow-billed Cuckoo? 

 
88) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 

Washington ensure the protection of the State Candidate Common Murre? 
 

89) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the protection 
of the State Threatened Ferruginous Hawk? 

 
90) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 

Washington ensure the protection of the State Candidate Tufted Puffin? 
 

91) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the protection 
of the State Candidate Flammulated Owl? 

 
92) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 

Washington ensure the protection of the State Candidate Western Grebe? 
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93) How will a rail oil spill response plan for all of Washington State ensure the protection of 
the State Candidate Western Grebe? 

 
94) How will a rail oil spill response plan for all of Washington State ensure the protection of 

the State Candidate Golden Eagle? 
 

95) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the protection 
of the State Threatened Columbian Sharp-tailed Grouse? 

 
96) How will a rail oil spill response plan for all of Washington State ensure the protection of 

the State Sensitive Common Loon? 
 

97) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 
Washington ensure the protection of the State Sensitive Common Loon? 

 
98) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the protection 

of the State Threatened and Federal Candidate Greater Sage Grouse? 
 

99) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the protection 
of the State Candidate Burrowing Owl? 
 

100) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Southwestern Washington ensure the 
protection of the Federally Threatened Streaked Horned Lark? 

 
101) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 

coast of Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Threatened Streaked 
Horned Lark? 

 
 
Specific Areas of Concern Mammals: 
 

102) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 
coast of Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Endangered Blue Whale? 

 
103) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 

coast of Washington ensure the protection of the State Endangered Northern Sea 
Otter? 

 
104) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Southwest Washington ensure the 

protection of the Federally Threatened Tenino Pocket Gopher? 
 

105) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Southwest Washington ensure the 
protection of the Federally Threatened Yelm Pocket Gopher? 
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106) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Southwest Washington ensure the 
protection of the State Threatened Mazama (western) Pocket Gopher? 

 
107) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Southwest Washington ensure the 

protection of the Federally Endangered Columbian White-tailed Deer? 
 

108) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 
coast of Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Endangered Sperm Whale? 

 
109) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 

coast of Washington ensure the protection of the State Threatened and Federal Species 
of Concern Stellar Sea Lion? 

 
110) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 

coast of Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Endangered Fin Whale? 
 

111) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the 
protection of the State Species of Concern White-tailed Jack Rabbit? 

 
112) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 

coast of Washington ensure the protection of the State Species of Concern Gray Whale? 
 

113) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the 
protection of the Federally Endangered Gray Wolf? 

 
114) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Southwest Washington ensure the 

protection of the State Threatened Western Gray Squirrel? 
 

115) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Southwest Washington ensure the 
protection of the State Candidate Gray-tailed Vole? 

 
116) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 

coast of Washington ensure the protection of the State Candidate Harbor Porpoise? 
 

117) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 
coast of Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Endangered Humpback 
Whale? 

 
118) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 

coast of Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Endangered Killer Whale? 
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Specific Areas of Concern Mollusk: 
 

119) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 
protection of the State Candidate California Floater? 

 
120) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 

protection of the State Candidate Dalle’s Sideband? 
 

121) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 
protection of the State Candidate Columbia Oregonian Mollusk? 

 
122) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 

protection of the State Candidate Columbia Pebblesnail? 
 

123) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 
coast of Washington ensure the protection of the State Candidate Northern Abalone? 

 
124) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 

protection of the State Candidate Giant Columbia River Limpet? 
 

125) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 
coast of Washington ensure the protection of the State Candidate Newcomb’s Littorine 
Snail? 

 
Specific Areas of Concern Reptiles and Amphibians: 
 

126) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Black River drainage in Grays Harbor 
ensure the protection of the State Endangered and Federal Candidate Oregon Spotted 
Frog? 

 
127) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 

coast of Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Endangered Loggerhead Sea 
Turtle? 

 
128) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the 

protection of the State Candidate Sagebrush Lizard? 
 

129) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the 
protection of the State Endangered Northern Leopard Frog? 

 
130) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 

protection of the State Candidate Cascade Torrent Salamander? 
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131) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the 
protection of the State Candidate Columbia Spotted Frog? 

 
132) How will a rail oil spill response plan for all of Washington State ensure the 

protection of the State Candidate Western Toad? 
 

133) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Southwestern Washington State ensure 
the protection of the State Candidate Dunn’s Salamander? 

 
134) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Southwestern Washington State ensure 

the protection of the State Candidate Van Dyke’s Salamander? 
 

135) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 
coast of Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Threatened Green Sea 
Turtle? 

 
136) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 

coast of Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Endangered Leatherback 
Sea Turtle? 

 
 
Specific Areas of Concern Insects: 
 

137) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 
protection of the State Candidate Columbia Clubtail? 

 
138) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 

protection of the State Candidate Columbia River Tiger Beetle? 
 

139) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 
protection of the Federally Endangered Taylor’s Checkerspot? 

 
140) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Thurston County and Eastern 

Washington State ensure the protection of the State Endangered and Federal Species of 
Concern Mardon Skipper? 

 
141) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 

protection of the State Candidate Juniper Haristreak? 
 

142) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Eastern Washington State ensure the 
protection of the State Candidate Silver-bordered bog fritillary? 

 
143) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 

protection of the State Candidate Chinquapin Hairstreak? 
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144) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Southwestern Washington State ensure 

the protection of the State Candidate Valley Silverspot? 
 

145) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor County Washington ensure 
the protection of the State Candidate Puget Blue? 

 
146) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor County Washington ensure 

the protection of the State Candidate and Federal Species of Concern Queen Charlotte’s 
Copper? 

 
147) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor County and Southwestern 

Washington State ensure the protection of the State Candidate Johnson’s Hairstreak? 
 

148) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 
protection of the State Candidate Pacific Clubtail? 

 
 
Specific Areas of Concern Other Species: 
 

149) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Eastern Washington State ensure the 
protection of the State Candidate Giant Palouse Earthworm? 

 
150) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Thurston County Washington ensure the 

protection of the Leschi’s Millipede? 
 
Specific Areas of Concern Global: 
 
The projects are expected to increases CO2 by more than 15,000 metric pounds a year.  Reports 
show that pH is decreasing to critical levels in the Pacific Ocean.  Increases in CO2 are directly 
linked to this problem.  Question; 
 

151) Oyster spat are dying by the millions in Willapa Bay due to lower pH and oyster 
growers are increasingly desperate to get oyster to grow.  How can there be justification 
to contribute to this problem by increasing CO2 with the proposed terminals?   

 
Specific Areas of Concern Air Pollution: 
 

152) How will the crude oil rail cars be vented to protect the air quality people and 
animals breath as the rail cars travel from North Dakota to Grays Harbor? 

 
153) How will the oil tanks at Westway and Imperium be vented to protect the air 

quality people and animals breath in the Port of Grays Harbor and surrounding 
communities? 
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154) How will the transfer of oil from the tanks to vessels be vented to protect the air 

quality people and animals breath in the Port of Grays Harbor and surrounding 
communities? 

 
Specific Areas of Concern Exploding DOT 111 Rail Cars: 
 

155) According to the National Transportation and Safety Board the Bakken North 
Dakota Crude Oil is more explosive and flammable than traditional crude oil – How will 
this be mitigated along the entire rail line from North Dakota to Grays Harbor to ensure 
the safety and well-being of all people living within 5 miles of the rail line? 

 
156) The DOT 111 rail cars are not safe to carry Bakken North Dakota Crude Oil – Who 

will pay to mitigate for the fire, police, and ambulance services required to protect 
against a failed transport of such a volatile cargo? 

 
157) The DOT 111 rail cars have a high incident of tank failure during derailments – 

How will this be corrected so as not to endanger the public’s safety? 
 
Specific Areas of Concern Economic Impacts to Communities: 
 

158) A 20-30% percent drop in home values could be expected for communities  
with crude oil trains passing through them.  Who will pay the home owners for the drop in 
home values associated with crude oil by rail? 
 

159) Who will pay for the 7,000 residents that could lose their livelihood if an oil spill 
should devastate the marine resources in Grays Harbor or along the Washington Coast? 

 
160) Who will pay for the homes along Grays Harbor and the Washington Coast that 

would be destroyed by an oil spill? 
 

161) Who will pay for the agricultural lands that would be destroyed by a rail car 
derailment leaking thousands of gallons of crude oil during a flood event along the 
Chehalis River? 

 
 
In closing, it is our determination that the risks out way the benefits of having an oil terminals in 
Grays Harbor please reject this project.  Is it worth 40 jobs to jeopardize the entire economy 
and environment of the Harbor?  We say NO! 
 
Ron and Kim Figlar-Barnes 
P.O. Box 1946, Elma WA 98541 
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Westway and Imperium EISs 
c/o ICF International 
710 Second Ave, Suite 550 
Seattle Washington 98104 
 
Director Sally Toteff 
Southwest Regional Office 
PO Box 47775 
Olympia, WA 98504-7775 
 
ICF International and Ms. Toteff, 
 
Scoping Comments on the Proposed Westway and Imperium EISs 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on these two projects.  In a previous response sent 
to Ms. Toteff and Brian Shay we expressed our disbelief that these type of projects would be 
proposed in an area which is susceptible to sea level rise, earthquake activity and is in a 
tsunami zone.  Despite the logic for rejection of these proposals due to these major factors we 
have listed additional concerns.  The following need to be discussed for all the proposed 
Imperium, Westway and new US Development terminals. 
 
First and foremost, the effect of a major oil spill in Grays Harbor would be catastrophic and the 
effects of an earthquake and and/or tsunami on oil facilities located at the Port of Grays Harbor 
would change Aberdeen, Hoquiam and surrounding communities forever.  A detailed scoping 
must include this worst case consequence of placing 30 million gallons of oil at the Imperium 
terminal which would increase ship traffic by 200 ships or barges per year and 33 million gallons 
of oil at the Westway terminal including 64 barge movements per year.  
 
The cumulative effects on the environment must be inclusive.  If three oil terminal where 
placed in Grays Harbor what would be the affects to cities all along the route from North 
Dakota to Grays Harbor?  What would be the impacts to Washington’s economy?   Specifically, 
the Environmental Impact Statements (EIS) for Westway and Imperium needs to be a 
comprehensive environmental and economic analysis reaching past the specific building of the 
facilities to the consequences for our coastal communities, Grays Harbor itself and the impact 
to the citizens and economy associated with the entire process including the implications of 
fracking.  
 
Specific Areas of Concern LAND: 
 

1) What type of mitigation and insurance measures are in place if an earthquake and 
tsunami impacts the oil facilities?  Who pays for the cleanup? The Tohoku Japan tsunami 
in 2011 caused fuel storage containers in Japan to fail. Failure of these containers 
resulted in major damage to Japanese cities where fuel leaked out of the containment 
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basins that surrounded the storage areas. Oil damage is difficult to clean up and often 
precludes rehabilitation of any contaminated structures. 

2) What types of storage tanks are being proposed and what is the rating for withstanding 
a tsunami event? 

3) What type of cable system will be used to ensure the storage tanks will remain secure 
during a tsunami event? 

 
The Westway and Imperium sites are located on soils derived from dredge materials that have a 
high liquefaction susceptibility factor.  Both locations are rated by the National Earthquake 
Hazards Reduction Program as a seismic class D-E site.  However, both proposed bulk facility 
projects are located on past lagoon fills (see attached map).  Since the surrounding areas which 
weren’t lagoon fills are Classified D-E1 does this indicate the site class for the specific project 
area needs to re-classified to a more susceptible level like F?   
 
Our questions are; 
 

4) Why is there a difference of 75 feet regarding piles driven into the ground from the 
proponents? 

5) What are the piles being driven into?  What are the well logs and the detailed geologic 
assessments that have been conducted? 

6) What is the depth to bed rock? 
7) The project is located in a potentially earthquake and liquefaction hazard zone; how are 

you going to mitigate if an accident occurs?  What type of insurance and coverage do 
the proponents have? 
 

Attached is a map showing various earthquake faults, earthquakes and liquefaction potential 
near Grays Harbor.  Has this type of analysis been conducted in the environmental assessment 
for the terminals? 
 

8) Has there been an assessment regarding the structural damage that would happen 
during a smaller 5 to 7 magnitude event to the proposed facility? 

9) How can you explain the practicability of increasing the oil capacity of these facilities 
knowing the dangers associated with their location? 

Specific Areas of Concern WATER: 
 

1 D-E sites: 
• Structures must be designed to resist seismic forces.  
• Only structural systems that are capable of providing superior performance permitted. 
• Many types of irregularities are prohibited. 
• Nonstructural components that could cause injury must be provided with seismic restraint. 
• Nonstructural systems required for life safety protection must be demonstrated to be capable of post-

earthquake functionality. 
• Special construction quality assurance measures are required. 
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According proponent documents pre-booming of all oil transfers over water is required to be 
safe and effective.  Since the Chehalis River typically has a strong current and debris present 
how is that possible?  According to the proponents documents if pre-booming cannot be safely 
conducted, alternative measures are required. 
 

10) What exactly are the alternative measures?  We want to see an investigative review of 
exactly what steps will be taken to protect against spilling oil in water in adverse 
conditions? 

 
The Grays Harbor planning standard in WAC 173-182-405 specifies time and equipment 
requirements, including boom that is capable of encountering oil at advancing speeds of at 
least two knots in waves and appropriate for the operating environment.  According to the 
Imperium SEPA “this standard shall be required in the facility’s Spill Contingency Plan.” 
 

11) Since the annual average wind speed in Hoquiam averages 9.3 miles per hour (according 
to the Western Regional Climate Center), how are going to control an oil spill in fast 
currents and with high winds (averaging above 2 knots or 2.3 mph)? 

 
“Additional mitigation measure:  In order to mitigate the risk of a spill impacting waters near 
identified sensitive areas such as the Chehalis River and associated wetlands.  A map identifying 
the locations and equipment of the caches shall be provided to Ecology for approval.” 
 

12) How can there be specific locations along the entire route that crosses over hundreds 
of streams and wetlands associated with the Chehalis River?  We believe this is not 
possible.  Seriously, what mitigation measures can stop an oil spill from damaging 
wetlands and the Chehalis River?  Just look at the mess the recent Tar Sands oil 
pipeline rupture (March 26, 2013) has caused to the community in Mayflower 
Arkansas! 

 
“Oil Spill Prevention for the Vessel Route to Reduce Risk of a Spill” you state “All crude oil 
tankers and oil barges shall be covered by the oil spill contingency plan held by Washington 
State Maritime Cooperative and approved by Ecology.” 
 

13) Where is the plan and why was it not in the Imperium SEPA document? 
 
“Pilots shall schedule the departure of loaded vessels to coincide with the high tide to prevent 
the potential for grounding.” 
 

14) Which “high tides”? 
15) What would the minimum high tide height be required for the departure of such large 

vessels to prevent grounding? 
16) How will strong winds, currents and storms in Grays Harbor and along the Washington 

Coast effect departures? 
17) How many times a month do such tides occur? 
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There will be increases in ship traffic proposed by Imperium and Westway. 
 

18) What would the economic impacts be to commercial fishers, charters, oyster harvesters 
and sports boats wanting to access these areas? 

19) Where is the full Environmental Impact Statement including a cost benefit analysis to 
determine the economic pros and cons associated with the ship and barge traffic in this 
proposal for Grays Harbor? 

20) What is the effect of increased water traffic on marine mammals and aquatic life? 
21) What is the acoustic pollution derived from the cumulative underwater noise of vessel 

traffic on mammals and aquatic life and the impact to migrations of marine mammals? 
 
In the Imperium SEPA under “ Oil Spill Prevention for the Vessel Route to Reduce Risk of a Spill” 
it states,   “In the case of a vessel casualty offshore (like a loss of propulsion or sinking), 
response tugs at Neah Bay and Columbia River could provide assistance, however, response 
times will depend on tug availability and weather conditions.”  Are you serious?  This is not an 
acceptable action plan.  This is an environmental disaster waiting to happen.  There are times 
when the bar is closed for more than a week! 
 

22) Why is a response team of tugs not being stationed out of Grays Harbor?  Should this 
not be a mandatory requirement of all involved to fund a response team of tugs station 
out of Grays Harbor? 

 
23) What mitigation measures will be in place to protect migrating marine mammals?  What 

federal agencies will be contacted to determine any type of marine impacts? 
 
Specific Areas of Concern RAIL: 
 
The Puget Sound and Pacific (PSAP) Railroad has a contract with a spill response contractor to 
respond to any derailment or spill along the route from Centralia to Grays Harbor.  Evidently, a 
spill response plan has been submitted to the Federal Railroad Agency. 
 

24) What are the exact details of the spill response plan that has been submitted to the 
Federal Railroad Agency? 

25) Why is this document not part of the EIS process so it can be reviewed by all concerned 
parties?  

26) As part of the permit, all pertinent spill response documents for the PSAP railroad need 
to be disclosed to the public and local response agencies. Will this occur, and if not, 
why? 
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There needs to be an analysis of the impact of increased railroad traffic from North Dakota to 
Grays Harbor!  If there is a threefold increase in train traffic as proposed documents state there 
will not be a significantly impacted traffic patterns. 
 

27) What data do you have to support this statement? 
28) Has there been an analysis of traffic impacts from the proposed project? 
29) How does it affect all communities along the rail lines?  

 
According to documents from Westway “a Rail Transportation Impact Analysis” is to be 
completed prior to receiving the project Certificate of Occupancy for operation.   
 

30)  When will a rail transportation impact analysis be completed for all of the cities before 
the construction of the terminals?  When can we expect this analysis?  

 
According to the manufactures of the crude by rail tank cars they cannot make the cars safe 
because to do so would make the cars too heavy to transport oil.  According to Mr. Williams of 
Genese/Wyoming the four recent derailments along their line from Centralia to the Port of 
Grays Harbor happened due to rain. 
 

31) How then can the Balkin crude be safety transported since the U.S Department of 
Transportation has stated the 110 and 111 tank cars are unsafe and the rail lines are 
susceptible to derailment due to rainfall?  

 
Specific Areas of Concern Fresh and Salt Water Fish: 
 

32) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 
Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Endangered Bucaccio Rockfish? 

 
33) How will an oil spill response plan for the coast of Washington ensure the protection of 

the Federally Endangered Snake River Sockeye Salmon? 
 

34) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the protection of the 
Federally Endangered Snake River Sockeye Salmon? 

 
35) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 

Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Threatened Bull Trout? 
 

36) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor drainages ensure the protection 
of the Federally Threatened Bull Trout? 

 
37) How will an oil spill response plan for the coast of Washington ensure the protection of 

the Federally Threatened Canary Rockfish? 
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38) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 
Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Threatened Columbia River Chinook 
Salmon? 

 
39) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the protection of the 

Federally Threatened Columbia River Chinook Salmon? 
40) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 

Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Threatened Columbia River Chum 
Salmon? 

 
41) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the protection of the 

Federally Threatened Columbia River Chum Salmon? 
 

42) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 
Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Threatened Columbia River Coho 
Salmon? 

 
43) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the protection of the 

Federally Threatened Columbia River Coho Salmon? 
 

44) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 
Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Threatened Columbia River 
Steelhead Trout? 

 
45) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 

Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Threatened Green Sturgeon? 
 

46) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the protection of the 
Federally Threatened Green Sturgeon? 

 
47) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the protection of the 

Federally Threatened Columbia River Steelhead Trout? 
 

48) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 
the protection of the Federally Threatened Eulachon? 

 
49) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the protection of the 

Federally Threatened Eulachon? 
 

50) How will an oil spill response plan for the coast of Washington ensure the protection of 
the Federally Threatened Hood Canal Summer Chum Salmon? 

 
51) How will an oil spill response plan for the coast of Washington ensure the protection of 

the Federally Threatened Ozette Lake Sockeye Salmon? 
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52) How will an oil spill response plan for the coast of Washington ensure the protection of 

the Federally Threatened Puget Sound Chinook Salmon? 
 

53) How will an oil spill response plan for the coast of Washington ensure the protection of 
the Federally Threatened Puget Sound Steelhead Trout? 

 
54) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 

the protection of the Federally Threatened Yelloweye Rockfish? 
 

55) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 
the protection of the Federal Species of Concern Copper Rockfish? 

 
56) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 

the protection of the State Candidate Greenstriped Rockfish? 
 

57) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Grays Harbor drainages ensure the 
protection of the State Sensitive Olympic Mudminnow? 

 
58) How will an oil spill response plan for the coast of Washington ensure the protection of 

the State Candidate and Federal Species of Concern Pacific Hake? 
 

59) How will an oil spill response plan for the coast of Washington ensure the protection of 
the State Candidate and Federal Species of Concern Quillback Rockfish? 

 
60) How will an oil spill response plan for the coast of Washington ensure the protection of 

the State Candidate and Federal Species of Concern Pacific Herring? 
 

61) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 
the protection of the State Candidate and Federal Species of Concern Quillback 
Rockfish? 

 
62) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 

the protection of the State Candidate Redstripe Rockfish? 
 

63) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 
the protection of the State Candidate and Federal Species of Concern River Lamprey? 

 
64) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Grays Harbor drainages ensure the 

protection of the State Candidate and Federal Species of Concern River Lamprey? 
 

65) How will an oil spill response plan for the coast of Washington ensure the protection of 
the State Candidate Tiger Rockfish? 
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66) How will an oil spill response plan for the coast of Washington ensure the protection of 
the State Candidate Widow Rockfish? 

 
67) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 

the protection of the Federal Species of Concern Pacific Lamprey? 
 

68) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Western and Eastern Washington ensure 
the protection of the Federal Species of Concern Pacific Lamprey? 

 
69) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the protection of the 

State Candidate Leopard Dace? 
 

70) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the protection of the 
State Candidate Umatilla Dace? 

 
71) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the protection of the 

State Candidate Mountain Sucker? 
 

72) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the protection of the 
State Sensitive and Federal Species of Concern Pygmy Whitefish? 

 
Specific Areas of Concern Bird Life: 
 

73) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 
the protection of the Federally Threatened Marbled Murrelet which spends most of its 
life within 5 miles of the Washington coast?  

 
74) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 

the forage fish for the Marbled Murrelet which includes the Pacific Herring, Anchovy, 
Pacific Sand Lance, Capelin and Krill will be protected from a spill? 

 
75) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the protection 

of the State Endangered American White Pelican? 
 

76) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 
the protection of the State Endangered and Federal Species of Concern Brown Pelican? 

 
77) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the protection 

of the State Endangered Sandhill Crane? 
 

78) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 
the protection of the Federally Threatened Snowy Plover? 
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79) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 
Washington ensure the protection of the State Sensitive and Federal Species of Concern 
Bald Eagle? 

 
80) How will a rail oil spill response plan for all of Washington State ensure the protection of 

the State Sensitive and Federal Species of Concern Bald Eagle? 
 

81) How will a rail oil spill response plan for all of Washington State ensure the protection of 
the State Candidate and Federal Species of Concern Northern Goshawk? 

 
82) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Western Washington State ensure the 

protection of the State Candidate Pileated Woodpecker? 
 

83) How will a rail oil spill response plan for South Western Washington State ensure the 
protection of the State Candidate Purple Martin? 

 
84) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 

Washington ensure the protection of the State Candidate Cassin’s Auklet? 
 

85) How will a rail oil spill response plan for all of Washington State ensure the protection of 
the State Sensitive and Federal Species of Concern Peregrine Falcon? 

 
86) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 

Washington ensure the protection of the State Candidate Brandt’s Commorant? 
 

87) How will a rail oil spill response plan for all of Washington State ensure the protection of 
the State Candidate and Federal Species of Concern Yellow-billed Cuckoo? 

 
88) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 

Washington ensure the protection of the State Candidate Common Murre? 
 

89) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the protection 
of the State Threatened Ferruginous Hawk? 

 
90) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 

Washington ensure the protection of the State Candidate Tufted Puffin? 
 

91) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the protection 
of the State Candidate Flammulated Owl? 

 
92) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 

Washington ensure the protection of the State Candidate Western Grebe? 
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93) How will a rail oil spill response plan for all of Washington State ensure the protection of 
the State Candidate Western Grebe? 

 
94) How will a rail oil spill response plan for all of Washington State ensure the protection of 

the State Candidate Golden Eagle? 
 

95) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the protection 
of the State Threatened Columbian Sharp-tailed Grouse? 

 
96) How will a rail oil spill response plan for all of Washington State ensure the protection of 

the State Sensitive Common Loon? 
 

97) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 
Washington ensure the protection of the State Sensitive Common Loon? 

 
98) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the protection 

of the State Threatened and Federal Candidate Greater Sage Grouse? 
 

99) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the protection 
of the State Candidate Burrowing Owl? 
 

100) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Southwestern Washington ensure the 
protection of the Federally Threatened Streaked Horned Lark? 

 
101) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 

coast of Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Threatened Streaked 
Horned Lark? 

 
 
Specific Areas of Concern Mammals: 
 

102) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 
coast of Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Endangered Blue Whale? 

 
103) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 

coast of Washington ensure the protection of the State Endangered Northern Sea 
Otter? 

 
104) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Southwest Washington ensure the 

protection of the Federally Threatened Tenino Pocket Gopher? 
 

105) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Southwest Washington ensure the 
protection of the Federally Threatened Yelm Pocket Gopher? 
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106) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Southwest Washington ensure the 
protection of the State Threatened Mazama (western) Pocket Gopher? 

 
107) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Southwest Washington ensure the 

protection of the Federally Endangered Columbian White-tailed Deer? 
 

108) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 
coast of Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Endangered Sperm Whale? 

 
109) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 

coast of Washington ensure the protection of the State Threatened and Federal Species 
of Concern Stellar Sea Lion? 

 
110) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 

coast of Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Endangered Fin Whale? 
 

111) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the 
protection of the State Species of Concern White-tailed Jack Rabbit? 

 
112) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 

coast of Washington ensure the protection of the State Species of Concern Gray Whale? 
 

113) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the 
protection of the Federally Endangered Gray Wolf? 

 
114) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Southwest Washington ensure the 

protection of the State Threatened Western Gray Squirrel? 
 

115) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Southwest Washington ensure the 
protection of the State Candidate Gray-tailed Vole? 

 
116) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 

coast of Washington ensure the protection of the State Candidate Harbor Porpoise? 
 

117) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 
coast of Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Endangered Humpback 
Whale? 

 
118) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 

coast of Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Endangered Killer Whale? 
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Specific Areas of Concern Mollusk: 
 

119) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 
protection of the State Candidate California Floater? 

 
120) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 

protection of the State Candidate Dalle’s Sideband? 
 

121) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 
protection of the State Candidate Columbia Oregonian Mollusk? 

 
122) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 

protection of the State Candidate Columbia Pebblesnail? 
 

123) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 
coast of Washington ensure the protection of the State Candidate Northern Abalone? 

 
124) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 

protection of the State Candidate Giant Columbia River Limpet? 
 

125) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 
coast of Washington ensure the protection of the State Candidate Newcomb’s Littorine 
Snail? 

 
Specific Areas of Concern Reptiles and Amphibians: 
 

126) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Black River drainage in Grays Harbor 
ensure the protection of the State Endangered and Federal Candidate Oregon Spotted 
Frog? 

 
127) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 

coast of Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Endangered Loggerhead Sea 
Turtle? 

 
128) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the 

protection of the State Candidate Sagebrush Lizard? 
 

129) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the 
protection of the State Endangered Northern Leopard Frog? 

 
130) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 

protection of the State Candidate Cascade Torrent Salamander? 
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131) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the 
protection of the State Candidate Columbia Spotted Frog? 

 
132) How will a rail oil spill response plan for all of Washington State ensure the 

protection of the State Candidate Western Toad? 
 

133) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Southwestern Washington State ensure 
the protection of the State Candidate Dunn’s Salamander? 

 
134) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Southwestern Washington State ensure 

the protection of the State Candidate Van Dyke’s Salamander? 
 

135) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 
coast of Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Threatened Green Sea 
Turtle? 

 
136) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 

coast of Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Endangered Leatherback 
Sea Turtle? 

 
 
Specific Areas of Concern Insects: 
 

137) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 
protection of the State Candidate Columbia Clubtail? 

 
138) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 

protection of the State Candidate Columbia River Tiger Beetle? 
 

139) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 
protection of the Federally Endangered Taylor’s Checkerspot? 

 
140) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Thurston County and Eastern 

Washington State ensure the protection of the State Endangered and Federal Species of 
Concern Mardon Skipper? 

 
141) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 

protection of the State Candidate Juniper Haristreak? 
 

142) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Eastern Washington State ensure the 
protection of the State Candidate Silver-bordered bog fritillary? 

 
143) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 

protection of the State Candidate Chinquapin Hairstreak? 
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144) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Southwestern Washington State ensure 

the protection of the State Candidate Valley Silverspot? 
 

145) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor County Washington ensure 
the protection of the State Candidate Puget Blue? 

 
146) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor County Washington ensure 

the protection of the State Candidate and Federal Species of Concern Queen Charlotte’s 
Copper? 

 
147) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor County and Southwestern 

Washington State ensure the protection of the State Candidate Johnson’s Hairstreak? 
 

148) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 
protection of the State Candidate Pacific Clubtail? 

 
 
Specific Areas of Concern Other Species: 
 

149) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Eastern Washington State ensure the 
protection of the State Candidate Giant Palouse Earthworm? 

 
150) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Thurston County Washington ensure the 

protection of the Leschi’s Millipede? 
 
Specific Areas of Concern Global: 
 
The projects are expected to increases CO2 by more than 15,000 metric pounds a year.  Reports 
show that pH is decreasing to critical levels in the Pacific Ocean.  Increases in CO2 are directly 
linked to this problem.  Question; 
 

151) Oyster spat are dying by the millions in Willapa Bay due to lower pH and oyster 
growers are increasingly desperate to get oyster to grow.  How can there be justification 
to contribute to this problem by increasing CO2 with the proposed terminals?   

 
Specific Areas of Concern Air Pollution: 
 

152) How will the crude oil rail cars be vented to protect the air quality people and 
animals breath as the rail cars travel from North Dakota to Grays Harbor? 

 
153) How will the oil tanks at Westway and Imperium be vented to protect the air 

quality people and animals breath in the Port of Grays Harbor and surrounding 
communities? 
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154) How will the transfer of oil from the tanks to vessels be vented to protect the air 

quality people and animals breath in the Port of Grays Harbor and surrounding 
communities? 

 
Specific Areas of Concern Exploding DOT 111 Rail Cars: 
 

155) According to the National Transportation and Safety Board the Bakken North 
Dakota Crude Oil is more explosive and flammable than traditional crude oil – How will 
this be mitigated along the entire rail line from North Dakota to Grays Harbor to ensure 
the safety and well-being of all people living within 5 miles of the rail line? 

 
156) The DOT 111 rail cars are not safe to carry Bakken North Dakota Crude Oil – Who 

will pay to mitigate for the fire, police, and ambulance services required to protect 
against a failed transport of such a volatile cargo? 

 
157) The DOT 111 rail cars have a high incident of tank failure during derailments – 

How will this be corrected so as not to endanger the public’s safety? 
 
Specific Areas of Concern Economic Impacts to Communities: 
 

158) A 20-30% percent drop in home values could be expected for communities  
with crude oil trains passing through them.  Who will pay the home owners for the drop in 
home values associated with crude oil by rail? 
 

159) Who will pay for the 7,000 residents that could lose their livelihood if an oil spill 
should devastate the marine resources in Grays Harbor or along the Washington Coast? 

 
160) Who will pay for the homes along Grays Harbor and the Washington Coast that 

would be destroyed by an oil spill? 
 

161) Who will pay for the agricultural lands that would be destroyed by a rail car 
derailment leaking thousands of gallons of crude oil during a flood event along the 
Chehalis River? 

 
 
In closing, it is our determination that the risks out way the benefits of having an oil terminals in 
Grays Harbor please reject this project.  Is it worth 40 jobs to jeopardize the entire economy 
and environment of the Harbor?  We say NO! 
 
Ron and Kim Figlar-Barnes 
P.O. Box 1946, Elma WA 98541 
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Submission Text
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on these two projects. In a previous response sent to Ms. Toteff and Brian
 Shay I expressed disbelief that these type of projects would be proposed in an area which is susceptible to sea level rise,
 earthquake activity and is in a tsunami zone. Despite the logic for rejection of these proposals due to these major factors
 I have attached additional concerns. The following need to be discussed for all the proposed Imperium, Westway and
 new US Development terminals. First and foremost, the effect of a major oil spill in Grays Harbor would be
 catastrophic and the effects of an earthquake and and/or tsunami on oil facilities located at the Port of Grays Harbor
 would change Aberdeen, Hoquiam and surrounding communities forever. A detailed EIS must include this worst case
 consequence of placing 30 million gallons of oil at the Imperium terminal which would increase ship traffic by 200
 ships or barges per year and 33 million gallons of oil at the Westway terminal including 64 barge movements per year.
 The cumulative effects on the environment must be inclusive. If three oil terminal where placed in Grays Harbor what
 would be the affects to cities all along the route from North Dakota to Grays Harbor? What would be the impacts to
 Washington’s economy? Specifically, the Environmental Impact Statements (EIS) for Westway and Imperium needs to
 be a comprehensive environmental and economic analysis reaching past the specific building of the facilities to the
 consequences for our coastal communities, Grays Harbor itself and the impact to the citizens and economy associated
 with the entire process including the implications of fracking. In closing, the risks out way the benefits of having oil
 terminals in Grays Harbor please reject this project. Is it worth 40 jobs to jeopardize the entire economy and
 environment of the Harbor? I say NO!
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Specific Areas of Concern LAND: 
 

1) What type of mitigation and insurance measures are in place if an earthquake and 
tsunami impacts the oil facilities?  Who pays for the cleanup? The Tohoku Japan tsunami 
in 2011 caused fuel storage containers in Japan to fail. Failure of these containers 
resulted in major damage to Japanese cities where fuel leaked out of the containment 
basins that surrounded the storage areas. Oil damage is difficult to clean up and often 
precludes rehabilitation of any contaminated structures. 

2) What types of storage tanks are being proposed and what is the rating for withstanding 
a tsunami event? 

3) What type of cable system will be used to ensure the storage tanks will remain secure 
during a tsunami event? 

 
The Westway and Imperium sites are located on soils derived from dredge materials that have a 
high liquefaction susceptibility factor.  Both locations are rated by the National Earthquake 
Hazards Reduction Program as a seismic class D-E site.  However, both proposed bulk facility 
projects are located on past lagoon fills (see attached map).  Since the surrounding areas which 
weren’t lagoon fills are Classified D-E1 does this indicate the site class for the specific project 
area needs to re-classified to a more susceptible level like F?   
 
Our questions are; 
 

4) Why is there a difference of 75 feet regarding piles driven into the ground from the 
proponents? 

5) What are the piles being driven into?  What are the well logs and the detailed geologic 
assessments that have been conducted? 

6) What is the depth to bed rock? 
7) The project is located in a potentially earthquake and liquefaction hazard zone; how are 

you going to mitigate if an accident occurs?  What type of insurance and coverage do 
the proponents have? 
 

Attached is a map showing various earthquake faults, earthquakes and liquefaction potential 
near Grays Harbor.  Has this type of analysis been conducted in the environmental assessment 
for the terminals? 
 

1 D-E sites: 
• Structures must be designed to resist seismic forces.  
• Only structural systems that are capable of providing superior performance permitted. 
• Many types of irregularities are prohibited. 
• Nonstructural components that could cause injury must be provided with seismic restraint. 
• Nonstructural systems required for life safety protection must be demonstrated to be capable of post-

earthquake functionality. 
• Special construction quality assurance measures are required. 
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8) Has there been an assessment regarding the structural damage that would happen 
during a smaller 5 to 7 magnitude event to the proposed facility? 

9) How can you explain the practicability of increasing the oil capacity of these facilities 
knowing the dangers associated with their location? 

Specific Areas of Concern WATER: 
 
According proponent documents pre-booming of all oil transfers over water is required to be 
safe and effective.  Since the Chehalis River typically has a strong current and debris present 
how is that possible?  According to the proponents documents if pre-booming cannot be safely 
conducted, alternative measures are required. 
 

10) What exactly are the alternative measures?  We want to see an investigative review of 
exactly what steps will be taken to protect against spilling oil in water in adverse 
conditions? 

 
The Grays Harbor planning standard in WAC 173-182-405 specifies time and equipment 
requirements, including boom that is capable of encountering oil at advancing speeds of at 
least two knots in waves and appropriate for the operating environment.  According to the 
Imperium SEPA “this standard shall be required in the facility’s Spill Contingency Plan.” 
 

11) Since the annual average wind speed in Hoquiam averages 9.3 miles per hour (according 
to the Western Regional Climate Center), how are going to control an oil spill in fast 
currents and with high winds (averaging above 2 knots or 2.3 mph)? 

 
“Additional mitigation measure:  In order to mitigate the risk of a spill impacting waters near 
identified sensitive areas such as the Chehalis River and associated wetlands.  A map identifying 
the locations and equipment of the caches shall be provided to Ecology for approval.” 
 

12) How can there be specific locations along the entire route that crosses over hundreds 
of streams and wetlands associated with the Chehalis River?  We believe this is not 
possible.  Seriously, what mitigation measures can stop an oil spill from damaging 
wetlands and the Chehalis River?  Just look at the mess the recent Tar Sands oil 
pipeline rupture (March 26, 2013) has caused to the community in Mayflower 
Arkansas! 

 
“Oil Spill Prevention for the Vessel Route to Reduce Risk of a Spill” you state “All crude oil 
tankers and oil barges shall be covered by the oil spill contingency plan held by Washington 
State Maritime Cooperative and approved by Ecology.” 
 

13) Where is the plan and why was it not in the Imperium SEPA document? 
 
“Pilots shall schedule the departure of loaded vessels to coincide with the high tide to prevent 
the potential for grounding.” 
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14) Which “high tides”? 
15) What would the minimum high tide height be required for the departure of such large 

vessels to prevent grounding? 
16) How will strong winds, currents and storms in Grays Harbor and along the Washington 

Coast effect departures? 
17) How many times a month do such tides occur? 

 
There will be increases in ship traffic proposed by Imperium and Westway. 
 

18) What would the economic impacts be to commercial fishers, charters, oyster harvesters 
and sports boats wanting to access these areas? 

19) Where is the full Environmental Impact Statement including a cost benefit analysis to 
determine the economic pros and cons associated with the ship and barge traffic in this 
proposal for Grays Harbor? 

20) What is the effect of increased water traffic on marine mammals and aquatic life? 
21) What is the acoustic pollution derived from the cumulative underwater noise of vessel 

traffic on mammals and aquatic life and the impact to migrations of marine mammals? 
 
In the Imperium SEPA under “ Oil Spill Prevention for the Vessel Route to Reduce Risk of a Spill” 
it states,   “In the case of a vessel casualty offshore (like a loss of propulsion or sinking), 
response tugs at Neah Bay and Columbia River could provide assistance, however, response 
times will depend on tug availability and weather conditions.”  Are you serious?  This is not an 
acceptable action plan.  This is an environmental disaster waiting to happen.  There are times 
when the bar is closed for more than a week! 
 

22) Why is a response team of tugs not being stationed out of Grays Harbor?  Should this 
not be a mandatory requirement of all involved to fund a response team of tugs station 
out of Grays Harbor? 

 
23) What mitigation measures will be in place to protect migrating marine mammals?  What 

federal agencies will be contacted to determine any type of marine impacts? 
 
Specific Areas of Concern RAIL: 
 
The Puget Sound and Pacific (PSAP) Railroad has a contract with a spill response contractor to 
respond to any derailment or spill along the route from Centralia to Grays Harbor.  Evidently, a 
spill response plan has been submitted to the Federal Railroad Agency. 
 

24) What are the exact details of the spill response plan that has been submitted to the 
Federal Railroad Agency? 

25) Why is this document not part of the EIS process so it can be reviewed by all concerned 
parties?  
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26) As part of the permit, all pertinent spill response documents for the PSAP railroad need 
to be disclosed to the public and local response agencies. Will this occur, and if not, 
why? 

 
 
 
There needs to be an analysis of the impact of increased railroad traffic from North Dakota to 
Grays Harbor!  If there is a threefold increase in train traffic as proposed documents state there 
will not be a significantly impacted traffic patterns. 
 

27) What data do you have to support this statement? 
28) Has there been an analysis of traffic impacts from the proposed project? 
29) How does it affect all communities along the rail lines?  

 
According to documents from Westway “a Rail Transportation Impact Analysis” is to be 
completed prior to receiving the project Certificate of Occupancy for operation.   
 

30)  When will a rail transportation impact analysis be completed for all of the cities before 
the construction of the terminals?  When can we expect this analysis?  

 
According to the manufactures of the crude by rail tank cars they cannot make the cars safe 
because to do so would make the cars too heavy to transport oil.  According to Mr. Williams of 
Genese/Wyoming the four recent derailments along their line from Centralia to the Port of 
Grays Harbor happened due to rain. 
 

31) How then can the Balkin crude be safety transported since the U.S Department of 
Transportation has stated the 110 and 111 tank cars are unsafe and the rail lines are 
susceptible to derailment due to rainfall?  

 
Specific Areas of Concern Fresh and Salt Water Fish: 
 

32) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 
Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Endangered Bucaccio Rockfish? 

 
33) How will an oil spill response plan for the coast of Washington ensure the protection of 

the Federally Endangered Snake River Sockeye Salmon? 
 

34) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the protection of the 
Federally Endangered Snake River Sockeye Salmon? 

 
35) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 

Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Threatened Bull Trout? 
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36) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor drainages ensure the protection 
of the Federally Threatened Bull Trout? 

 
37) How will an oil spill response plan for the coast of Washington ensure the protection of 

the Federally Threatened Canary Rockfish? 
 

38) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 
Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Threatened Columbia River Chinook 
Salmon? 

 
39) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the protection of the 

Federally Threatened Columbia River Chinook Salmon? 
40) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 

Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Threatened Columbia River Chum 
Salmon? 

 
41) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the protection of the 

Federally Threatened Columbia River Chum Salmon? 
 

42) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 
Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Threatened Columbia River Coho 
Salmon? 

 
43) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the protection of the 

Federally Threatened Columbia River Coho Salmon? 
 

44) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 
Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Threatened Columbia River 
Steelhead Trout? 

 
45) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 

Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Threatened Green Sturgeon? 
 

46) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the protection of the 
Federally Threatened Green Sturgeon? 

 
47) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the protection of the 

Federally Threatened Columbia River Steelhead Trout? 
 

48) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 
the protection of the Federally Threatened Eulachon? 

 
49) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the protection of the 

Federally Threatened Eulachon? 
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50) How will an oil spill response plan for the coast of Washington ensure the protection of 

the Federally Threatened Hood Canal Summer Chum Salmon? 
 

51) How will an oil spill response plan for the coast of Washington ensure the protection of 
the Federally Threatened Ozette Lake Sockeye Salmon? 

 
52) How will an oil spill response plan for the coast of Washington ensure the protection of 

the Federally Threatened Puget Sound Chinook Salmon? 
 

53) How will an oil spill response plan for the coast of Washington ensure the protection of 
the Federally Threatened Puget Sound Steelhead Trout? 

 
54) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 

the protection of the Federally Threatened Yelloweye Rockfish? 
 

55) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 
the protection of the Federal Species of Concern Copper Rockfish? 

 
56) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 

the protection of the State Candidate Greenstriped Rockfish? 
 

57) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Grays Harbor drainages ensure the 
protection of the State Sensitive Olympic Mudminnow? 

 
58) How will an oil spill response plan for the coast of Washington ensure the protection of 

the State Candidate and Federal Species of Concern Pacific Hake? 
 

59) How will an oil spill response plan for the coast of Washington ensure the protection of 
the State Candidate and Federal Species of Concern Quillback Rockfish? 

 
60) How will an oil spill response plan for the coast of Washington ensure the protection of 

the State Candidate and Federal Species of Concern Pacific Herring? 
 

61) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 
the protection of the State Candidate and Federal Species of Concern Quillback 
Rockfish? 

 
62) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 

the protection of the State Candidate Redstripe Rockfish? 
 

63) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 
the protection of the State Candidate and Federal Species of Concern River Lamprey? 

 

506



64) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Grays Harbor drainages ensure the 
protection of the State Candidate and Federal Species of Concern River Lamprey? 

 
65) How will an oil spill response plan for the coast of Washington ensure the protection of 

the State Candidate Tiger Rockfish? 
 

66) How will an oil spill response plan for the coast of Washington ensure the protection of 
the State Candidate Widow Rockfish? 

 
67) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 

the protection of the Federal Species of Concern Pacific Lamprey? 
 

68) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Western and Eastern Washington ensure 
the protection of the Federal Species of Concern Pacific Lamprey? 

 
69) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the protection of the 

State Candidate Leopard Dace? 
 

70) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the protection of the 
State Candidate Umatilla Dace? 

 
71) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the protection of the 

State Candidate Mountain Sucker? 
 

72) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the protection of the 
State Sensitive and Federal Species of Concern Pygmy Whitefish? 

 
Specific Areas of Concern Bird Life: 
 

73) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 
the protection of the Federally Threatened Marbled Murrelet which spends most of its 
life within 5 miles of the Washington coast?  

 
74) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 

the forage fish for the Marbled Murrelet which includes the Pacific Herring, Anchovy, 
Pacific Sand Lance, Capelin and Krill will be protected from a spill? 

 
75) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the protection 

of the State Endangered American White Pelican? 
 

76) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 
the protection of the State Endangered and Federal Species of Concern Brown Pelican? 
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77) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the protection 
of the State Endangered Sandhill Crane? 

 
78) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 

the protection of the Federally Threatened Snowy Plover? 
 

79) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 
Washington ensure the protection of the State Sensitive and Federal Species of Concern 
Bald Eagle? 

 
80) How will a rail oil spill response plan for all of Washington State ensure the protection of 

the State Sensitive and Federal Species of Concern Bald Eagle? 
 

81) How will a rail oil spill response plan for all of Washington State ensure the protection of 
the State Candidate and Federal Species of Concern Northern Goshawk? 

 
82) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Western Washington State ensure the 

protection of the State Candidate Pileated Woodpecker? 
 

83) How will a rail oil spill response plan for South Western Washington State ensure the 
protection of the State Candidate Purple Martin? 

 
84) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 

Washington ensure the protection of the State Candidate Cassin’s Auklet? 
 

85) How will a rail oil spill response plan for all of Washington State ensure the protection of 
the State Sensitive and Federal Species of Concern Peregrine Falcon? 

 
86) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 

Washington ensure the protection of the State Candidate Brandt’s Commorant? 
 

87) How will a rail oil spill response plan for all of Washington State ensure the protection of 
the State Candidate and Federal Species of Concern Yellow-billed Cuckoo? 

 
88) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 

Washington ensure the protection of the State Candidate Common Murre? 
 

89) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the protection 
of the State Threatened Ferruginous Hawk? 

 
90) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 

Washington ensure the protection of the State Candidate Tufted Puffin? 
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91) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the protection 
of the State Candidate Flammulated Owl? 

 
92) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 

Washington ensure the protection of the State Candidate Western Grebe? 
 

93) How will a rail oil spill response plan for all of Washington State ensure the protection of 
the State Candidate Western Grebe? 

 
94) How will a rail oil spill response plan for all of Washington State ensure the protection of 

the State Candidate Golden Eagle? 
 

95) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the protection 
of the State Threatened Columbian Sharp-tailed Grouse? 

 
96) How will a rail oil spill response plan for all of Washington State ensure the protection of 

the State Sensitive Common Loon? 
 

97) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 
Washington ensure the protection of the State Sensitive Common Loon? 

 
98) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the protection 

of the State Threatened and Federal Candidate Greater Sage Grouse? 
 

99) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the protection 
of the State Candidate Burrowing Owl? 
 

100) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Southwestern Washington ensure the 
protection of the Federally Threatened Streaked Horned Lark? 

 
101) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 

coast of Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Threatened Streaked 
Horned Lark? 

 
 
Specific Areas of Concern Mammals: 
 

102) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 
coast of Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Endangered Blue Whale? 

 
103) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 

coast of Washington ensure the protection of the State Endangered Northern Sea 
Otter? 
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104) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Southwest Washington ensure the 
protection of the Federally Threatened Tenino Pocket Gopher? 

 
105) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Southwest Washington ensure the 

protection of the Federally Threatened Yelm Pocket Gopher? 
 

106) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Southwest Washington ensure the 
protection of the State Threatened Mazama (western) Pocket Gopher? 

 
107) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Southwest Washington ensure the 

protection of the Federally Endangered Columbian White-tailed Deer? 
 

108) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 
coast of Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Endangered Sperm Whale? 

 
109) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 

coast of Washington ensure the protection of the State Threatened and Federal Species 
of Concern Stellar Sea Lion? 

 
110) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 

coast of Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Endangered Fin Whale? 
 

111) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the 
protection of the State Species of Concern White-tailed Jack Rabbit? 

 
112) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 

coast of Washington ensure the protection of the State Species of Concern Gray Whale? 
 

113) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the 
protection of the Federally Endangered Gray Wolf? 

 
114) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Southwest Washington ensure the 

protection of the State Threatened Western Gray Squirrel? 
 

115) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Southwest Washington ensure the 
protection of the State Candidate Gray-tailed Vole? 

 
116) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 

coast of Washington ensure the protection of the State Candidate Harbor Porpoise? 
 

117) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 
coast of Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Endangered Humpback 
Whale? 
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118) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 
coast of Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Endangered Killer Whale? 

 
 
 
 
Specific Areas of Concern Mollusk: 
 

119) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 
protection of the State Candidate California Floater? 

 
120) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 

protection of the State Candidate Dalle’s Sideband? 
 

121) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 
protection of the State Candidate Columbia Oregonian Mollusk? 

 
122) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 

protection of the State Candidate Columbia Pebblesnail? 
 

123) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 
coast of Washington ensure the protection of the State Candidate Northern Abalone? 

 
124) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 

protection of the State Candidate Giant Columbia River Limpet? 
 

125) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 
coast of Washington ensure the protection of the State Candidate Newcomb’s Littorine 
Snail? 

 
Specific Areas of Concern Reptiles and Amphibians: 
 

126) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Black River drainage in Grays Harbor 
ensure the protection of the State Endangered and Federal Candidate Oregon Spotted 
Frog? 

 
127) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 

coast of Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Endangered Loggerhead Sea 
Turtle? 

 
128) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the 

protection of the State Candidate Sagebrush Lizard? 
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129) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the 
protection of the State Endangered Northern Leopard Frog? 

 
130) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 

protection of the State Candidate Cascade Torrent Salamander? 
 

131) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the 
protection of the State Candidate Columbia Spotted Frog? 

 
132) How will a rail oil spill response plan for all of Washington State ensure the 

protection of the State Candidate Western Toad? 
 

133) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Southwestern Washington State ensure 
the protection of the State Candidate Dunn’s Salamander? 

 
134) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Southwestern Washington State ensure 

the protection of the State Candidate Van Dyke’s Salamander? 
 

135) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 
coast of Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Threatened Green Sea 
Turtle? 

 
136) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 

coast of Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Endangered Leatherback 
Sea Turtle? 

 
 
Specific Areas of Concern Insects: 
 

137) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 
protection of the State Candidate Columbia Clubtail? 

 
138) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 

protection of the State Candidate Columbia River Tiger Beetle? 
 

139) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 
protection of the Federally Endangered Taylor’s Checkerspot? 

 
140) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Thurston County and Eastern 

Washington State ensure the protection of the State Endangered and Federal Species of 
Concern Mardon Skipper? 

 
141) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 

protection of the State Candidate Juniper Haristreak? 
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142) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Eastern Washington State ensure the 

protection of the State Candidate Silver-bordered bog fritillary? 
 

143) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 
protection of the State Candidate Chinquapin Hairstreak? 

 
144) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Southwestern Washington State ensure 

the protection of the State Candidate Valley Silverspot? 
 

145) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor County Washington ensure 
the protection of the State Candidate Puget Blue? 

 
146) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor County Washington ensure 

the protection of the State Candidate and Federal Species of Concern Queen Charlotte’s 
Copper? 

 
147) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor County and Southwestern 

Washington State ensure the protection of the State Candidate Johnson’s Hairstreak? 
 

148) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 
protection of the State Candidate Pacific Clubtail? 

 
 
Specific Areas of Concern Other Species: 
 

149) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Eastern Washington State ensure the 
protection of the State Candidate Giant Palouse Earthworm? 

 
150) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Thurston County Washington ensure the 

protection of the Leschi’s Millipede? 
 
Specific Areas of Concern Global: 
 
The projects are expected to increases CO2 by more than 15,000 metric pounds a year.  Reports 
show that pH is decreasing to critical levels in the Pacific Ocean.  Increases in CO2 are directly 
linked to this problem.  Question; 
 

151) Oyster spat are dying by the millions in Willapa Bay due to lower pH and oyster 
growers are increasingly desperate to get oyster to grow.  How can there be justification 
to contribute to this problem by increasing CO2 with the proposed terminals?   

 
Specific Areas of Concern Air Pollution: 
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152) How will the crude oil rail cars be vented to protect the air quality people and 
animals breath as the rail cars travel from North Dakota to Grays Harbor? 

 
153) How will the oil tanks at Westway and Imperium be vented to protect the air 

quality people and animals breath in the Port of Grays Harbor and surrounding 
communities? 
 

154) How will the transfer of oil from the tanks to vessels be vented to protect the air 
quality people and animals breath in the Port of Grays Harbor and surrounding 
communities? 

 
Specific Areas of Concern Exploding DOT 111 Rail Cars: 
 

155) According to the National Transportation and Safety Board the Bakken North 
Dakota Crude Oil is more explosive and flammable than traditional crude oil – How will 
this be mitigated along the entire rail line from North Dakota to Grays Harbor to ensure 
the safety and well-being of all people living within 5 miles of the rail line? 

 
156) The DOT 111 rail cars are not safe to carry Bakken North Dakota Crude Oil – Who 

will pay to mitigate for the fire, police, and ambulance services required to protect 
against a failed transport of such a volatile cargo? 

 
157) The DOT 111 rail cars have a high incident of tank failure during derailments – 

How will this be corrected so as not to endanger the public’s safety? 
 
Specific Areas of Concern Economic Impacts to Communities: 
 

158) A 20-30% percent drop in home values could be expected for communities  
with crude oil trains passing through them.  Who will pay the home owners for the drop in 
home values associated with crude oil by rail? 
 

159) Who will pay for the 7,000 residents that could lose their livelihood if an oil spill 
should devastate the marine resources in Grays Harbor or along the Washington Coast? 

 
160) Who will pay for the homes along Grays Harbor and the Washington Coast that 

would be destroyed by an oil spill? 
 

161) Who will pay for the agricultural lands that would be destroyed by a rail car 
derailment leaking thousands of gallons of crude oil during a flood event along the 
Chehalis River? 
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Submission Number: 000000275 

Received: 5/26/2014 12:12:37 AM
Commenter: Mary Riley
Organization: Citizens For A Clean Harbor
Address: 121 Karr Ave  Hoquiam, Washington 98550 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
PETROLEUM PRODUCTS STINK I? am concerned about the fumes and odor from Bakken crude oil that travels by
 train. The rail cars belch, and no matter how efficient the? operation is, some will ooze through the joints. How will you
 protect our communities from the stench? How will you protect the people from the noxious fumes? How will you keep
 the oil from poisoning the air our children will breathe?
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Submission Number: 000000276 

Received: 5/26/2014 1:01:11 AM
Commenter: Diana Gordon
Organization: 
Address: 642 I Street  Washougal, Washington 98671 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
One of the most important issues of our time is the changing climate. We can see one devastating storm after another,
 melting ice sheets, appalling wildfires, and other effects of climate change around us every day. I feel that your EIS
 should include the effects that the fossil fuel products shipped through these terminals will have on our climate. We
 know that they will add to our carbon overload and it is precisely at this time that we should NOT be building new
 infrastructure to promote the use of oil. This is the time to continue to move to renewables. New infrastructure will only
 encourage the extraction and use of fossil fuels. Further, the fuels to be shipped through these terminals are obtained by
 fracking, an extremely controversial and dangerous process. It wastes and pollutes tremendous amounts of water and
 creates unstable ground susceptible to earthquakes. Further, the sweet, light crude that it produces is highly explosive
 and, therefore, unsafe to ship in ANY existing rail cars. Please issue an very broad EIS that includes the impacts of
 greenhouse gas emissions from the fracking, transporting, both by rail and ship, refining and use of this oil on our
 climate. 
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Submission Number: 000000277 

Received: 5/26/2014 1:01:12 AM
Commenter: Diana Gordon
Organization: 
Address: 642 I Street  Washougal, Washington 98671 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
One of the most important issues of our time is the changing climate. We can see one devastating storm after another,
 melting ice sheets, appalling wildfires, and other effects of climate change around us every day. I feel that your EIS
 should include the effects that the fossil fuel products shipped through these terminals will have on our climate. We
 know that they will add to our carbon overload and it is precisely at this time that we should NOT be building new
 infrastructure to promote the use of oil. This is the time to continue to move to renewables. New infrastructure will only
 encourage the extraction and use of fossil fuels. Further, the fuels to be shipped through these terminals are obtained by
 fracking, an extremely controversial and dangerous process. It wastes and pollutes tremendous amounts of water and
 creates unstable ground susceptible to earthquakes. Further, the sweet, light crude that it produces is highly explosive
 and, therefore, unsafe to ship in ANY existing rail cars. Please issue an very broad EIS that includes the impacts of
 greenhouse gas emissions from the fracking, transporting, both by rail and ship, refining and use of this oil on our
 climate. 
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Submission Number: 000000278 

Received: 5/26/2014 10:30:57 AM
Commenter: Candace Milne
Organization: 
Address: PO Box 233  Humptulips, Washington 98552 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
These projects worry me. Please include: 1. The clean-up cost and time estimates for small to large spills (at rail/roads,
 at storage facilities, at docks, on the river, in the harbor, in the ocean). 2. Who would pay for such clean-ups. 3. What
 clean-up equipment and personnel would be immediately available in the event of spillage. Thank you, Candace Milne
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Submission Number: 000000279 

Received: 5/26/2014 12:26:54 PM
Commenter: James Thomas
Organization: 
Address: 10703 8th Ave. NW  Seattle, Washington 98177 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
The Imperium and Westway EISs should address explosive hazards of both oil transport involving oil from the Bakken
 shale formation as well as Alberta's tar sands. In addition, the EIS documents should consider the increased rail traffic
 and greenhouse gas emissions from all proposed oil terminal expansions and coal shipping terminals in Washington and
 Oregon. Finally, the draft EIS reports should estimate the potential environmental and economic impacts from rail
 accidents in the Grays Harbor watershed. Thank you for considering these scoping comments and please notify me
 when the draft EIS documents become available for public comment.
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Submission Number: 000000280 

Received: 5/26/2014 12:58:43 PM
Commenter: Karl Goeres
Organization: 
Address:   Oakville, Washington  UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Allowing oil terminals in Grays Harbor is the worst idea I have heard of. The potential negative impact to sport and
 commercial fishing industries far out weighs any monetary gain from the oil terminals. The sport fishery in and near
 Grays Harbor generates hundreds of jobs and millions of dollars which will be severely impacted by oil spills and
 tanker traffic. Further more the oil will be shipped to the terminals on a rail system that is and has been poorly
 maintained for decades. There is no reason to believe that this situation will not continue. There have been three
 derailments in the county in the past few weeks that I know of. The rail company is very secretive about repairs
 accidents and spill plans. The is no evidence to indicate that will change with addition of oil trains. The railroad has
 many surface crossings which are continually blocking access to vehicles and many of those crossing must be used for
 emergency and commercial access. More frequent trains will simply make the situation worse which will have a
 negative impact on the local economy and safety of the people who live here. Just the inconvenience of additional trains
 is not worth the minimal economic benefit of oil terminals. The potential negative ecological impact to the area is huge.
 The rail line runs along and across several rivers and streams and trough sensitive areas where a derailment and oil spill
 will be devastating. The rail line also runs under several unstable steep slopes which a proven to be prone to landslides.
 A landslide that pushes a train into the Chehalis river would be devastating and the probability of it happening is high.
 The rail line also runs through the center of several towns in the county. Explosions similar to recent events across the
 rest of the country could wipeout entire communities. Oil terminals and the resulting rail traffic IS A VERY BAD
 IDEA which has such severe potential negative impacts to the citizens of Grays Harbor and our ecology it's nearly
 incomprehensible that it's even be seriously considered. 
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Submission Number: 000000281 

Received: 5/26/2014 1:06:02 PM
Commenter: Cheri Goeres
Organization: 
Address: 184 Capitol Ridge Ln  Oakville, Washington 98568 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
I believe this poses a danger to the residents of Grays Harbor County and should NOT be allowed to go forward.
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Submission Number: 000000282 

Received: 5/26/2014 1:09:24 PM
Commenter: William Brake
Organization: 
Address: 3407 NW 116th Way  Vancouver, Washington 98685 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
The Puget Sound and Pacific Railroad was built in 1890 some 124 years ago and has had several owners throughout the
 years. It is a short haul line and not regulated as much as a Class One rail line like BNSF and UP. Three Rail
 derailments in a two week period in May 2014 is unacceptable to all on this short haul 100 + mile rail line. News
 Reports blame the derailments on "Rain Soaked Rail Ties". In 2011 a total of 80,000 rail cars moved freight on this rail
 line and the three proposed crude oil projects in the Grays Harbor Area near Hoquiam could move as many as 185,836
 additional rail cars annually. The rail traffic could be as much as 70 % Crude Oil and 30 % other products. Further
 investigation into rail accidents is needed on this short haul rail line. Thank You. 
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Submission Number: 000000283 

Received: 5/26/2014 3:10:54 PM
Commenter: James George
Organization: 
Address: 408 J St  Hoquiam, Washington 98550 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
1. Primary concern is that there is no fire equipment adequate to fight a light crude fire. It could easily spread to most of
 Hoquiam. It seems totally unfair that we would have to buy such equipment to reasonable protect ourselves while
 others profit. 2. Sour crude exists in some North Dakota wells. The oil companies tried to ship it via pipeline but the
 pipeline engineers stopped them. A RR car full of that is unlikely to be caught by the RR because shipping oil is not
 their primary business. Sour crude has hydrogen sulfide which eats iron (must be processed in stainless steel to be safe).
 If the oil companies try to trick the pipeline they will easily trick the RR. It is highly poisonous and highly explosive. It
 will eat its way through valves. 3. Canadian tar sands are heavy crude - very heavy. Much of it will form a slurry with
 water and sink or hang between surfacing and sinking. This happened with some of the BP oil in the Gulf. It will kill
 the oystering industry. 4. The facilities are near one of the largest annual gatherings of shore birds. 5. Additional trains
 will block access to the largest shopping area in the county. People wanting to shop block the right lane of the only
 bridge out of Aberdeen to the east. At times drivers in the left lane who want to shop block the left lane too. This then
 backs up into downtown Aberdeen, causing gridlock and total stoppage of all traffic in the downtown area. Slow, long
 trains of oil cars will cause this more ofter than it happens today. Police cannot get to the cars causing the problem
 because they cannot get over the bridge to east of the river where the offending cars are blocking the left lane. 6. The
 rails are not well maintained and promises from the railroad cannot be trusted. If they skimp on it now why should we
 believe they will live up to their responsibilities later? They blame a marsh for getting their ties wet. Is the marsh going
 away? Grain dumped doesn't hurt the marsh, river, or bay but oil would, even if it doesn't ignite. 7. Too many people
 are being put at too high of a risk without benefits other than to the stockholders of the oil and rain companies. 
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Submission Number: 000000284 

Received: 5/26/2014 3:14:12 PM
Commenter: Marisa Salzer
Organization: 
Address: 406 N. Main St.  Montesano, Washington 98563 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
As a citizen and councilwoman of Montesano, I am very concerned about the impact crude by rail would be to Grays
 Harbor County. With the support of my fellow councilmembers, I requested the city's mayor, Ken Estes, to sen a letter
 addressing our concerns. While the concerns are similar, these are a reflection of my own personal concerns. Rail
 Traffic - Increased one-way traffic of 3.25 trains per day (Imperium 2 per day, Westway 1.25 per day). The increased
 noise, train emissions, blockage of traffic, potential release of hazardous chemicals within and in close proximity to
 wetlands, rivers, and creeks will affect quality of life issues of a rural community. With the downtown core located
 within feet of the railroad tracks, Increased rail traffic may reduce tourist traffic when the main entrance to downtown is
 blocked by trains. Old Rail Bridges - Just outside my city, rail briddges over the Satsop and the Wynooche rivers
 (which flow to the ocean) and have been documented by local citizens of their apparent deteriorating condition, and
 create an environmental concern should a train derail and crude oil be spilled into those water ways. Rail Safety - Due
 to the geography close to the flood plain, annual rainfall and moisture content of the soil, the increased traffic and
 weight may not be supported by the current rail infrastructure. There have been three slow speed derailments within 16
 days, two blamed on water under the ties. Oil Spills - Not only are there multiple points of concern in which a train can
 derail and allow for crude oil to enter into the local waterways, the impact of such a spill would be catastrophic. Grays
 Harbor offers a rich environment, one that has been taken advantage of since it was developed for logging. Shellfish,
 fishing and wild game are just a few things that the Harbor depends on for its economy that would be impacted. Safety
 - One just has to look at the recent derailment near Walmart in Aberdeen that occurred a few days ago. This is the third
 derailment. It may argued that tankers may occasionally crash on the highway, but the fact is, that the highway's
 infrastructure, proximity to an extremely vulnerable ecosystem and environment, safety response/responders does not
 even compare to our local railroads. The Harbor's economy is struggling - The Port has done many smart things in the
 past few years. Bringing crude by rail to the Harbor is taking advantage of a struggling economy with the promise of a
 few jobs, without consideration for the damage and complete devastation it would bring the Harbor should a spill occur,
 one in which the Harbor may never recover from.
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Submission Number: 000000285 

Received: 5/26/2014 3:33:38 PM
Commenter: Beth Kaeding
Organization: 
Address:   , Montana  UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
The proposal to allow the Imperium and Westway terminals at Grays Harbor, Washington, to receive crude oil
 shipments via rail and then load the oil on tanker ships to transport the oil to refining facilities along the West Coast
 will have enormous and significant direct, indirect, connected, and cumulative impacts to Montanans by increasing rail
 traffic through our state. The EIS must consider these impacts. I have been presenting programs around the state of
 Montana for the past two years about the impacts to our communities from the increase in coal export train traffic
 because of the terminal proposals at Cherry Point and Longview in Washington and Port of Morrow in Oregon. The
 impacts to Montanans from the oil terminal proposals will be the same – however, together these proposals for oil and
 coal shipments will even more greatly impact citizens, communities, and the entire rail transportation system of the
 region. There are currently more than 50 trains traversing Montana on two main lines each day; this number is nearing
 capacity for the current rail system, and some upgrades are already in progress. However, projections of an additional
 22 trains each day as a result of Bakken oil shipments and between 26 to 35 additional trains each day in the next 5
 years as a result of coal export shipments will more than congest even an upgraded rail system. More train traffic would
 lead to more frequent and longer traffic delays for citizens at rail crossings. These delays would disrupt the business
 and commerce of cities and towns. These delays would mean a greater potential that emergency responders would be
 delayed in reaching residents when there is a medical emergency or a fire or the need for police. Increased train traffic
 would mean an increase in the amount of airborne pollutants – particulate matter – from diesel engines. Medical studies
 have shown a clear link between these airborne pollutants and disease. Increased train traffic would mean more noise.
 Increased train traffic would mean a higher potential for derailments, which are especially dangerous and life-
threatening when trains are carrying crude oil. Derailments may not be common, but they do happen, and with the
 increase in the number of trains, the potential for derailments will also increase. The risks to communities, citizens, and
 the environment of rail transport of crude oil as well as the related connected and cumulative consequences of the costs
 of preparedness, response, and clean-up of oil spills. Increased train traffic would cost taxpayers money. We all
 understand that if a rail company needs to upgrade its track or a crossing in order to facilitate current or increased train
 traffic, they will do so and they will pay for it, however, if a city or county wants to have a particular crossing in their
 community upgraded to deal with local impacts and the rail company doesn't want to do this, under existing law the
 railroads do not have to respond to the local government concerns. Nor do railroads have to pay for “Quiet Zones.” The
 only choice citizens have if they decide their community needs a Quiet Zone or any other infrastructure upgrades is to
 pay for these things themselves with public money – taxes. The impacts of increased oil (and coal export) train traffic
 are real and significant. Each and every citizen and community along the hundreds of miles of rail lines between the
 Pacific Northwest and the Bakken oil fields (and the Powder River Basin coal mines) would experience numerous and
 significant effects that are the result of this increase in train traffic. Consequently, it is absolutely appropriate that the
 scope of the environmental review for the Westway and Imperium terminals project be comprehensive and that it
 include the cumulative and connected impacts that increased train traffic would have on all citizens and communities
 along the entire length of the rail lines involved, particularly the impacts on Montana and Montanans. 
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Submission Number: 000000286 

Received: 5/26/2014 4:46:57 PM
Commenter: Teri Franklin
Organization: 
Address: PO Box 462  McCleary, Washington 98557 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000286-63793.doc Size = 29 KB
000000286-63794.doc Size = 29 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
Our comments for the whole household are attached
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My name is Teri Franklin, my mailing address is: PO Box 462, McCleary, WA 98557. 
My educational background is in watershed analysis, GIS mapping and analysis, wetland 
delineation and upland and stream bank restoration.  I have been a member of the 
Chehalis Basin Partnership on the water quality and steering committees since 2003. 
Since 1998 we have spent over $100,000,000.00 of taxpayer money cleaning up the 
Chehalis Basin for the sustainability of our fisheries and protection of our endangered 
species. I have spent countless hours volunteering, attending meetings, reading reports 
and working on various projects through out the basin. The people of these communities 
are still spending money, every month, to pay for the sewer treatment plants that were 
needed as part of the cleanup.  This project puts 60,000 natural resource jobs at risk for 
20-40 jobs at the Port. This is the most ridiculous proposal that has been brought up yet. 
This is in direct violation of the Chehalis Basin Partnership Plan, the Quinault Nations 
Treaty Rights and a slap in the face of all the people that have spent time trying to make 
Grays Harbor a tourist destination and a sustainable community. The Quinault Indian 
Nation holds usual and accustomed fishing rights for the entire Chehalis Basin. These 
Tribal water rights are unquantified but are described to be based on the amount of water 
sufficient to sustain fish runs for commercial, ceremonial, and subsistence purposes. So if 
you want to pursue this then you need to assess: 
 
* Cumulative impacts of the proposed projects in Grays Harbor and other similar oil and 
fossil fuel transport projects across the region. The evaluation should include the 
increased risks related to all these projects and the impacts they would have, 
cumulatively, on our region. An since the Chehalis Basin is the most studied basin in the 
state I expect that the impacts will be extensive, and should include all the restoration 
projects done to date.  
 
* Risks from crude oil. Building this infrastructure would allow Bakken crude oil and 
diluted bitumen from the Canadian tar sands to be shipped through Grays Harbor. The 
EIS should include an evaluation of the risks of oil spills and resources needed to prevent 
and respond to Bakken oil and tar sands spills. For example, Bakken crude oil has been 
shown to be more explosive, putting our communities and first responders at greater 
risks. Tar sands sink and make cleanup of any spills much more difficult and expensive.  
 
* Environmental impacts on rivers, streams, wetlands, fishing areas, shellfish beds, and 
migratory bird habitats. Threats to these resources should be evaluated along the entire 
crude oil transport route from the point of extraction to Grays Harbor, and to where the 
crude oil is shipped from Grays Harbor. Impacts from oil spills, air pollution emissions, 
rail accidents, and infrastructure updates must be evaluated for these resources.  
 
* Risks to public health in communities from Spokane to Grays Harbor from increased 
train traffic, the potential fatalities or injuries caused by derailments and explosions, air 
emissions from the diesel used in the trains, and the emissions from storage tanks and 
transfer of the oil to oil tankers. Evaluation should include a separate Health Impact 
Assessment, an objective evaluation of the potential health impacts of a project. 
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* Community impacts, particularly the impacts of more trains causing traffic backups that 
will impact accessibility between homes, businesses, emergency resources, and 
communities on both sides of the rail tracks from Spokane to Grays Harbor. This should 
include the economic impacts of a spill on Grays Harbor and the State, including impacts 
to the shellfish, fishing, and tourism industries. This should include a list of who is going 
to do and pay for all the cleanup when it does occur. 
 
* Climate impacts related to the greenhouse gas emissions from oil fracking, transporting 
crude oil by rail and marine vessel, and refining and burning crude oil. 
 
Please give all of these risks proper consideration when determining the impacts of this 
proposal.  If you do you will find the risks are not worth it and you will deny this project 
as you should. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration, 
 
Teri Franklin 
Blair Hansen 
Elsie Franklin 
Morgan Hansen 
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My name is Teri Franklin, my mailing address is: PO Box 462, McCleary, WA 98557. 
My educational background is in watershed analysis, GIS mapping and analysis, wetland 
delineation and upland and stream bank restoration.  I have been a member of the 
Chehalis Basin Partnership on the water quality and steering committees since 2003. 
Since 1998 we have spent over $100,000,000.00 of taxpayer money cleaning up the 
Chehalis Basin for the sustainability of our fisheries and protection of our endangered 
species. I have spent countless hours volunteering, attending meetings, reading reports 
and working on various projects through out the basin. The people of these communities 
are still spending money, every month, to pay for the sewer treatment plants that were 
needed as part of the cleanup.  This project puts 60,000 natural resource jobs at risk for 
20-40 jobs at the Port. This is the most ridiculous proposal that has been brought up yet. 
This is in direct violation of the Chehalis Basin Partnership Plan, the Quinault Nations 
Treaty Rights and a slap in the face of all the people that have spent time trying to make 
Grays Harbor a tourist destination and a sustainable community. The Quinault Indian 
Nation holds usual and accustomed fishing rights for the entire Chehalis Basin. These 
Tribal water rights are unquantified but are described to be based on the amount of water 
sufficient to sustain fish runs for commercial, ceremonial, and subsistence purposes. So if 
you want to pursue this then you need to assess: 
 
* Cumulative impacts of the proposed projects in Grays Harbor and other similar oil and 
fossil fuel transport projects across the region. The evaluation should include the 
increased risks related to all these projects and the impacts they would have, 
cumulatively, on our region. An since the Chehalis Basin is the most studied basin in the 
state I expect that the impacts will be extensive, and should include all the restoration 
projects done to date.  
 
* Risks from crude oil. Building this infrastructure would allow Bakken crude oil and 
diluted bitumen from the Canadian tar sands to be shipped through Grays Harbor. The 
EIS should include an evaluation of the risks of oil spills and resources needed to prevent 
and respond to Bakken oil and tar sands spills. For example, Bakken crude oil has been 
shown to be more explosive, putting our communities and first responders at greater 
risks. Tar sands sink and make cleanup of any spills much more difficult and expensive.  
 
* Environmental impacts on rivers, streams, wetlands, fishing areas, shellfish beds, and 
migratory bird habitats. Threats to these resources should be evaluated along the entire 
crude oil transport route from the point of extraction to Grays Harbor, and to where the 
crude oil is shipped from Grays Harbor. Impacts from oil spills, air pollution emissions, 
rail accidents, and infrastructure updates must be evaluated for these resources.  
 
* Risks to public health in communities from Spokane to Grays Harbor from increased 
train traffic, the potential fatalities or injuries caused by derailments and explosions, air 
emissions from the diesel used in the trains, and the emissions from storage tanks and 
transfer of the oil to oil tankers. Evaluation should include a separate Health Impact 
Assessment, an objective evaluation of the potential health impacts of a project. 
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* Community impacts, particularly the impacts of more trains causing traffic backups that 
will impact accessibility between homes, businesses, emergency resources, and 
communities on both sides of the rail tracks from Spokane to Grays Harbor. This should 
include the economic impacts of a spill on Grays Harbor and the State, including impacts 
to the shellfish, fishing, and tourism industries. This should include a list of who is going 
to do and pay for all the cleanup when it does occur. 
 
* Climate impacts related to the greenhouse gas emissions from oil fracking, transporting 
crude oil by rail and marine vessel, and refining and burning crude oil. 
 
Please give all of these risks proper consideration when determining the impacts of this 
proposal.  If you do you will find the risks are not worth it and you will deny this project 
as you should. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration, 
 
Teri Franklin 
Blair Hansen 
Elsie Franklin 
Morgan Hansen 
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The 2014 National Climate Assessment asserts that there is no element of the Northwest that isn't now 

and won't be even more catastrophically affected by climate change: the economy, infrastructure, 

natural systems, public health, and agricultural sectors all face serious risk.  The question then is why 

should we contribute to this degradation by facilitating the export of fossil fuels which when burned 

contributes to climate change?  The scoping analysis must look at this global issue and the only action 

is to deny the permits because there is no mitigation from the consequences of burning the fossil fuels 

trans-shipped through these facilities.  There is no doubt that burning these fuels will contribute to a 

reduced water supply, increased ocean acidification, rising sea levels with subsequent coastal erosion 

and dislocation costs, increased risk of wildfires, insect and disease outbreaks.  All of these are 

happening now to a lesser degree, but will be exacerbated by facilitating the export of more fossil fuels. 

 

In the event that the above scenario is rejected than the following issues need to be addressed. 

Issues specific to the construction of these sites must include mitigation for; pollution (air, water and 

sound), accumulative traffic, storm water runoff, vehicle safety, oil spill prevention, community safety, 

construction designs, and toxic chemical releases.  But these two projects cannot be looked at in 

isolation from the 5 or 6 other shipping terminals being proposed or already operating in the Pacific 

Northwest as their effects are cumulative for the environment and the health of the economy in the 

Pacific Northwest. 

Marine Organisms 

 Many marine animals are dependent on audible messages, for example: echolocation.  Will these be 

interfered with by the increasing number and size of the vessels transiting the estuary and the coastal 

waters? Will they be stressed beyond their ability to survive?  How can this effect be mitigated?  Also 

the vibrations of the vessels and their ability to interfere because of their steel hulls with 
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electroreception in many marine animals must be investigated and steps taken to reduce it..  

Furthermore, vessel traffic transiting the estuary will increase the turbidity of the water which is known 

to affect marine organisms’ ability to find food and shelter.  We already have stocks of Salmon that are 

endangered and they depend on the survival of marine organisms that seek sanctuary in the estuaries.  

These organisms are decreasing even now which means that a survey will need to be done to determine 

if even further decreases will be of such magnitude that salmon and other species are imperiled. 

Furthermore, the estuary is a rich nursery and refuge for marine organisms including shell fish.  Will 

the increase in vessel traffic negatively affect this treasure because of oil spills and just transiting the 

estuary? 

Emissions: 

Consideration must be given to the off loading from up to eight tank cars as this process is a source of 

spills and leaks and air pollution. An investigation into the size of the containment should consider the 

need to contain the contents of all 8 tank cars in the event of an accident or derailment.  The last 40 

years have provided a record of the DOT-111 tank cars that shows the vulnerability of these cars to 

easily puncture or rupture with explosions and death the result, as well as the contents being spilled.  

Also will the fourfold or more increase in the use of train tank cars result in more accidents.  And 

because the Bakken crude is 3 to 4 times more volatile than Louisiana crude, what extra safety 

considerations must be built into designs, including upgrading the electrical systems for this higher 

level of volatility to prevent explosions from accidental sparking.  Because of the VOC levels and 

explosiveness of the components The State of Missouri required a special permit for the transporting 

and handling of Bakken crude. 

The NFPA 70 Electrical hazardous classification designations of the classified areas Class1 Division 1, 

Class 1 Division 2 and non-classified areas for a plant handling Louisiana sweet crude may be much 
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different than that for a plant handling Bakken crude with the much higher levels of volatile material.  

A thorough review of the plant explosive hazard areas for electrical construction design and installation 

is imperative. 

  

Because of this extra volatility, will the vapor capture systems be of sufficient size to capture and store 

the emissions?  No system is perfect so what is the level of green house gasses that is acceptable to be 

released into the atmosphere from the transfer process and just from the tank cars themselves?  Seals, 

couplings and joints all leak to some degree.  Will this incidental leakage increase?  Furthermore, and 

more serious, is the need to consider that concentrations of highly volatile hydrocarbons in the storage 

tanks and in the railroad tank cars which will facilitate fires and or explosions as we have recently seen 

in North Dakota, Quebec and Virginia. What additional security measures will be needed because there 

will be 100's of tank cars staged around the terminals and how will they be protected from a terrorist 

attack.  One man with a sniper rifle can penetrate the tanks and the cars with an armor piercing 

incendiary round from a distance of over 2,000 yards. 

Earthquakes and Tsunamis 

The area for the terminals is subjected to earthquakes and tsunamis.  The earthquake scientists tell us 

that we are overdue for a large earthquake. Are the storage tanks and the containment structures flexible 

enough to withstand a magnitude 9.0 earthquake and are they strong enough to withstand the force of a 

50 to 100 foot wall of water striking them which is possible on the West Coast?  There are historical 

records of 100 foot tsunamis. We saw the devastation in Fukushima, Japan from a tsunami varying 

between 10 meters and 40 meters in height which easily over topped the 30 foot sea walls. Oil storage 

tanks were destroyed releasing their contents into the waters.  The question must be asked if any oil 

storage tanks should be situated within the reach of a tsunami because of safety concerns.  In some 

places in Japan the tsunami reached 6 miles inland. If they must be sited near the shore than mitigation 
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to reduce the oil spillage from all the tanks in their entirety into the waters must be considered.  Trying 

to recover the spilled hydrocarbons after a release is the least attractive alternative.  The emphasis 

should be on robust design so that spillage does not occur.  Another concern is the characteristics of the 

sediment on which the tanks will be built.  Are these soils subjected to liquefaction in a major 

earthquake and if so what can be done to prevent the tanks from rupturing as a result of this? 

 

Oil Spill Preparedness and Response 

With the increase in traffic are the response teams sufficiently staffed to handle these incidents and are 

the teams locally sourced so they can be quickly assembled and are the materials readily available and 

easily accessible? 

Are the vessel traffic control systems adequate for the tripling of vessel traffic in the estuary so that 

collisions and groundings can be avoided.  The same concern is relevant for the railroad traffic.  Are 

there pinch points that lead to long delays in moving the trains?  And are the train-auto intersections 

from Chehalis to Grays Harbor gated to reduce accidents and what can be done to mitigate the long 

wait times for emergency vehicles, if there are no overpasses.  A 10 to 15 minute delay is fatal for a 

heart attack victim. 

Storm Drainage 

With the increase in impermeable surfaces because of construction of retention structures, car 

offloading ramp and other infrastructure, will there be increases in the capacity of the storm runoff and 

treatment systems to accommodate the increased volume and mitigation to provide for replenishment 

of the ground water? 
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The 2014 National Climate Assessment asserts that there is no element of the Northwest that isn't now 

and won't be even more catastrophically affected by climate change: the economy, infrastructure, 

natural systems, public health, and agricultural sectors all face serious risk.  The question then is why 

should we contribute to this degradation by facilitating the export of fossil fuels which when burned 

contributes to climate change?  The scoping analysis must look at this global issue and the only action 

is to deny the permits because there is no mitigation from the consequences of burning the fossil fuels 

trans-shipped through these facilities.  There is no doubt that burning these fuels will contribute to a 

reduced water supply, increased ocean acidification, rising sea levels with subsequent coastal erosion 

and dislocation costs, increased risk of wildfires, insect and disease outbreaks.  All of these are 

happening now to a lesser degree, but will be exacerbated by facilitating the export of more fossil fuels. 

 

In the event that the above scenario is rejected than the following issues need to be addressed. 

Issues specific to the construction of these sites must include mitigation for; pollution (air, water and 

sound), accumulative traffic, storm water runoff, vehicle safety, oil spill prevention, community safety, 

construction designs, and toxic chemical releases.  But these two projects cannot be looked at in 

isolation from the 5 or 6 other shipping terminals being proposed or already operating in the Pacific 

Northwest as their effects are cumulative for the environment and the health of the economy in the 

Pacific Northwest. 

Marine Organisms 

 Many marine animals are dependent on audible messages, for example: echolocation.  Will these be 

interfered with by the increasing number and size of the vessels transiting the estuary and the coastal 

waters? Will they be stressed beyond their ability to survive?  How can this effect be mitigated?  Also 

the vibrations of the vessels and their ability to interfere because of their steel hulls with 
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electroreception in many marine animals must be investigated and steps taken to reduce it..  

Furthermore, vessel traffic transiting the estuary will increase the turbidity of the water which is known 

to affect marine organisms’ ability to find food and shelter.  We already have stocks of Salmon that are 

endangered and they depend on the survival of marine organisms that seek sanctuary in the estuaries.  

These organisms are decreasing even now which means that a survey will need to be done to determine 

if even further decreases will be of such magnitude that salmon and other species are imperiled. 

Furthermore, the estuary is a rich nursery and refuge for marine organisms including shell fish.  Will 

the increase in vessel traffic negatively affect this treasure because of oil spills and just transiting the 

estuary? 

Emissions: 

Consideration must be given to the off loading from up to eight tank cars as this process is a source of 

spills and leaks and air pollution. An investigation into the size of the containment should consider the 

need to contain the contents of all 8 tank cars in the event of an accident or derailment.  The last 40 

years have provided a record of the DOT-111 tank cars that shows the vulnerability of these cars to 

easily puncture or rupture with explosions and death the result, as well as the contents being spilled.  

Also will the fourfold or more increase in the use of train tank cars result in more accidents.  And 

because the Bakken crude is 3 to 4 times more volatile than Louisiana crude, what extra safety 

considerations must be built into designs, including upgrading the electrical systems for this higher 

level of volatility to prevent explosions from accidental sparking.  Because of the VOC levels and 

explosiveness of the components The State of Missouri required a special permit for the transporting 

and handling of Bakken crude. 

The NFPA 70 Electrical hazardous classification designations of the classified areas Class1 Division 1, 

Class 1 Division 2 and non-classified areas for a plant handling Louisiana sweet crude may be much 
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different than that for a plant handling Bakken crude with the much higher levels of volatile material.  

A thorough review of the plant explosive hazard areas for electrical construction design and installation 

is imperative. 

  

Because of this extra volatility, will the vapor capture systems be of sufficient size to capture and store 

the emissions?  No system is perfect so what is the level of green house gasses that is acceptable to be 

released into the atmosphere from the transfer process and just from the tank cars themselves?  Seals, 

couplings and joints all leak to some degree.  Will this incidental leakage increase?  Furthermore, and 

more serious, is the need to consider that concentrations of highly volatile hydrocarbons in the storage 

tanks and in the railroad tank cars which will facilitate fires and or explosions as we have recently seen 

in North Dakota, Quebec and Virginia. What additional security measures will be needed because there 

will be 100's of tank cars staged around the terminals and how will they be protected from a terrorist 

attack.  One man with a sniper rifle can penetrate the tanks and the cars with an armor piercing 

incendiary round from a distance of over 2,000 yards. 

Earthquakes and Tsunamis 

The area for the terminals is subjected to earthquakes and tsunamis.  The earthquake scientists tell us 

that we are overdue for a large earthquake. Are the storage tanks and the containment structures 

flexible enough to withstand a magnitude 9.0 earthquake and are they strong enough to withstand the 

force of a 50 to 100 foot wall of water striking them which is possible on the West Coast?  There are 

historical records of 100 foot tsunamis. We saw the devastation in Fukushima, Japan from a tsunami 

varying between 10 meters and 40 meters in height which easily over topped the 30 foot sea walls. Oil 

storage tanks were destroyed releasing their contents into the waters.  The question must be asked if 

any oil storage tanks should be situated within the reach of a tsunami because of safety concerns.  In 
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some places in Japan the tsunami reached 6 miles inland. If they must be sited near the shore than 

mitigation to reduce the oil spillage from all the tanks in their entirety into the waters must be 

considered.  Trying to recover the spilled hydrocarbons after a release is the least attractive alternative.  

The emphasis should be on robust design so that spillage does not occur.  Another concern is the 

characteristics of the sediment on which the tanks will be built.  Are these soils subjected to 

liquefaction in a major earthquake and if so what can be done to prevent the tanks from rupturing as a 

result of this? 

 

Oil Spill Preparedness and Response 

With the increase in traffic are the response teams sufficiently staffed to handle these incidents and are 

the teams locally sourced so they can be quickly assembled and are the materials readily available and 

easily accessible? 

Are the vessel traffic control systems adequate for the tripling of vessel traffic in the estuary so that 

collisions and groundings can be avoided.  The same concern is relevant for the railroad traffic.  Are 

there pinch points that lead to long delays in moving the trains?  And are the train-auto intersections 

from Chehalis to Grays Harbor gated to reduce accidents and what can be done to mitigate the long 

wait times for emergency vehicles, if there are no overpasses.  A 10 to 15 minute delay is fatal for a 

heart attack victim. 

Storm Drainage 

With the increase in impermeable surfaces because of construction of retention structures, car 

offloading ramp and other infrastructure, will there be increases in the capacity of the storm runoff and 

treatment systems to accommodate the increased volume and mitigation to provide for replenishment 
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of the ground water? 
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C L A U D I A  W O O D W A R D - R I C E  
6711 Larson Lane, Aberdeen, WA 98520 
(360) 612-3558 
email: ricesofhi@gmail.com  
 
May 26, 2014 
 
Westway & Imperium EISs 
c/o ICF International 
710 Second Avenue   #550 
Seattle, WA  98104 
 
Scoping Comments RE: proposed Imperium and Westway EIS 
 
Areas of Concern: 
 
1, SAFETY is of primary concern. The rail industry wants the federal government to set 
standards for safer tank cars and force a phase out of older DOT-111 cars. The rail 
industry wants tank thicknesses of 9/16th of an inch, but this means extra weight, 
stressing rail infrastructure and meaning smaller more frequent loads. In March, 2014 
NTSB Vice Chairman Christopher Hart told a Senate committee that the newer cars 
were “still not adequate.”   
 
The City of Hoquiam is currently considering layoffs of firefighters and emergency 
responders. The NTSB, which makes recommendations but has no regulatory authority, 
has cited tank car deficiencies many times over the years for making accidents worse 
than they could have been. Since replacement of the basic DOT-111 cars could take 5 
to 7 years, and the newer version is also not considered safe, how can an underfunded, 
sparse crew of emergency responders deal with the inevitable accidents and spills in 
Grays Harbor county?  
 
2. EMERGENCY RESPONSE  Bakken crude can be ignited by a spark more readily 
than regular crude because it contains higher levels of dissolved propane. What 
mitigation is proposed to address the dangers of fire, explosions and waterway pollution 
which would face us each and every day? If a train derailment happens in Grays Harbor 
County and rail cars are on fire, what would local fire departments be able to do in the 
first hour? In the first 24 hours? 
 
What is the recommended isolation and evacuation distance from crude oil rail cars if a 
fire occurs? What is the blast radium and recommended evacuation area for each type 
of crude or partially refined product projected to be transported through Grays Harbor 
County?  For pre-2011 DOT-111 tanker cars?  For post=2011 DOT-111 tanker cars?  
 
What is the anticipated blast radius if: 

a. One rail car explodes? 
b. Five rail cars explode? 
c. Ten rail cars explode? 
d. An entire unit train explodes? 
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Do Grays Harbor communities have enough class B foam on hand to extinguish an oil 
train fire the size of: 

a. The recent Lac Megantic crude oil rail car explosion? 
b. The recent North Dakota crude rail car fire where 21 cars caught fire? 
c. The recent Alabama oil train fire, where 25 rail cars derailed?  

 
Who is responsible for purchasing class B equipment for dispersing class B foam, and 
training first responders to prepare for crude oil train explosions? 
 
If an insufficient amount of class B foam was on hand in Grays Harbor County, what are 
the options for dealing with oil train fires? How long would it take (if possible) to get the 
appropriate amount of foam/equipment on site?  
 
What type of security precautions are taken when crude oil trains idle, are parked in rail 
yards, or on rail sidings?  
 
Are first responders given advance notice before a train carrying crude oil travels 
through their community? How long in advance? 
 
How will command and control authority be determined between first responders and 
railway employees in the event of a catastrophic spill or explosion in Grays Harbor 
County?  
 
Who will prepare an Emergency Response Plan for Grays Harbor County that 
addresses train derailments and explosions? How and when will it be updated?  
 
Who is responsible for oil train inspections enroute from North Dakota to the Port of 
Grays Harbor? Who performs the inspections, and to whom do they report?  
 
Have alternative routes away from populated areas and waterways been investigated?  
 
3. UNREASONABLY LIMITIED SCOPE   Rail lines from the oil shale basin in 
North Dakota to the Port of Grays Harbor pass through numerous communities. Many 
are actually bisected by the rail line. All of these communities face the risks of 
derailment, spill and explosion.  How can you limit the scope of the EIS to our small 
region and ignore the impacts on these other communities? i.e.Spokane is a sizable city 
facing major impacts- but they have no place in your consideration?  
 
4. NATIVE AMERICAN TREAT RIGHTS  How can these projects avoid trespassing on 
Native rights; interrupting usual fishing sites; negatively impacting PNW totemic 
species? 
 
What are the consequences of ignoring Federal treaty rights and promises?  
 
5. LOCAL INDUSTRIES How can these projects, and the dredging they require, justify 
the damage to be done to local shellfish and crab industries?  Tourism? Economic 
survival of local people facing layoffs due to project impacts?  
 
6. ENERGY USE What is the amount/source of additional power needs at the Port due 
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to these projects?  
 
7. WATER RESOURCES  What are the sources/amount of fresh water (both surface 
and groundwater) required? Permitted pollution from discharges, runoff from petroleum 
products and solvents and other industrial fluids, heavy metals expected? Plans to 
mitigate pollution from accidents?   What are impacts to salt water from discharges, 
sewage, ballast etc.? 
 
8. HUMAN HEALTH IMPACTS What are the expected impacts from increased industrial 
pollution and from crude oil?   
 
Crude oil and natural gas inherently contain hydrogen sulfide, which gives off a “rotten 
egg” smell. Even a 1 percent trace of sulfur turns oil into what’s known as “sour crude,” 
which is toxic and corrodes pipelines and transportation vessels. The extra steps 
required to turn the sour into “sweet” crude are costly. 
  
Limited exposure to hydrogen sulfide causes sore throats, shortness of breath and 
dizziness, according to researchers. The human nose quickly becomes desensitized to 
hydrogen sulfide, leading to an inability to detect higher concentrations. That can be 
fatal. 
 
Air quality-  When tar-sands oil is loaded onto rail cars, it’s at a temperature of 150 to 
180 degrees, but cools down during the trip. When the rail cars arrive at refineries, 
they’re hooked up to a steam-producing mechanism that heats the heavy oil enough to 
be unloaded.  The fumes produced during the unloading process will impact the entire 
downtown areas of Hoquiam and Aberdeen. What are the expected health effects? Real 
estate value impacts?  Property tax collection impacts?  
 
9. ANIMAL & PLANTS  What impacts can be expected from contact with floating oil and 
long-term exposure to oil toxins in spill affected areas to? 
 
 Terrestrial mammals; terrestrial and fresh and salt water plants; birds, 
especially endangered and migrating species; terrestrial invertebrates; amphibians; 
reptiles; fish; marine mammals; marine invertebrates especially those used by local 
peoples. 
 
10. HAZARDOUS MATERIALS  What are the protocols for hazardous material storage 
and disposal, accident prevention and remediation at project sites? 
 
11. LOCAL RAIL CONDITION  The local short line rail from Centralia to the Port of 
Grays Harbor is in neglected and deteriorated condition as evidenced by four recent 
derailments.  Rail bridges are deemed “safe” but many are over 100 years old and have 
been allowed to deteriorate badly. What is the statistical danger from heavy use of this 
line for transport of hazardous materials? What is the plan to repair/upgrade the line? 
What is the source of funds to be used? How much of this is taxpayer dollars? Why 
can’t the railroad maintain their own property?  
 
12. LOCAL TRAFFIC DISRUPTION  Rail lines bisecting communities will also block 
emergency responders and others from reaching their destinations in a timely manner. 
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Parents will be cut off from their children’s schools, customers from merchants, some 
will be blocked in mall parking lots unable to reach the highway. These tedious 
situations would be repeated several times a day. Is any mitigation, remedy or 
recompense being considered for local citizens who will have to put up with endless 
delays, or find that an ambulance is unable to reach them during a crucial time? How 
much oil is a life worth? 
 
13. PROPERTY VALUES In a study done in 2011 by Michael Futch, Examining the 
Spatial Distribution of Externalities: Freight Rail Traffic and Home Values in Los Angeles 
it was concluded that for every 10 million gross tons per mile, you can expect around a 
1% drop in your property value.  Using this standard formula and applying it to Grays 
Harbor and the three Oil projects and their expected traffic….we may assume up to a 
20-30% percent drop in value. 
 
Who will repay local residents for this damage to their property values? Who will make 
up the difference to Grays Harbor country for reduced property tax income to fund local 
services? 
 
14. CUMULATIVE IMPACTS  If all/many of the proposed terminals are built for West 
Coast ports and the shipment of crude oil and coal, what are the cumulative impacts on 
Grays Harbor County? on Washington State?  
 
15. OTHER CONSIDERATIONS   
 
Is the containment design adequate for a catastrophic accident? 
 
Does the design take into consideration sea-level rise as expected in the next 20 years? 
 
What are the impacts expected from a Cascadia fault earthquake and subsequent 
tsunami? 
 
What are the back-up systems for electronic controls in case of a prolonged power 
outage? 
 
Is the proposed monitoring system really adequate to such a large project footprint?  
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The Crude Oil By Rail Proposals for West Way and Imperium are only two of the potential eleven proposed or
 operational projects in Washington and Oregon. Crude Oil by Rail is very large and complex logistics to safely get the
 product to a terminal location. As an engineer, there is a saying " Anything Times 365 is a Big Number" and it applies
 to the West Way and Imperium Crude Oil By Rail Projects. Further Transportation review as a whole in the state of
 Washington is requested and not segmented to parts and pieces. Thank You. 
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CRUDE OIL BY RAIL INFORMATION
Assumption #1 = 28,000 Gallons per Rail Car Assumption #1 = 99.9977 % Safe
Assumption #2 = 110 Rail Cars per Unit Train Assumption #2 = 0.0023 % Unsafe

Loaded Rail Cars Per Day Loaded Rail Cars Per Year Loaded and Unloaded Rail Cars Per Year

Facility Location Status Barrels Gallons Rail Cars Unit Trains Barrels Gallons Rail Cars Unit Trains Rail Cars Unit Trains Potential Unsafe
Per Day Per Day Per Day Per Day Per Year Per Year Per Year Per Year Per Year Per Year Rail Cars per Year

Nustar Vancouver Air Permit Approved 16,100               676,200                 24                  0.22            5,876,500          246,813,000               8,815                 80                     17,630               160             0.4
 

West Way Hoquim Seeking Permits 48,800             2,049,600           73                0.67          17,812,000     748,104,000            26,718             243                 53,436             486           1.2
US Development Hoquim Seeking Permits 50,000               2,100,000              75                  0.68            18,250,000        766,500,000               27,375               249                   54,750               498             1.3
Shell Refinery Anacortes Seeking Permits 60,000               2,520,000              90                  0.82            21,900,000        919,800,000               32,850               299                   65,700               597             1.5
Imperium Hoquim Seeking Permits 70,000             2,940,000           105              0.95          25,550,000     1,073,100,000         38,325             348                 76,650             697           1.8
Tesoro Savage Vancouver Seeking Permits 360,000             15,120,000           540                4.91            131,400,000     5,518,800,000            197,100             1,792               394,200             3,584          9.1

 
Phillips 66 Refinery Ferndale In Construction 35,000               1,470,000              53                  0.48            12,775,000        536,550,000               19,163               174                   38,325               348             0.9

        
Global Partners Clatskanie OR Operational 30,000               1,260,000              45                  0.41            10,950,000        459,900,000               16,425               149                   32,850               299             0.8
US Oil and Refining Tacoma Operational 35,000               1,470,000              53                  0.48            12,775,000        536,550,000               19,163               174                   38,325               348             0.9
Tesoro Refinery Anacortes Operational 50,000               2,100,000              75                  0.68            18,250,000        766,500,000               27,375               249                   54,750               498             1.3
BP Refinery Ferndale Operational 70,000               2,940,000              105                0.95            25,550,000        1,073,100,000            38,325               348                   76,650               697             1.8

 4,106               8,212           
2013 Washington Operational 46,575               1,956,164              70                  0.64            17,000,000        714,000,000               25,500               232                   51,000               464             1.2
2014 Washington Operational 150,685             6,328,767              226                2.05            55,000,000        2,310,000,000            82,500               750                   165,000             1,500          3.8

         
2013 Oregon Operational 38,356               1,610,959              58                  0.52            14,000,000        588,000,000               21,000               191                   42,000               382             1.0

     
2008 USA Operational 17,067               716,800                 26                  0.23            6,229,331          261,631,898               9,344                 85                     18,688               170             0.4
2013 USA Operational 792,771             33,296,372           1,189             10.81          289,361,331     12,153,175,904         434,042             3,946               868,084             7,892          20.0

Arc Logistics Portland OR Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown
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Attached are 28 Concerns on the proposed West Way and imperium Crude Oil By Rail projects near Hoquiam
 Washington. Comment areas are Ten items for Safety, Eight Items for Transportation, Seven Items for Commerce, and
 3 items for Environmental. Please Carefully and seriously review these items related to the EIS for these Crude Oil by
 Rail Projects. Thanks You. 
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May 26, 2014 

Imperium and West Way EIS 

C/O ICF International 

710 Second Avenue Suite 550 

Seattle, WA  98104 

SUBJECT: Comments on Proposed West Way and Imperium Terminals – Grays Harbor, Washington 

My background as a Bachelor of Science in Chemical Engineering and several courses towards a Masters 
of Engineering Degree offers credibility to my comments. 
 
I have over 35 years of industrial experience working in the natural gas business as an Environmental 
Engineer, Process Engineer, Safety Engineer as well as a management position responsible for a 
workforce of 115 employees. As a Registered Professional Engineer in the State of Texas, I am 
recognized by my peers to uphold the codes and regulations of engineering.  
 
We retired in June 2005 and moved to Vancouver Washington living in the NW Community of Felida, 
which is 132 miles and about 2 ½ hours by road from Hoquiam Washington..  
 
I offer these comments on the proposed West Way and Imperium Terminals – Grays Harbor, 
Washington. 
 
Sincerely,  
 
 
William A. Brake P.E. 
3407 NW 116th Way 
Vancouver, WA  98685 
Email – williamb98685@aol.com 
Gray Harbor #2.doc 
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Proposed West Way and Imperium Terminal Projects 

48,000 BPD + 70,000 BPD = 118,000 BPD  (4,956,000 Gallons per Day) 

Areas of Concern 

• SAFETY - Bakken Crude Oil is blamed for the rail car explosions, fires, and 47 deaths in Lac-
Magantic Quebec, Canada on July 2, 2013. Is this a risk worth taking? 

• COMMERCE – Shipment of US Crude Oil in the United States is governed by the Jones Act that 
prohibit export of Crude Oil. This project could open the potential for Crude Oil export to 
Canada and Pacific Rim Countries. Permit regulations need to specify that only US Crude Oil be 
delivered to US Flagship and Crewed Marine Vessels in compliance with the Jones Act.  Is this a 
risk worth taking? 

• TRANSPORTATION – The Westway and Imperium Crude Oil Projects propose to expand the rail 
yard to accommodate 1.61 unit trains per day of crude oil transported in the design flawed 
DOT-111 rail cars. Each Unit Train will be up to 110 Rail Cars and be a Pipeline on Wheels 
transporting 73,370 Barrels per Day (3,081,540 Gallons).  Total daily delivery at full build out 
would be 118,000 Barrels per Day (4,956,000 Gallons). More study on alternate transportation is 
needed. 

• TRANSPORTATION – The Unit Trains potentially could be as high as 1,182 trains annually with 
110 rail cars per train considering both full and empty traversing the State of Washington rail 
lines. A total of 65,043 loaded rail cars at 667 Barrels Each (28,000 Gallons) yearly is a large 
exposure to accident. An additional 65,043 empty rail cars( not 100 % empty) return on the 
same route annually. Is this a risk worth taking? 

• COMMERCE – There are 438,290 people in Clark County in 2012 and the Study Area of the 
Portland – Vancouver Metropolitan area has in 2012 had 2,810,710 people.  The majority of the 
Bakken Crude Oil Unit Trains will go through the Portland – Vancouver Area due to constraints 
on the rail systems.  We have a voice on this project and want to be heard.  

• COMMERCE - With all the tankage in place a simple modification to the proposed permits will 
allow a 100,000 Barrel Per Day Refinery to be built.  It will be the first Grass Roots refinery 
project in over 35 Years in the US.  With such naïve and gullible politicians, Hoquiam could 
become the Oil Capital of the West.  

• COMMERCE - A case of Do Nothing needs to be investigated in the analysis of alternatives.  The 
Bakken Crude Oil will go to Canada through existing pipelines or rail cars.  Alternately, the 
Bakken Crude will go to existing US Terminals by Pipeline or Rail or Barges.   No New Terminal is 
needed in the state of Washington.  With North Dakota exceeding one million barrels 
production per day in the month of December 2013, the product is flowing now without 
additional Gray Harbor Terminals.  

• SAFETY – The unloading of Rail Cars is one of the most dangerous activities in the Petroleum 
Business. The Crude Oil product is unpredictable in Pressure, Composition, and Temperature 
and can lead to serious and often fatal accidents by using inadequately trained and unskilled 
workforce on this repetitive function.   With 65,043 loaded rail cars per year the potential for an 
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accident is extraordinary.  For example, a rail car loaded at – 40 F in Trenton North Dakota 
arrives in Hoquiam Washington a day later at 60 F and does not have steam coils and is frozen 
and will not flow.  Creative methods such as applying 100 # air to the rail car, external steam 
hoses on rubber fittings, and other similar dangerous thinking will result in both a leak and 
potentially a fatality. Is this the best product for Hoquiam?  

• ENVIRONMENT – Discussions in the Columbian Newspaper(Vancouver WA) the summer of 2012 
indicate discussions between Burlington Northern Santa Fe (BNSF) and Union Pacific (UP) on 
methods to increase traffic in the Columbia Gorge Common Areas of Washington and Oregon.  
This discussion should be a basis of changing the West Way and Imperium Projects from A State 
Environment Protection Assessment (SEPA) to a Federal National Environment Protection 
Assessment (NEPA) raising the standards to a higher level of review.  This review should include 
the States of North Dakota, Montana, Idaho, Washington, and Oregon for Rail Transportation. 
The States of Washington, California, and Hawaii should be included in a review of Ship 
Terminals.  Common sense says that Oregon is one mile away from Washington (Columbia 
River) and it should be a Federal review and not a state review.   

• SAFETY - Loading hoses used on the Rail Cars and Ships are some of the most dangerous piping 
components in the energy industry.  The repetitive connecting and disconnect as well as 
external bending, flexing ,and  pinching results in failure rate way above common sense.  Strict 
inspection, testing, and time based replacement should be considered mandatory for this 
project and part of the permit for the facility. 

• COMMERCE – Potential 23,000 Tons per Day Down River and 6,850 Tons per Day up River 
STOPS if a Rail Car Incident occurs along the Columbia River from Vancouver Washington going 
east.  With approximately 175 miles of rail traffic adjacent to the Columbia River this is a major 
issue that needs further study for this project.  

• TRANSPORTATION – With the BNSF Columbia River rail line operating at 70 % of capacity with 
26 to 30 trains daily, is there capacity for the 20 Trains per Day for the Gateway Pacific Coal 
Terminal at Bellingham, 20 Trains per day for the Millennium Bulk Terminals at Longview, and 
the 22.5 trains per day for all the proposed Crude Oil By Rail Proposed and Operational Projects 
including  the West Way and Imperium Crude Oil Terminals at Hoquiam?  More Study is needed.  

• TRANSPORTATION –Three routes exist for rail traffic going west in Washington State on BNSF 
track.  (1) The Stevens Pass line is heavily used, operating at 123 percent of practical capacity, 
and serves as BNSF‟s primary route for transcontinental double-stacked intermodal trains. The 
significant capacity constraint on the Stevens Pass line is the 7.8 mile long Cascade Tunnel, the 
longest railroad tunnel in the United States. The Cascade Tunnel requires mechanical means to 
vent the hot exhaust gases from trains – this reduces capacity of the tunnel to approximately 
one train per hour. (2) The Stampede Pass route operates at approximately 60 percent of 
practical capacity. However, this line cannot be used to alleviate congestion on the Stevens Pass 
route because the Stampede Tunnel, a steep, 2-mile long tunnel that has a ceiling which is too 
low to accommodate the height of double-stacked intermodal trains. (3) The Columbia Gorge is 
the overflow for freight that cannot go through Stevens Tunnel or Stampede Tunnel.  It is 
operating at 70 % of capacity and involves 175 miles of Columbia River Frontage. With the 
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infrastructure to expand the rail lines extremely slow and capital intensive, moving oil by rail is a 
tremendous challenge. More study is needed prior to committing to over 11.25 loaded  trains 
per day for the Crude Oil by rail proposals.  

• ENVIRONMENT - If there was an oil spill in the Puget Sound of Washington it is estimated clean 
up could cost at least $10.5 Billion Dollars to clean up.  Is it worth the risk on the Columbia River 
also? 

• COMMERCE – Eleven Oil by Rail projects are planned or operating in the Pacific Northwest. 
They are Ferndale – BP and Phillips 66, Anacortes – Shell and Tesoro, Tacoma – US Oil, Grays 
Harbor – US Development, West Way, Imperium, Clatskanie – Global Partners, and Vancouver – 
Tesoro-Savage and Nustar. If all are built this is 824,900 Barrels per Day of Crude Oil and 17 
miles of trains will be on Northwest Rail Tracks. Are we prepared? 

• SAFETY - Request State look at disaster plans for all communities from the state border to the 
state border along the route of the crude oil. For example, there are 31 communities along the 
Columbia River from Vancouver to Whitcomb a distance of 175 miles. Are we prepared? 

• COMMERCE -  Reality that a national energy and environmental policy will not happen. So the 
burden on these West Way and Imperium Oil Terminal Projects is on the State of Washington 
Review Process to accept , modify, or reject this proposal. 

• ENVIRONMENT - The Columbia River Gorge is rated number six in the world by the National 
Geographic Society as a sustainable scenic resource. Are we prepared now for what will 
happen by hasty decisions and poor judgment? 

• TRANSPORTATION - BNSF had 292 derailments in 2011.  When will it be our turn? 
• TRANSPORTATION - Pasco Washington had a 30 car coal train derail recently and if it was oil 

cars it would be disastrous. Are we prepared? 
• TRANSPORTATION – Three Rail Accidents in a two week period in May 2014 near Hoquiam WA 

is unacceptable statistics.  I am glad it was grain cars and not volatile Bakken Crude Oil Cars. Is it 
safe? 

• TRANSPORTATION – Phillips 66 Company in December 2013 purchased 2,000 new DOT 108 
Rail Cars for delivery in the Summer of 2014 for movement of Bakken Crude Oil to its refineries. 
This is equal to 20 unit trains of 100 cars each.  Why are the outdated and dangerous DOT 111 
Rail Cars even being discussed? 

• SAFETY – Bakken Crude Oil is the only crude proposed that carries a NFPA rating of 2 For Health, 
4 For Flammability, and 1 for Reactivity proposed for the West Way and Imperium Facilities. It is 
highly unpredictable. Some literature sources indicating 15 to 30 % volatility.  Why is this 
project needed?  

• SAFETY – A scenario with one rail car with 667 Barrels of Crude Oil on fire will require ten rail 
cars of water to extinguish. A water requirement of 282,000 gallons is not readily available in 
the rail yard and especially any place along the 1,335 mile rail route and it will require 35 
highway tankers of water to extinguish the fire.  A scenario similar to the Lac Magnetic in 
Quebec Canada on July 6, 2013 that killed 47 people and burned over 40 buildings is plausible.  
Further Study is needed on the emergency response capabilities of first responders along the 
rail line corridor.   

• SAFETY – In a one year period 130,086 full and empty rail cars will travel the 1,335 miles from 
Trenton, North Dakota to Hoquiam Washington. According to the American Association of 
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Railroads statistics 3 of these rail cars with hazardous shipments will not safely make it to the 
destination. Is this a risk worth taking? 

• SAFETY – In a ten year period 11,830 Trains of Crude Oil will go through our neighborhoods. Is 
this a risk worth taking? 

• SAFETY – In a one day period 11.10 minutes of wait time related to crude oil trains only is 
consumed at each and every Grade Crossing of rail tracks. This is cutting off communities, 
schools, churches, industries, and people from lifesaving resources of Police, Fire, and Medical.  
Is this a risk worth taking? 

• SAFETY – In a ten year period 650,043 rail cars will be connected to off load the crude oil 
product. How many of these will be done unsafely due to inexperience, carelessness, operation 
procedural deficiencies, maintenance procedural deficiencies and result in a catastrophic 
incident. Is this a risk worth taking? 
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Submission Text
The additional placement of crude oil tanks in the Grays Harbor area only increases the danger to the towns, residents of
 the area, the fishing and oyster beds, and the environment. www.lightningsafety.com/nlsi_lls/Causes-of-Failures-in-
Bulk-Storage.pdf This study details the causes of many tank failures, including those caused by lightning. One tank
 farm failure resulted in the biggest explosion in Europe since WWII. The causes of tank failures are many: earthquakes,
 human error, tank structural failure, and poor footing for the tanks. This study cites failures all over the world,
 including the United States. The chances for these failures can be lessened, but not eliminated. Tank failures occur.
 Please do not increase the risk and chances for catastrophe by allowing the storage and transfer of crude oil at the
 Westway and Imperium Renewables Expansion Projects. 
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Dept. of Ecology Wa. state, My name is Louie Long, I bought a house in Montesano Wa. Feb 2013 which sets up on a
 hill about 200 yards from the railroad tracks that run through Montesano and continue through Aberdeen to the crude
 oil terminals in Hoquiam Wa. I'm writing you to express my concerns and strong disapproval for the proposal to build
 this new oil terminal. Our environment has already been destroyed from either drilling or transporting crude oil but the
 people responsible and their stock holders continue to profit while the damage and pollution it causes will forever be
 there. I read that you don't have the power to stop this expansion but you know those that can and have their ear, please
 do your best to make the people who have the power stop this and understand what a negative impact this will make.
 The northwest is so beautiful with it's rain forests rivers and lakes, many generations have lived, hunted, fished and
 farmed here and it has to be protected for generations to come, there's a time and places for everything but this not the
 time and will never be the right place for oil trains or oil tankers at any cost. Please do your best to stop this. Thank
 You Louie Long 
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Please consider statewide and regionwide effects from the terminal expansions in the DOE's impact statement. Please
 look at the environmental effects of transporting the extra oil throughout Washington, including global warming effects
 and pollution effects, as well as possible spill effects. Consider the safety of the many towns, including Spokane, which
 will have an increase of very dangerous, explosive trains going through that have been disastrous to other areas during
 derailments. Also consider the global warming effects of sending more oil out to be used. 
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You can bet your bottom dollar that if I dumped as much coal dust in the Yellowstone River as these trains do every
 hour, I would be in jail forever. Yet the environmental watchdogs who ate supposed to protect our air and water are
 actually encouraging big business to do exactly that and to increase the amount with even more trains for China no
 less!!
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Impacts that need to be considered relevant to agriculture in Grays Harbor County: Contamination of water in the event
 of a spill. Noise pollution and its affect on dairy, and on the farmers who work long hours year round. Destruction of
 shellfish beds due to dredging for larger ships in the harbor. Blockage of farm and field access due to increased rail
 traffic. Potential contamination of shellfish beds in event of a spill.
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See attachment
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 Coalition of Coastal Fisheries  

Coastal Office: PO Box2472, Westport, WA 98595 – 360 642 3942, Cell 360 244 0096 
Administrative Office: 806 Puget St. NE, Olympia, WA 98506 – ofc: 360 705 0551, Fax 360 705 4154 
______________________________________________________________ 
                    …….Serving the needs of the coastal fishing industry and coastal fishing communities……… 
 

RE: Westway and Imperium Renewables Expansion Projects i.e. Crude by Rail  

Coalition has no formal position to support or oppose transporting large volumes 
of oil through Grays Harbor but a number of serious issues need to be addressed: 
 

• Best available science implicates the Cascadia Subduction Zone impacts of 
High RISK 9.0+ earthquakes & associated destruction are reasonably foreseeable, 
pending, and documented in “recent” multiple Pacific Rim destructive casualties. 

• Fukashima impacts necessitate PRUDENCE & MANDATORY PRECAUTIONS 
• Improved industrial building codes must address advances in 9.0+ 

earthquake/tsunami resistant engineering design necessary to prevent oil spills 
o Area subsidence of 10 feet or more 
o Soil liquification 
o Unprecedented tsunami impacts requires deflection berms 

• Oil Spill response in a tsunami area will be secondary to survival needs 
o Spill equipment and immediate response personnel will be lost 
o Response access will be extremely limited and disrupted 

 Rail, roads, bridges, channels, air strips severely damaged 
o Significant lag in response times will magnify the oil spill magnitude 

• Substantial contingency funding to supply timely compensation for small 
businesses injured in an oil spill of consequence must be established and funded 
through the volumes of oil transport through Grays Harbor County. 

• Regional Salvage Vessel: Unique multipurpose design, USCG operated 

The Coalition of Coastal Fisheries represents 1000’s of water dependent JOBS 
whose economic sustainability is deep rooted in sustaining water quality and oil 
spill prevention. CCF looks forward to continuing this dialogue to support local JOB 
growth in a responsible prudent manner that considers “all” of the people of the 
coast including those that rely on water quality for their economic vitality by 
substantially reducing RISK of a major oil spill, the largest threat to the coastal 
marine water dependent economy.   

Sincerely concerned for the next generation of coastal fishermen, 
 

   Addendum 1 attached 
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Addendum 1 

What MUST we do better in this picture? 

 

 
 

Tsunami Deflection Berms Required 

Directly vulnerable to Cascadia Subduction Earthquake generated Tsunami 

 

CCF is not overlooking the other associated potential avenues of marine casualties, but at this time chose to 
focus on the catastrophic impacts of a subduction zone shift with associated dramatic destructive impacts not 
just to the industrial expansion at the Port of Grays Harbor but to our adjacent communities which will greatly 
increase or completely prohibit any spill response time.   These proposed oil facilities developed locally in an 
exceptionally high risk zone need extraordinary precautions including new building codes that incorporate 
advanced engineering techniques to withstand 9.0+ subduction zone earthquakes with resulting area 
subsidence, soil liquification, unprecedented tsunamis. In addition the increased oil spill potential from this oil 
facility expansion needs to , address compensation funding to reimburse massive JOB interruption and losses 
of water dependent business opportunities resulting from major oil spills.  The lesson of Fukashima is just as 
relevant in Grays Harbor as it is in the recent Japanese subduction zone impact history lesson.   

ENHANCED FACILITY ENGINEERING 

CCF does not support or oppose this increased oil movement that supplies our citizens energy needs.  
However, this proposed increased volume of volatile oil moving through our communities brings a very 
recognized and substantial increased RISK of oil spill.  This substantial RISK increase to our community also 
demands a legitimate increased level of risk reduction measures associated with these expanded and other 
proposed facilities and transportation of oil to insure oil spill prevention measures are sufficient to withstand 
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reasonably foreseeable dramatic impacts associated with a greater than 9.0 subduction zone earthquake.  
Massive destruction to “substandard” facilities and transportation infrastructure will occur if improperly 
engineered to withstand instantaneous massive land subsidence, soil liquidation, and “unprecedented” 
tsunami inundation. Extreme RISK demands “extraordinary” engineering associated with oil facilities and a re-
evaluation of existing industrial building codes to much higher standards to meet anticipatable Fukashima 
level impacts that are capable to “prevent” an oil spill.   

 
The Coalition of Coastal Fisheries does have very valid concerns about a dramatic increase in oil transport 
through this extremely valuable and productive estuary that necessitates considerable improvement in oil spill 
prevention.  Crude By Rail (CBR), large crude oil tank storage/transfer facilities, and associated oil transport 
vessels all pose a significant increased THREAT to existing sustainable fishing and shellfish dependent 
livelihoods and the marine environment that is very REAL making it impossible for the water dependent 
businesses to abrogate our concerns when the increased oil transport activity is located in a very high RISK 
earthquake subduction zone that has historically been subjected to 9.0+ earthquakes and resulting 
devastation on a well-documented routine schedule of every 3 – 500 years with a strong potential to occur 
any time in the very near future.  
 
FUKASHIMA LESSONS  
 
Fukashima taught us a lesson, or at least it should have taught us a lesson about siting potentially harmful 
industrial facilities that are inadequately engineered to withstand subduction zone magnitude impacts in areas 
that are vulnerable to major tsunami/earthquake events.  A tsunami would be devastating to other local 
infrastructure and the people that live in its path, but would be highly compounded by any oil spill that 
affected recovery in the area.  This RISK is real and grows by the day as time marches on INCREASING tension 
in the Cascadia Fault Zone, inching closer to releasing instantaneous and dramatic destruction that is a natural 
and repeatable devastating event over which mankind has no anthropogenic control. 
  
The Cascadia Subduction Zone is well documented that a 9.0 plus earthquake generated will have a major 
tsunami arrive at the Grays Harbor oil terminal in 20 minutes or less.  It is well recorded in the geologic record 
that large quakes have hit our local area semi-routinely on 3 to 500 year time frames; the last devastating 
quake was in 1700.  It is not uncommon for this large quake to liquefy sediments and for areas such as the 
locations similar to the oil terminals to subside by up to 10 feet almost instantly over large areas placing oil 
storage areas in considerable jeopardy; this on top of the gigantic wave or inland wall of water that rises to 
levels never witnessed by coastal residents with associated devastation.  Please review video of the Japanese 
coast for a firsthand look at what will occur locally, not if, but when the BIG ONE hits us even if we do not 
experience subsidence or wide spread soil liquidation which also has a strong potential RISK of occurring. 
 
Fukashima still speaks clearly – some high risk industrial facilities pose substantial risk when sited in a well-
known path of the 9.0 quake generated tsunami. 
  

FACT – INCREASED RISK IS EXCESSIVE AND REASONABLY FORESEEABLE 

 
FUKASHIMA – LESSONS TAUGHT 
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PRUDENCE DICTATES EXCESSIVE CAUTION  

• TSUNAMI  
• SUBSIDENCE  
• SOIL LIQUIDATION  
• Reasonably foreseeable that these are VERY HIGH RISK EVENTS WELL KNOWN TO OCCUR AS A 

RESULT OF INTERCONTINENTAL TECTONIC PLATE MOVEMENTS THAT GENERATE 9.0 EARTHQUAKES  
• ALL EVENTS THAT WILL PROMOTE VERY HIGH RISK OF OIL SPILLS IN THE GRAYS HARBOR ESTUARY 

AND BEYOND  
• SEVERAL MAJOR QUAKE/TSUNAMI EVENTS HAVE OCCURRED IN THE PACIFIC BASIN IN THE LAST 5 

YEARS HIGHLIGHTING THE STRONG POTENTIAL TO OCCUR IN OUR LIFE TIME in the Grays Harbor area 
• Local oil spill response personal and materials will likely be lost in an even moderate tsunami 
• Local rail lines, roads, and bridges will be rendered useless preventing timely outside help 
• Initial emergency response will be directed to finding survivors and later body recovery 
• If an Oil spill occurs, response will be too little too late in the wake of a subduction zone event 
• Floating roofs on the over-sized tanks will not contain crude oil if fully inundated by tsunami wave 
• Entire facility needs wave deflection berms to protect tanks from a tsunami direct hit  
• Oil coating everything will compound community recovery efforts beyond anyone’s imagination 

History also speaks quite clearly, “Oil cleanup after a spill is NEVER very easy or effective, no matter the 
method or precautions taken.”  Damages of “CRISIS” proportions will abound throughout the community 
preventing any well-orchestrated or effective response to large volumes of oil anticipated moving through the 
area and stored locally waiting shipment or still contained is sidetracked train cars.   
 
PRUDENT ALTERNATIVES 
 
Reasonable and prudent alternatives for oil movement must also consider site storage and transfer selection 
sites outside immediate tsunami zones as a possible RISK reduction measure to prevent large oil spills 
devastating valuable and highly productive environmentally significant estuaries.   
 

RISK IS EXTRAORDINARY DEMANDING EXTRAORDINARY PRECAUTIONS  
  
Big oil has historically worked aggressively at minimizing the impact to their bottom line $$$ after a spill 
occurs and those negatively impacted are forced to SUFFER considerably, many even being forced out of 
business as a result of past oil spills.  One of the most recent examples is in San Francisco Bay where a 150 old 
commercial herring fishery was terminated by a bridge collision by the Cosco Busan and a relatively small spill 
of about 60,000 gallons of Bunker Fuel; small in relationship to the 11 million gallons of oil spilled in Alaska or 
even more in the Gulf of Mexico by the Deepwater Horizon drilling rig.  In Coos Bay oystering was hard hit by 
the New Carissa causing growers there to suffer to this day.  A little closer to home was the Nestucca accident 
on the jetty at Grays Harbor.  At the Columbia numerous near misses have occurred in the last decade 
including the Milicoma which ended up on North Head; 11 of its 16 oil tanks were punctured; it barely floated 
when pulled free; fortunately the barge was empty at the time it broke loose from its tug.  An under powered 
Chinese freighter narrowly missed the rocks of the Columbia River North Jetty about 4 years ago.  The list is 
long and real.  1 ppm of oil mixed in water will kill crab larva; an entire crop of YOY larva could be impacted 
causing harm not realized immediately placing the onus on the fishing industry to prove damages 4 years 
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down the line when the harvest ready crabs should have entered the fishery; another real potential impact 
that will cause additional consternation and apprehension if this CBR proposal moves forward.  
 
SPILL COMPENSATION FUND   
 
In order for this CBR proposal to continue to move forward and address economic impacts from a possible 
spill, compensation must be readily available in a minimal time frame to make injured parties whole.  It is 
paramount that a well-funded source of contingency funding specific to this project by levied and banked at a 
business replacement level if economic impacts to businesses result from an oil spill.  Businesses with 
legitimate damages need legitimate and complete compensation to not only bridge the immediate business 
expenses but ongoing compensation to replace lost production opportunities if NO spill had occurred, for as 
long as spill impacts persist which in the estuary could be for a prolonged period of time.   Court proceedings 
to recover foreseeable spill impacts has proven time and again to be extraordinarily inadequate to address 
small business damages in any meaningful way or reasonable time frames. 
  
For those of us that are dependent on water quality for our very existence, CBR poses a very real RISK that 
could be devastating and there are many examples of tremendous harm done to these water dependent 
businesses where big oil wins in a marine casualty by simply delaying damage compensation.  Exxon Valdez is 
such a history lesson, many of those individuals severely damaged by the massive oil spill actually died before 
justice was served and suffered considerable economic hardship without compensation fighting to stay in 
business.  The rash of CBR train accidents in recent history also poses a very REAL and SUBSTANTIAL threat to 
adjacent water dependent industries that rely on sustaining water quality for survival and is also of grave 
concern that must be included in the compensation contingency fund. 
  
All these examples are real FACTS easily verifiable.  It is the small independent water dependent businesses 
that always suffer in such oil spill events.  Response is always inadequate and oil spills are all too often 
dramatic.  Providing a substantial pre-established compensation fund MUST be a part of the solution to 
move CBR forward to prevent the historical mishandling of justified compensation to fishing and oystering 
that has always receives the short slippery end of the stick which has mercilessly beat them down rather than 
do what is RIGHT to adequately compensate their lost JOBS and family business income.   
 
 
Regional SALVAGE VESSEL 
 
Additional consideration and oil spill prevention must occur if crude by rail is not brought to fruition in Grays 
Harbor.  With or without this additional pressure on crude by rail consequences centered on the Columbia 
River transportation system where 3800 deep draft vessels transit the most dangerous bar in the world 
currently, an all-weather SALVAGE VESSEL must be stationed in Ilwaco, closest port to the Mouth of the 
Columbia River that would have dual capacity.  The SALVAGE VESSEL needs to incorporate tugboat capacity to 
manage post-Panamax class vessels under the most savage mid-winter storm conditions and monstrous seas.  
In addition the SALVAGE VESSEL must be designed similar to the decommissioned “Salvage Chief” but include 
post-Panamax pulling power to free grounded vessels in high surf conditions.  Modern marine vessel 
architecture and marine engineering will need to be designed into the vessel from the keel up.  Spill 
prevention is not a current part of the MSRP vessel planning and needs to become a part of the Washington 
oil spill prevention plan.   This vessel should be an on scene vessel available 24/7 as an escort vessel at the 
MCR for all deep draft vessels. 
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This Salvage/Tug class vessel could be available to serve Grays Harbor as well but would be stationed 40 miles 
south.  This 40 mile disadvantage is mitigated in the plan that requires 2 escort tugs for all crude oil loaded 
Grays Harbor oil transport vessels in the contingency planning process. 
  
CCF is very concerned for the future welfare of the fishing/shellfish aquaculture industry and the very REAL 
potential for considerable harm from CBR casualties that could result from this proposal THAT ARE WELL 
BEYOND ANY OF OUR CONTROL in the event of a subduction zone quake of large magnitude which is ripening 
day by day and pose a VERY REAL & SUBSTANTIAL RISK that we must not ignore, and have no “honest” way to 
mitigate in advance. 
  
CCF looks forward to continuing this dialogue and hope that the Port of Grays Harbor continues to support 
local JOB growth in a responsible prudent manner that considers all of the people of Grays Harbor including 
those that rely on water quality for their economic vitality by reducing RISK of a major oil spill.  We are not 
overlooking the other potential avenues of marine casualties, but at this time focus on the catastrophic 
impacts of a subduction zone shift with associated dramatic impacts to our communities.   These proposed oil 
facilities developed locally in an exceptionally high risk zone need extraordinary precautions including new 
building codes that incorporate advanced engineering techniques to withstand 9.0+ subduction zone 
earthquakes with resulting area subsidence, soil liquification, unprecedented tsunamis, and compensation 
funding to reimburse massive JOB interruption and loss in water dependent businesses resulting from oil 
spills.  The lesson of Fukashima is just as relevant in Grays Harbor as it is in the recent Japanese history lesson.  
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Submission Number: 000000298 

Received: 5/27/2014 12:17:01 AM
Commenter: Dale Beasley
Organization: Coa;ition of Coastal Fisheries
Address: pob 461  I;lwaco, Washington 98624 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Would you please reply to my e-mail at crabby@willapabay.org if you received my comments and the attachment from
 the Coalition of Coastal Fisheries Thank you, Dale Beasley
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Submission Number: 000000299 

Received: 5/27/2014 12:17:04 AM
Commenter: Dale Beasley
Organization: Coa;ition of Coastal Fisheries
Address: pob 461  I;lwaco, Washington 98624 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Would you please reply to my e-mail at crabby@willapabay.org if you received my comments and the attachment from
 the Coalition of Coastal Fisheries Thank you, Dale Beasley
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Submission Number: 000000300 

Received: 5/27/2014 1:27:30 AM
Commenter: Diana Gordon
Organization: 
Address: 642 I Street  Washougal, Washington 98671 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
One of the many concerns I have about the plans for the terminals in Grays Harbor is the cumulative effects that all this
 oil will have on the communities and the environment along the way. These terminals will increase rail traffic through
 the area by 3 or 4 unit trains per day. This oil contains a substantial amount of dissolved propane and is therefor rather
 explosive. If Grays Harbor were the only place this oil was going to, maybe we could live with the risk, however
 catastrophic. However, there are at least 10 other proposals including one for Vancouver which would be the largest oil
 terminal on the West Coast. These proposals together will transform the rail route into a fossil fuel corridor susceptible
 to spills and explosions on an unprecedented scale. In addition to the oil terminal proposals, two coal terminals have
 also been proposed for Longview and Bellingham. Coal dust on the tracks is a considerable hazard as train after train
 carrying dangerous cargo passes over it. The increased rail traffic alone will have an effect due to traffic problems,
 noise, diesel pollution and so on. However, the increased safety risks due to these trains dwarfs other concerns. Please
 include in your EIS the cumulative effects of the hazards of all these trains on our region. 
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Submission Number: 000000301 

Received: 5/27/2014 1:27:31 AM
Commenter: Diana Gordon
Organization: 
Address: 642 I Street  Washougal, Washington 98671 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
One of the many concerns I have about the plans for the terminals in Grays Harbor is the cumulative effects that all this
 oil will have on the communities and the environment along the way. These terminals will increase rail traffic through
 the area by 3 or 4 unit trains per day. This oil contains a substantial amount of dissolved propane and is therefor rather
 explosive. If Grays Harbor were the only place this oil was going to, maybe we could live with the risk, however
 catastrophic. However, there are at least 10 other proposals including one for Vancouver which would be the largest oil
 terminal on the West Coast. These proposals together will transform the rail route into a fossil fuel corridor susceptible
 to spills and explosions on an unprecedented scale. In addition to the oil terminal proposals, two coal terminals have
 also been proposed for Longview and Bellingham. Coal dust on the tracks is a considerable hazard as train after train
 carrying dangerous cargo passes over it. The increased rail traffic alone will have an effect due to traffic problems,
 noise, diesel pollution and so on. However, the increased safety risks due to these trains dwarfs other concerns. Please
 include in your EIS the cumulative effects of the hazards of all these trains on our region. 
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Submission Number: 000000302 

Received: 5/27/2014 1:48:20 AM
Commenter: Jarred Figlar-Barnes
Organization: 
Address: 212 S. 4th St.   Elma, Washington 98541 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000302-63817.docx Size = 1026 KB
000000302-63818.docx Size = 20 KB
000000302-63819.docx Size = 33 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on these two projects. In a previous response sent to Ms. Toteff and Brian
 Shay we expressed our disbelief that these type of projects would be proposed in an area which is susceptible to sea
 level rise, earthquake activity and is in a tsunami zone. Despite the logic for rejection of these proposals due to these
 major factors we have listed additional concerns. The following need to be discussed for all the proposed Imperium,
 Westway and new US Development terminals. First and foremost, the effect of a major oil spill in Grays Harbor would
 be catastrophic and the effects of an earthquake and and/or tsunami on oil facilities located at the Port of Grays Harbor
 would change Aberdeen, Hoquiam and surrounding communities forever. A detailed scoping must include this worst
 case consequence of placing 30 million gallons of oil at the Imperium terminal which would increase ship traffic by
 200 ships or barges per year and 33 million gallons of oil at the Westway terminal including 64 barge movements per
 year. The cumulative effects on the environment must be inclusive. If three oil terminal where placed in Grays Harbor
 what would be the affects to cities all along the route from North Dakota to Grays Harbor? What would be the impacts
 to Washington’s economy? Specifically, the Environmental Impact Statements (EIS) for Westway and Imperium needs
 to be a comprehensive environmental and economic analysis reaching past the specific building of the facilities to the
 consequences for our coastal communities, Grays Harbor itself and the impact to the citizens and economy associated
 with the entire process including the implications of fracking. 
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Specific Areas of Concern LAND: 
 

1) What type of mitigation and insurance measures are in place if an earthquake and 
tsunami impacts the oil facilities?  Who pays for the cleanup? The Tohoku Japan tsunami 
in 2011 caused fuel storage containers in Japan to fail. Failure of these containers 
resulted in major damage to Japanese cities where fuel leaked out of the containment 
basins that surrounded the storage areas. Oil damage is difficult to clean up and often 
precludes rehabilitation of any contaminated structures. 

2) What types of storage tanks are being proposed and what is the rating for withstanding 
a tsunami event? 

3) What type of cable system will be used to ensure the storage tanks will remain secure 
during a tsunami event? 

 
The Westway and Imperium sites are located on soils derived from dredge materials that have a 
high liquefaction susceptibility factor.  Both locations are rated by the National Earthquake 
Hazards Reduction Program as a seismic class D-E site.  However, both proposed bulk facility 
projects are located on past lagoon fills (see attached map).  Since the surrounding areas which 
weren’t lagoon fills are Classified D-E1 does this indicate the site class for the specific project 
area needs to re-classified to a more susceptible level like F?   
 
Our questions are; 
 

4) Why is there a difference of 75 feet regarding piles driven into the ground from the 
proponents? 

5) What are the piles being driven into?  What are the well logs and the detailed geologic 
assessments that have been conducted? 

6) What is the depth to bed rock? 
7) The project is located in a potentially earthquake and liquefaction hazard zone; how are 

you going to mitigate if an accident occurs?  What type of insurance and coverage do 
the proponents have? 
 

Attached is a map showing various earthquake faults, earthquakes and liquefaction potential 
near Grays Harbor.  Has this type of analysis been conducted in the environmental assessment 
for the terminals? 
 

1 D-E sites: 
• Structures must be designed to resist seismic forces.  
• Only structural systems that are capable of providing superior performance permitted. 
• Many types of irregularities are prohibited. 
• Nonstructural components that could cause injury must be provided with seismic restraint. 
• Nonstructural systems required for life safety protection must be demonstrated to be capable of post-

earthquake functionality. 
• Special construction quality assurance measures are required. 
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8) Has there been an assessment regarding the structural damage that would happen 
during a smaller 5 to 7 magnitude event to the proposed facility? 

9) How can you explain the practicability of increasing the oil capacity of these facilities 
knowing the dangers associated with their location? 

Specific Areas of Concern WATER: 
 
According proponent documents pre-booming of all oil transfers over water is required to be 
safe and effective.  Since the Chehalis River typically has a strong current and debris present 
how is that possible?  According to the proponents documents if pre-booming cannot be safely 
conducted, alternative measures are required. 
 

10) What exactly are the alternative measures?  We want to see an investigative review of 
exactly what steps will be taken to protect against spilling oil in water in adverse 
conditions? 

 
The Grays Harbor planning standard in WAC 173-182-405 specifies time and equipment 
requirements, including boom that is capable of encountering oil at advancing speeds of at 
least two knots in waves and appropriate for the operating environment.  According to the 
Imperium SEPA “this standard shall be required in the facility’s Spill Contingency Plan.” 
 

11) Since the annual average wind speed in Hoquiam averages 9.3 miles per hour (according 
to the Western Regional Climate Center), how are going to control an oil spill in fast 
currents and with high winds (averaging above 2 knots or 2.3 mph)? 

 
“Additional mitigation measure:  In order to mitigate the risk of a spill impacting waters near 
identified sensitive areas such as the Chehalis River and associated wetlands.  A map identifying 
the locations and equipment of the caches shall be provided to Ecology for approval.” 
 

12) How can there be specific locations along the entire route that crosses over hundreds 
of streams and wetlands associated with the Chehalis River?  We believe this is not 
possible.  Seriously, what mitigation measures can stop an oil spill from damaging 
wetlands and the Chehalis River?  Just look at the mess the recent Tar Sands oil 
pipeline rupture (March 26, 2013) has caused to the community in Mayflower 
Arkansas! 

 
“Oil Spill Prevention for the Vessel Route to Reduce Risk of a Spill” you state “All crude oil 
tankers and oil barges shall be covered by the oil spill contingency plan held by Washington 
State Maritime Cooperative and approved by Ecology.” 
 

13) Where is the plan and why was it not in the Imperium SEPA document? 
 
“Pilots shall schedule the departure of loaded vessels to coincide with the high tide to prevent 
the potential for grounding.” 
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14) Which “high tides”? 
15) What would the minimum high tide height be required for the departure of such large 

vessels to prevent grounding? 
16) How will strong winds, currents and storms in Grays Harbor and along the Washington 

Coast effect departures? 
17) How many times a month do such tides occur? 

 
There will be increases in ship traffic proposed by Imperium and Westway. 
 

18) What would the economic impacts be to commercial fishers, charters, oyster harvesters 
and sports boats wanting to access these areas? 

19) Where is the full Environmental Impact Statement including a cost benefit analysis to 
determine the economic pros and cons associated with the ship and barge traffic in this 
proposal for Grays Harbor? 

20) What is the effect of increased water traffic on marine mammals and aquatic life? 
21) What is the acoustic pollution derived from the cumulative underwater noise of vessel 

traffic on mammals and aquatic life and the impact to migrations of marine mammals? 
 
In the Imperium SEPA under “ Oil Spill Prevention for the Vessel Route to Reduce Risk of a Spill” 
it states,   “In the case of a vessel casualty offshore (like a loss of propulsion or sinking), 
response tugs at Neah Bay and Columbia River could provide assistance, however, response 
times will depend on tug availability and weather conditions.”  Are you serious?  This is not an 
acceptable action plan.  This is an environmental disaster waiting to happen.  There are times 
when the bar is closed for more than a week! 
 

22) Why is a response team of tugs not being stationed out of Grays Harbor?  Should this 
not be a mandatory requirement of all involved to fund a response team of tugs station 
out of Grays Harbor? 

 
23) What mitigation measures will be in place to protect migrating marine mammals?  What 

federal agencies will be contacted to determine any type of marine impacts? 
 
Specific Areas of Concern RAIL: 
 
The Puget Sound and Pacific (PSAP) Railroad has a contract with a spill response contractor to 
respond to any derailment or spill along the route from Centralia to Grays Harbor.  Evidently, a 
spill response plan has been submitted to the Federal Railroad Agency. 
 

24) What are the exact details of the spill response plan that has been submitted to the 
Federal Railroad Agency? 

25) Why is this document not part of the EIS process so it can be reviewed by all concerned 
parties?  
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26) As part of the permit, all pertinent spill response documents for the PSAP railroad need 
to be disclosed to the public and local response agencies. Will this occur, and if not, 
why? 

 
There needs to be an analysis of the impact of increased railroad traffic from North Dakota to 
Grays Harbor!  If there is a threefold increase in train traffic as proposed documents state there 
will not be a significantly impacted traffic patterns. 
 

27) What data do you have to support this statement? 
28) Has there been an analysis of traffic impacts from the proposed project? 
29) How does it affect all communities along the rail lines?  

 
According to documents from Westway “a Rail Transportation Impact Analysis” is to be 
completed prior to receiving the project Certificate of Occupancy for operation.   
 

30)  When will a rail transportation impact analysis be completed for all of the cities before 
the construction of the terminals?  When can we expect this analysis?  

 
According to the manufactures of the crude by rail tank cars they cannot make the cars safe 
because to do so would make the cars too heavy to transport oil.  According to Mr. Williams of 
Genese/Wyoming the four recent derailments along their line from Centralia to the Port of 
Grays Harbor happened due to rain. 
 

31) How then can the Balkin crude be safety transported since the U.S Department of 
Transportation has stated the 110 and 111 tank cars are unsafe and the rail lines are 
susceptible to derailment due to rainfall?  

 
Specific Areas of Concern Fresh and Salt Water Fish: 
 

32) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 
Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Endangered Bucaccio Rockfish? 

 
33) How will an oil spill response plan for the coast of Washington ensure the protection of 

the Federally Endangered Snake River Sockeye Salmon? 
 

34) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the protection of the 
Federally Endangered Snake River Sockeye Salmon? 

 
35) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 

Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Threatened Bull Trout? 
 

36) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor drainages ensure the protection 
of the Federally Threatened Bull Trout? 
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37) How will an oil spill response plan for the coast of Washington ensure the protection of 
the Federally Threatened Canary Rockfish? 

 
38) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 

Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Threatened Columbia River Chinook 
Salmon? 

 
39) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the protection of the 

Federally Threatened Columbia River Chinook Salmon? 
40) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 

Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Threatened Columbia River Chum 
Salmon? 

 
41) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the protection of the 

Federally Threatened Columbia River Chum Salmon? 
 

42) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 
Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Threatened Columbia River Coho 
Salmon? 

 
43) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the protection of the 

Federally Threatened Columbia River Coho Salmon? 
 

44) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 
Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Threatened Columbia River 
Steelhead Trout? 

 
45) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 

Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Threatened Green Sturgeon? 
 

46) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the protection of the 
Federally Threatened Green Sturgeon? 

 
47) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the protection of the 

Federally Threatened Columbia River Steelhead Trout? 
 

48) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 
the protection of the Federally Threatened Eulachon? 

 
49) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the protection of the 

Federally Threatened Eulachon? 
 

50) How will an oil spill response plan for the coast of Washington ensure the protection of 
the Federally Threatened Hood Canal Summer Chum Salmon? 
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51) How will an oil spill response plan for the coast of Washington ensure the protection of 

the Federally Threatened Ozette Lake Sockeye Salmon? 
 

52) How will an oil spill response plan for the coast of Washington ensure the protection of 
the Federally Threatened Puget Sound Chinook Salmon? 

 
53) How will an oil spill response plan for the coast of Washington ensure the protection of 

the Federally Threatened Puget Sound Steelhead Trout? 
 

54) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 
the protection of the Federally Threatened Yelloweye Rockfish? 

 
55) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 

the protection of the Federal Species of Concern Copper Rockfish? 
 

56) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 
the protection of the State Candidate Greenstriped Rockfish? 

 
57) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Grays Harbor drainages ensure the 

protection of the State Sensitive Olympic Mudminnow? 
 

58) How will an oil spill response plan for the coast of Washington ensure the protection of 
the State Candidate and Federal Species of Concern Pacific Hake? 

 
59) How will an oil spill response plan for the coast of Washington ensure the protection of 

the State Candidate and Federal Species of Concern Quillback Rockfish? 
 

60) How will an oil spill response plan for the coast of Washington ensure the protection of 
the State Candidate and Federal Species of Concern Pacific Herring? 

 
61) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 

the protection of the State Candidate and Federal Species of Concern Quillback 
Rockfish? 

 
62) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 

the protection of the State Candidate Redstripe Rockfish? 
 

63) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 
the protection of the State Candidate and Federal Species of Concern River Lamprey? 

 
64) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Grays Harbor drainages ensure the 

protection of the State Candidate and Federal Species of Concern River Lamprey? 
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65) How will an oil spill response plan for the coast of Washington ensure the protection of 
the State Candidate Tiger Rockfish? 

 
66) How will an oil spill response plan for the coast of Washington ensure the protection of 

the State Candidate Widow Rockfish? 
 

67) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 
the protection of the Federal Species of Concern Pacific Lamprey? 

 
68) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Western and Eastern Washington ensure 

the protection of the Federal Species of Concern Pacific Lamprey? 
 

69) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the protection of the 
State Candidate Leopard Dace? 

 
70) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the protection of the 

State Candidate Umatilla Dace? 
 

71) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the protection of the 
State Candidate Mountain Sucker? 

 
72) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the protection of the 

State Sensitive and Federal Species of Concern Pygmy Whitefish? 
 
Specific Areas of Concern Bird Life: 
 

73) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 
the protection of the Federally Threatened Marbled Murrelet which spends most of its 
life within 5 miles of the Washington coast?  

 
74) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 

the forage fish for the Marbled Murrelet which includes the Pacific Herring, Anchovy, 
Pacific Sand Lance, Capelin and Krill will be protected from a spill? 

 
75) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the protection 

of the State Endangered American White Pelican? 
 

76) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 
the protection of the State Endangered and Federal Species of Concern Brown Pelican? 

 
77) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the protection 

of the State Endangered Sandhill Crane? 
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78) How will an oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor and the coast of Washington ensure 
the protection of the Federally Threatened Snowy Plover? 

 
79) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 

Washington ensure the protection of the State Sensitive and Federal Species of Concern 
Bald Eagle? 

 
80) How will a rail oil spill response plan for all of Washington State ensure the protection of 

the State Sensitive and Federal Species of Concern Bald Eagle? 
 

81) How will a rail oil spill response plan for all of Washington State ensure the protection of 
the State Candidate and Federal Species of Concern Northern Goshawk? 

 
82) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Western Washington State ensure the 

protection of the State Candidate Pileated Woodpecker? 
 

83) How will a rail oil spill response plan for South Western Washington State ensure the 
protection of the State Candidate Purple Martin? 

 
84) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 

Washington ensure the protection of the State Candidate Cassin’s Auklet? 
 

85) How will a rail oil spill response plan for all of Washington State ensure the protection of 
the State Sensitive and Federal Species of Concern Peregrine Falcon? 

 
86) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 

Washington ensure the protection of the State Candidate Brandt’s Commorant? 
 

87) How will a rail oil spill response plan for all of Washington State ensure the protection of 
the State Candidate and Federal Species of Concern Yellow-billed Cuckoo? 

 
88) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 

Washington ensure the protection of the State Candidate Common Murre? 
 

89) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the protection 
of the State Threatened Ferruginous Hawk? 

 
90) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 

Washington ensure the protection of the State Candidate Tufted Puffin? 
 

91) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the protection 
of the State Candidate Flammulated Owl? 
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92) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 
Washington ensure the protection of the State Candidate Western Grebe? 

 
93) How will a rail oil spill response plan for all of Washington State ensure the protection of 

the State Candidate Western Grebe? 
 

94) How will a rail oil spill response plan for all of Washington State ensure the protection of 
the State Candidate Golden Eagle? 

 
95) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the protection 

of the State Threatened Columbian Sharp-tailed Grouse? 
 

96) How will a rail oil spill response plan for all of Washington State ensure the protection of 
the State Sensitive Common Loon? 

 
97) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the coast of 

Washington ensure the protection of the State Sensitive Common Loon? 
 

98) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the protection 
of the State Threatened and Federal Candidate Greater Sage Grouse? 

 
99) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the protection 

of the State Candidate Burrowing Owl? 
 

100) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Southwestern Washington ensure the 
protection of the Federally Threatened Streaked Horned Lark? 

 
101) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 

coast of Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Threatened Streaked 
Horned Lark? 

 
 
Specific Areas of Concern Mammals: 
 

102) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 
coast of Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Endangered Blue Whale? 

 
103) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 

coast of Washington ensure the protection of the State Endangered Northern Sea 
Otter? 

 
104) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Southwest Washington ensure the 

protection of the Federally Threatened Tenino Pocket Gopher? 
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105) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Southwest Washington ensure the 
protection of the Federally Threatened Yelm Pocket Gopher? 

 
106) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Southwest Washington ensure the 

protection of the State Threatened Mazama (western) Pocket Gopher? 
 

107) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Southwest Washington ensure the 
protection of the Federally Endangered Columbian White-tailed Deer? 

 
108) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 

coast of Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Endangered Sperm Whale? 
 

109) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 
coast of Washington ensure the protection of the State Threatened and Federal Species 
of Concern Stellar Sea Lion? 

 
110) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 

coast of Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Endangered Fin Whale? 
 

111) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the 
protection of the State Species of Concern White-tailed Jack Rabbit? 

 
112) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 

coast of Washington ensure the protection of the State Species of Concern Gray Whale? 
 

113) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the 
protection of the Federally Endangered Gray Wolf? 

 
114) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Southwest Washington ensure the 

protection of the State Threatened Western Gray Squirrel? 
 

115) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Southwest Washington ensure the 
protection of the State Candidate Gray-tailed Vole? 

 
116) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 

coast of Washington ensure the protection of the State Candidate Harbor Porpoise? 
 

117) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 
coast of Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Endangered Humpback 
Whale? 

 
118) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 

coast of Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Endangered Killer Whale? 
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Specific Areas of Concern Mollusk: 
 

119) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 
protection of the State Candidate California Floater? 

 
120) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 

protection of the State Candidate Dalle’s Sideband? 
 

121) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 
protection of the State Candidate Columbia Oregonian Mollusk? 

 
122) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 

protection of the State Candidate Columbia Pebblesnail? 
 

123) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 
coast of Washington ensure the protection of the State Candidate Northern Abalone? 

 
124) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 

protection of the State Candidate Giant Columbia River Limpet? 
 

125) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 
coast of Washington ensure the protection of the State Candidate Newcomb’s Littorine 
Snail? 

 
Specific Areas of Concern Reptiles and Amphibians: 
 

126) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Black River drainage in Grays Harbor 
ensure the protection of the State Endangered and Federal Candidate Oregon Spotted 
Frog? 

 
127) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 

coast of Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Endangered Loggerhead Sea 
Turtle? 

 
128) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the 

protection of the State Candidate Sagebrush Lizard? 
 

129) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the 
protection of the State Endangered Northern Leopard Frog? 
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130) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 
protection of the State Candidate Cascade Torrent Salamander? 

 
131) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Eastern Washington ensure the 

protection of the State Candidate Columbia Spotted Frog? 
 

132) How will a rail oil spill response plan for all of Washington State ensure the 
protection of the State Candidate Western Toad? 

 
133) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Southwestern Washington State ensure 

the protection of the State Candidate Dunn’s Salamander? 
 

134) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Southwestern Washington State ensure 
the protection of the State Candidate Van Dyke’s Salamander? 

 
135) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 

coast of Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Threatened Green Sea 
Turtle? 

 
136) How will an oil spill response plan for the terminal areas, Grays Harbor and the 

coast of Washington ensure the protection of the Federally Endangered Leatherback 
Sea Turtle? 

 
Specific Areas of Concern Insects: 
 

137) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 
protection of the State Candidate Columbia Clubtail? 

 
138) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 

protection of the State Candidate Columbia River Tiger Beetle? 
 

139) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 
protection of the Federally Endangered Taylor’s Checkerspot? 

 
140) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Thurston County and Eastern 

Washington State ensure the protection of the State Endangered and Federal Species of 
Concern Mardon Skipper? 

 
141) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 

protection of the State Candidate Juniper Haristreak? 
 

142) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Eastern Washington State ensure the 
protection of the State Candidate Silver-bordered bog fritillary? 
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143) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 
protection of the State Candidate Chinquapin Hairstreak? 

 
144) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Southwestern Washington State ensure 

the protection of the State Candidate Valley Silverspot? 
 

145) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor County Washington ensure 
the protection of the State Candidate Puget Blue? 

 
146) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor County Washington ensure 

the protection of the State Candidate and Federal Species of Concern Queen Charlotte’s 
Copper? 

 
147) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Grays Harbor County and Southwestern 

Washington State ensure the protection of the State Candidate Johnson’s Hairstreak? 
 

148) How will a rail oil spill response plan for the Columbia River ensure the 
protection of the State Candidate Pacific Clubtail? 

 
Specific Areas of Concern Other Species: 
 

149) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Eastern Washington State ensure the 
protection of the State Candidate Giant Palouse Earthworm? 

 
150) How will a rail oil spill response plan for Thurston County Washington ensure the 

protection of the Leschi’s Millipede? 
 
Specific Areas of Concern Global: 
 
The projects are expected to increases CO2 by more than 15,000 metric pounds a year.  Reports 
show that pH is decreasing to critical levels in the Pacific Ocean.  Increases in CO2 are directly 
linked to this problem.  Question; 
 

151) Oyster spat are dying by the millions in Willapa Bay due to lower pH and oyster 
growers are increasingly desperate to get oyster to grow.  How can there be justification 
to contribute to this problem by increasing CO2 with the proposed terminals?   

 
Specific Areas of Concern Air Pollution: 
 

152) How will the crude oil rail cars be vented to protect the air quality people and 
animals breath as the rail cars travel from North Dakota to Grays Harbor? 
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153) How will the oil tanks at Westway and Imperium be vented to protect the air 
quality people and animals breath in the Port of Grays Harbor and surrounding 
communities? 
 

154) How will the transfer of oil from the tanks to vessels be vented to protect the air 
quality people and animals breath in the Port of Grays Harbor and surrounding 
communities? 

 
Specific Areas of Concern Exploding DOT 111 Rail Cars: 
 

155) According to the National Transportation and Safety Board the Bakken North 
Dakota Crude Oil is more explosive and flammable than traditional crude oil – How will 
this be mitigated along the entire rail line from North Dakota to Grays Harbor to ensure 
the safety and well-being of all people living within 5 miles of the rail line? 

 
156) The DOT 111 rail cars are not safe to carry Bakken North Dakota Crude Oil – Who 

will pay to mitigate for the fire, police, and ambulance services required to protect 
against a failed transport of such a volatile cargo? 

 
157) The DOT 111 rail cars have a high incident of tank failure during derailments – 

How will this be corrected so as not to endanger the public’s safety? 
 
Specific Areas of Concern Economic Impacts to Communities: 
 

158) A 20-30% percent drop in home values could be expected for communities  
with crude oil trains passing through them.  Who will pay the home owners for the drop in 
home values associated with crude oil by rail? 
 

159) Who will pay for the 7,000 residents that could lose their livelihood if an oil spill 
should devastate the marine resources in Grays Harbor or along the Washington Coast? 

 
160) Who will pay for the homes along Grays Harbor and the Washington Coast that 

would be destroyed by an oil spill? 
 

161) Who will pay for the agricultural lands that would be destroyed by a rail car 
derailment leaking thousands of gallons of crude oil during a flood event along the 
Chehalis River? 
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General Question(s): 
 

162) Are all three crude oil terminal proposals and their combined impacts going to be 
included in this EIS?  

a. If not, why? 
b. All three proposals should be included in this EIS, including US Development.  

163) All questions above and herein that are applicable need apply to all communities 
affected by increased train traffic, from North Dakota to Hoquiam and as such, impacts to those 
communities, their economies, infrastructure, environment, must be included in this EIS.   

 
National Security:  
 
The Railroads for National Defense Program (RND) ensures the readiness capability of the national 
railroad network to support defense deployment and peacetime needs. The Program integrates defense 
rail needs into civil sector planning affecting the Nation’s railroad system. Rail transportation is 
extremely important to DOD since our heavy and tracked vehicles will deploy by rail to seaports of 
embarkation. The RND Program, in conjunction with the US Federal Railroad Administration (FRA), 
established the Strategic Rail Corridor Network (STRACNET) to ensure DOD’s minimum rail needs are 
identified and coordinated with appropriate transportation authorities. STRACNET is an interconnected 
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and continuous rail line network consisting of over 36,000 miles of track serving over 130 defense 
installations. We work with state DOTs, the American Association of Railroads (AAR), the Surface 
Transportation Board (STB), the American Railway Engineering and Maintenance of Way Association 
(AREMA), the Railway Industrial Clearance Association (RICA), the FRA, and individual railroad 
companies to protect this railroad infrastructure…http://www.tea.army.mil/DODProg/RND/default.htm    
 
The Puget Sound and Pacific Railroad is considered an important connector line in the STRACNET 
system, serving Naval Base Kitsap, a naval base consisting of Naval Submarine Base Bangor, and Naval 
Station Bremerton. http://www.cnic.navy.mil/regions/cnrnw/installations/navbase_kitsap.html  
 

164) In the event of a national emergency and/or disaster; how will increased rail traffic on 
the PSAP impact the US Government and US military’s ability to move and transport materials, 
troops, weapons, and equipment to and from Naval Base Kitsap? (I.e. in the event of an 
earthquake and tsunami on the coast, additional unit trains on the rail line could hamper 
recovery efforts…) 

a. Will Naval Base Kitsap and the US Military be continuously informed of each Crude Oil 
train entering and leaving the PSAP for preparedness purposes?  

i. If not, why?    
b. Hazardous Materials, including Trident Nuclear Missiles, have been transported on the 

PSAP in the past, how will increased rail traffic effect the military’s ability to transport 
such materials effectively and safely through communities in the future? 

165) Terrorism is a constant threat, with militia groups and home grown terrorism on the 
rise, for example, the Grays Harbor County Patriot Militia. How will the PSAP, Port of Grays 
Harbor and companies proposing crude oil terminals deal with the possibility of Crude Oil trains 
and facilities becoming targets for both terrorist abroad, and home grown?  

a. How will these proposals deal with the threat of sabotage and or terrorism to the trains 
and terminals?  

b. How will rail infrastructure be adequately protected from such possible threats?  
c. Or our communities? 

166) Cybersecurity: It is understood a good portion of these new facilities will be highly 
automated; leaving them very vulnerable to cyber terrorism; as such, how vulnerable will these 
new facilities be to a possible cyber-attack?  

a. What kind of damage would a cyber-attack cause to such proposed facilities? 
b. What is the worst case scenario for such an event and how will these companies deal 

with it?  
i. What are the impacts of such an event to the local community, environment 

and economy?  
ii. What countermeasures could be used to make sure such an attack never 

happens?  
iii. Will these companies use such preventative measures?  
iv. If not, why?  
v. If so, will they be the most effective measures available, or not? 

vi. If not, why?  
167) Rail-infrastructure: As described above, in the event of a national emergency/disaster, 

the STRACNET system is vital to national security. How will increased rail traffic associated with 
these projects impact the PSAP’s responsibility/or ability to maintain its railway to federal 
standards, specifically the portion of the line that is part of the STRACNET system? 
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a. How will increased wear on the rails and associated infrastructure throughout the 
lifetime of these proposals impact the ability of the US Military and Navy for national 
readiness and regional defense?  

 
Rail Infrastructure:  
 
With four derailments occurring within a month of each other on the PSAP, severe doubt has been cast 
on the railroads ability to maintain its own infrastructure, not only for any future rail traffic such as the 
oil trains associated with these proposals, but for current rail traffic levels as well. The first derailment 
occurred on the east end of the Aberdeen rail yard, the second occurred in front of Wal-Mart, the third 
on Devonshire road near Central Park, and the fourth north of Centralia. In all cases, these derailments 
occurred below 15 MPH. Failing ties saturated with rain water were found to be the cause of the first 
two derailments. It’s important to note that these ties were already failing to begin with, not just 
because it happened to be raining, which does on a regular basis in Grays Harbor. Deferred maintenance 
by the railroad has been cited as a possible cause for these derailments.  
 
The PSAP has stated that an extensive overhaul of the railroad would be required before any hazardous 
materials like CBR would be allowed to traverse the rails. However, the PSAP fails to mention they 
already transport highly volatile methanol, a hazardous material which could explode similarly to the 
Crude by rail. This statement casts doubt on the Railroads validity.  
 

168) What investments in PSAP infrastructure will take place before Crude Oil is transported 
through Grays Harbor? 

a. Why haven’t these investments already taken place for the methanol cars, which are a 
highly flammable and combustible hazardous material? 

b. How much will these improvements cost? 
c. Who will pay for such improvements?  
d. Will these improvements be made before or after the proposed facilities become 

operationally complete? 
169) With a history of derailments, prior to the latest four, will the PSAP be mandated to 

upgrade their entire track, from Centralia to Hoquiam, to Class 1 standards before any crude oil 
trains are permitted?  

a. Will the PSAP be required to stop using the practice of deferred maintenance on the 
PSAP mainline before these proposals are complete? This simple action could have 
prevented the first two derailments and possibly the last two as well.  

b. Will the PSAP be required to replace all outdated, structurally obsolete wooden and 
steel bridges with modern versions before these proposals are complete? This would 
reduce noise pollution from increased CBR rail traffic, substantially reduce the likelihood 
of a major derailment and Crude Oil spill in a river or stream, and increase safety for all 
other products being transported on the line. Also would allow for increased train 
speeds and less traffic blockage in cities. Removal of creosote pilings would also benefits 
the environment. 

c. Will the PSAP be required to replace all outdated obsolete concrete/steel culverts with 
fish passable versions where applicable before these proposals are complete? This 
would reduce the chances of derailments causing potential spills of Crude Oil in small 
streams and wetlands along the line; also would allow for faster train speeds, less traffic 
blockage in cities, and habitat gain for salmonid species.    
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d. Will the PSAP be required to upgrade all major crossings to modern standards, using 
concrete padded crossings and proper warning signals and signage before these 
proposals are complete?  

i. Will the PSAP be required to create new Quiet zones in all cities along the line?  
ii. Furthermore will the PSAP be required to inspect and replace all private 

crossings where need be?  
These actions would increases safety, decreases noise pollution and increases train 
speeds, while also decreasing traffic blockage in cities.  

e. Will the PSAP be required to replace all wood sleepers with modern concrete sleepers 
before these proposals are complete? Including sleeper pads were needed for turns and 
corners?  

This was done to the transcontinental Adelaide–Darwin railway in Australia, also 
owned by Genesee and Wyoming; advantages include;  
• Can be cheaper than wooden alternatives. 
• Does not need to be treated with chemicals.  
• Does not rot.  
• Extra weight makes track more stable, particularly with changes in temperature. 
• Withstand fire hazards better than wooden sleepers.  
• Longer life than wooden sleepers.  
• Less maintenance means lower ongoing costs and fewer track closures.  
• The date (or at least the 2-digit year) of manufacture is usually molded into the 

top surface. 
Overall, would improve safety, speed of trains; removal of creosote coated sleepers 
would benefit the environment. There would also be less maintenance costs in the long 
run and less chance of a derailment and spill.  

f. Will the PSAP be required to replace the contrary old rail subgrade where need be while 
also cleaning and replacing ballast with modern rock ballast before these proposals are 
complete? (Larger ballast required for concrete sleepers). Would reduce maintenance 
and chances of derailments and spills, especially during a natural disaster, such as an 
earthquake.  

g. Will the PSAP be required to replace all track with standard gauge continuously welded 
track before these proposals are complete? This would reduce noise pollution from 
increased CBR trains and also strengthen rails, reduce maintenance cost, and reduce the 
chances of derailments.  

170) Will the PSAP be required to install and operate a smart transportation system for the 
entire line before these proposals are complete? Would inform first responders along the tracks 
when a train would be passing through, would warn drivers in key areas of Grays Harbor how 
long they have before a train blocks their route, for example, reader boards at the Olympic 
Gateway Mall could inform shoppers of how long they have until the next train passes through. 
System could also help streamline the railroad, making it far safer and more efficient.  
 

Rail Safety:  
 

171) How will increased train traffic from these proposals impact safety in our cities? 
a. With increased train traffic comes an increased chance of fatalities due to train related 

accidents; civilian or railroad workers. What is the estimated percentage increase of 
possible deaths associated with an increased percentage of train traffic? 
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b.  Will there be any public outreach; in our schools and cities, to re-emphasize rail safety 
due to an increased amount of train traffic from these proposals? 

c. If not, why?  
d. As part of the EIS it should be required that monthly rail safety meetings are made 

available to the public in each of the affected cities and towns along the rail line. Will 
this be required?  

a. If not, why? 
e. Every school in close proximity to the railroad must have classes on rail safety. Will this 

be required? 
a. If not, why?  

172) What cumulative effects will increased train traffic from these proposals have on those 
of the community who suffer from respiratory illnesses, including but not limited to asthma?  

a. What are the direct impacts to human health from the diesel locomotives and the 
exhaust they produce?  

i. What particulates are produced by these motors and what are the possible 
health risks associated with them?  

ii. What are the indirect health impacts, multigenerational and through the life of 
these projects, which may or may not be caused by prolonged exposure to this 
exhaust?  

b. What are the direct impacts to human health from the venting of crude oil fumes from 
the tanker cars?  

i. What particulates and gasses are produced by this venting and hat are the 
possible health risks associated with them?  

ii. What are the indirect health impacts, multigenerational and through the life of 
these projects, which may or may not be caused by prolonged exposure to 
these fumes?  

c. These cumulative impacts impact not only Grays Harbor but every community along the 
rails carrying this product, from North Dakota to Hoquiam. Will the EIS include these 
health impacts to all people living within close proximity to these rail routes?  

 
Tourism and Real-estate:  
 

173) What impacts will this increased rail traffic from these proposals have to tourism in our 
cities? 

a. Of the terminal facilities themselves, what impact will they have to the local tourism 
industry?  

i. What impacts will these industrial proposals make to the perception of Grays 
Harbor?   

174) What impacts will these proposals have on the local real-estate markets?  
a. What impacts will the proposed terminals have on the housings prices in residential 

neighborhoods near them?  
b. What impacts will the increased rail traffic have on local real-estate values, in each city 

in Grays Harbor?  
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List can be found at; http://fracfocus.org/chemical-use/what-chemicals-are-used  

Possible frakking chemicals that could be found in Crude Oil coming to Grays Harbor; 

Acids -  

Hydrochloric Acid 007647-01-0 helps dissolve minerals and initiate cracks in the rock.  
 
Biocide(s) -  

Glutaraldehyde 000111-30-8 Eliminates bacteria in the water that produces corrosive by-products. 
Quaternary Ammonium Chloride 012125-02-9 Eliminates bacteria in the water that produces corrosive 
by-products.  
Quaternary Ammonium Chloride 061789-71-1 Eliminates bacteria in the water that produces corrosive 
by-products. 
Tetrakis Hydroxymethyl-Phosphonium Sulfate 055566-30-8 Eliminates bacteria in the water that 
produces corrosive by-products.  

Breaker(s) - 

Ammonium Persulfate 007727-54-0 allows a delayed break down of the gel.  
Sodium Chloride 007647-14-5 Product Stabilizer.  
Magnesium Peroxide 014452-57-4 Allows a delayed break down the gel.  
Magnesium Oxide 001309-48-4 Allows a delayed break down the gel.  
Calcium Chloride 010043-52-4 Product Stabilizer.  

Clay Stabilizer(s) - 

Choline Chloride 000067-48-1 Prevents clays from swelling or shifting. 
Tetramethyl ammonium chloride 000075-57-0 Prevents clays from swelling or shifting. 
Sodium Chloride 007647-14-5 Prevents clays from swelling or shifting.  

Corrosion Inhibitor(s) -  

Isopropanol 000067-63-0 Product stabilizer and / or winterizing agent.  
Methanol 000067-56-1 Product stabilizer and / or winterizing agent. 
Formic Acid 000064-18-6 Prevents the corrosion of the pipe.  
Acetaldehyde 000075-07-0 Prevents the corrosion of the pipe. 

Crosslinker(s) -  

Petroleum Distillate 064741-85-1 Carrier fluid for borate or zirconate crosslinker.  
Hydrotreated Light Petroleum Distillate 064742-47-8 Carrier fluid for borate or zirconate crosslinker. 
Potassium Metaborate 013709-94-9 Maintains fluid viscosity as temperature increases.  
Triethanolamine Zirconate 101033-44-7 Maintains fluid viscosity as temperature increases.  
Sodium Tetraborate 001303-96-4 Maintains fluid viscosity as temperature increases. 
Boric Acid 001333-73-9 Maintains fluid viscosity as temperature increases.  
Zirconium Complex 113184-20-6 Maintains fluid viscosity as temperature increases.  
Borate Salts N/A Maintains fluid viscosity as temperature increases.  
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Ethylene Glycol 000107-21-1 Product stabilizer and / or winterizing agent.  
Methanol 000067-56-1 Product stabilizer and / or winterizing agent.  

Friction Reducer(s) -  

Polyacrylamide 009003-05-8 “Slicks” the water to minimize friction. 
Petroleum Distillate 064741-85-1 Carrier fluid for polyacrylamide friction reducer. 
Hydrotreated Light Petroleum Distillate 064742-47-8 Carrier fluid for polyacrylamide friction reducer. 
Methanol 000067-56-1 Product stabilizer and / or winterizing agent.  
Ethylene Glycol 000107-21-1 Product stabilizer and / or winterizing agent.  

Gelling Agent(s) -  

Guar Gum 009000-30-0 thickens the water in order to suspend the sand. 
Petroleum Distillate 064741-85-1 Carrier fluid for guar gum in liquid gels.  
Hydrotreated Light Petroleum Distillate 064742-47-8 Carrier fluid for guar gum in liquid gels.  
Methanol 000067-56-1 Product stabilizer and / or winterizing agent.  
Polysaccharide Blend 068130-15-4 Thickens the water in order to suspend the sand. 
Ethylene Glycol 000107-21-1 Product stabilizer and / or winterizing agent. 

Iron Control -  

Citric Acid 000077-92-9 Prevents precipitation of metal oxides. 
Acetic Acid 000064-19-7 Prevents precipitation of metal oxides. 
Thioglycolic Acid 000068-11-1 Prevents precipitation of metal oxides. 
Sodium Erythorbate 006381-77-7 Prevents precipitation of metal oxides. 

Non-Emulsifier(s) -  

Lauryl Sulfate 000151-21-3 Used to prevent the formation of emulsions in the fracture fluid. 
Isopropanol 000067-63-0 Product stabilizer and / or winterizing agent.  
Ethylene Glycol 000107-21-1 Product stabilizer and / or winterizing agent.  

pH Adjusting Agent(s) -  

Sodium Hydroxide 001310-73-2 Adjusts the pH of fluid to maintains the effectiveness of other 
components, such as crosslinkers.  
Potassium Hydroxide 001310-58-3 Adjusts the pH of fluid to maintains the effectiveness of other 
components, such as crosslinkers. 
Acetic Acid 000064-19-7 Adjusts the pH of fluid to maintains the effectiveness of other components, 
such as crosslinkers. 
Sodium Carbonate 000497-19-8 Adjusts the pH of fluid to maintains the effectiveness of other 
components, such as crosslinkers.  
Potassium Carbonate 000584-08-7 Adjusts the pH of fluid to maintains the effectiveness of other 
components, such as crosslinkers. 

Scale Inhibitor(s) - 
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Copolymer of Acrylamide and Sodium Acrylate 025987-30-8 Prevents scale deposits in the pipe. 
Sodium Polycarboxylate N/A Prevents scale deposits in the pipe.  
Phosphonic Acid Salt N/A Prevents scale deposits in the pipe. 

Surfactant(s) -  

Lauryl Sulfate 000151-21-3 Used to increase the viscosity of the fracture fluid  
Ethanol 000064-17-5 Product stabilizer and / or winterizing agent.  
Naphthalene 000091-20-3 Carrier fluid for the active surfactant ingredients. 
Methanol 000067-56-1 Product stabilizer and / or winterizing agent.  
Isopropyl Alcohol 000067-63-0 Product stabilizer and / or winterizing agent.  
2-Butoxyethanol 000111-76-2 Product stabilizer. 

 

 

PSAP Railroad Bridges from Terminal Three in Hoquiam to Centralia Switch Yard 
Note: Numberings of 1 to 44 are not reflective of the PSAP railroad bridge numbering system. This data 
was collected off of Google Earth, as such all measurements and bridge types are approximate, some 
bridges may not be included. Not all bridges are over bodies of water, some are considered viaducts.  

1.) Steel Swing Bridge over the Hoquiam River: 
Length: West Approach- 250 ft.  

   Swing span- 320 ft. 

   East Approach- 40 ft. 

   Total Span- 610 ft. 

Lat/Long: West Approach Begin: 46°58’19.69” N/123°52’41.24” W 

       Swing span middle: 46°58’18.99” N/123°52’35.37” W 

       East Approach Begin: 46°58’18.66” N/123°52’32.62” W 

 Elevation: W. A. Beginning- 19ft. 

     E. A. Beginning- 19 ft. 

2.) Deck plate girder bridge over Harbor Paper Water Pipe: 
Length: Full span- 50 ft. 

Lat/Long: West Begin: 46°58’18.31” N/123°52’29.07” W 

     East Begin: 46°58’18.26” N/123°52’28.33” W 

Elevation: W. end- 18 ft. 

     E. end- 18 ft. 

3.) Timber Stringer Bridge over Second Harbor Paper Pipe Line: 
Length: Full span- 48 ft. 
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Lat/Long: West Begin: 46°58’17.87” N/123°52’22.80” W 

     East Begin: 46°58’17.86” N/123°52’22.12” W 

Elevation: W. end- 16 ft. 

     E. end- 16 ft. 

4.) Steel Swing Bridge over Wishkah River: 
Length: West Approach- 460 ft.  

   Swing span- 330 ft. 

   East Approach- 400 ft. 

   Total Span- 1,190 ft. 

Lat/Long: West Approach Begin: 46°58’24.67” N/123°48’43.76” W 

       Swing span middle: 46°58’28.77” N/123°48’37.13” W 

       East Approach Begin: 46°58’33.16” N/123°48’32.11” W 

 Elevation: W. A. Beginning- 13ft. 

     E. A. Beginning- 14 ft. 

5.) Timber Stringer near Lakeside Industries: 
Length: Full span- 132 ft. 

Lat/Long: West Begin: 46°58’44.00” N/123°47’14.06” W 

     East Begin: 46°58’44.52” N/123°47’12.31” W 

Elevation: W. end- 17 ft. 

     E. end- 18 ft. 

6.) Timber Stringer over Van Winkle Creek: 
Length: Full span- 105 ft. 

Lat/Long: West Begin: 46°58’24.38” N/123°45’05.75” W 

     East Begin: 46°58’23.80” N/123°45’04.47” W 

Elevation: W. end- 13 ft. 

     E. end- 13 ft. 

7.) Timber Stringer over Elliott Slough: 
Length: Full span- 60 ft. 

Lat/Long: West Begin: 46°58’13.29” N/123°44’41.54” W 

     East Begin: 46°58’12.95” N/123°44’40.82” W 

Elevation: W. end- 12 ft. 

     E. end- 12 ft. 
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8.) Timber Stringer over Unnamed Slough/Creek: 
Length: Full span- 75 ft. 

Lat/Long: West Begin: 46°57’40.15” N/123°43’20.11” W 

     East Begin: 46°57’40.11” N/123°43’18.98” W 

Elevation: W. end- 14 ft. 

     E. end- 14 ft. 

9.) Concrete Bridge/Culvert over Unnamed Creek: 
Length: Full span- 12 ft. 

Lat/Long: Northwest Begin: 46°57’41.16” N/123°42’03.52” W 

    Southeast Begin: 46°57’41.08” N/123°42’03.32” W 

Elevation: NW. end- 11 ft. 

     SE. end- 11 ft. 

If Culvert-Length: 24 ft. 

10.) Timber Stringer over Unnamed Creek: 
Length: Full span- 45 ft. 

Lat/Long: Northwest Begin: 46°57’37.56” N/123°41’55.92” W 

     Southeast Begin: 46°57’37.30” N/123°41’55.44” W 

Elevation: NW. end- 12 ft. 

     SE. end- 12 ft. 

11.) Concrete/Steel Truss Bridge over Higgins Slough: 
Length: Full span- 98 ft. 

Lat/Long: West Begin: 46°57’56.51” N/123°40’02.19” W 

     East Begin: 46°57’56.45” N/123°40’00.78” W 

Elevation: W. end- 17 ft. 

     E. end- 16 ft. 

12.) Timber Stringer Bridge over Unnamed Creek: 
Length: Full span- 30 ft. 

Lat/Long: West Begin: 46°57’48.50” N/123°39’02.23” W 

     East Begin: 46°57’48.45” N/123°39’01.74” W 

Elevation: W. end- 15 ft. 

     E. end- 15 ft. 

13.) Concrete Bridge over Unnamed Creek: 
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Length: Full span- 18 ft. 

Lat/Long: Southwest Begin: 46°57’57.05” N/123°38’23.90” W 

     Northeast Begin: 46°57’57.13” N/123°38’23.65” W 

Elevation: SW. end- 19 ft. 

     NE. end- 19 ft. 

14.) Steel Pratt Truss Bridge over the Wynoochee River: 
Length: West Approach (Timber Stringer) - 230 ft.  

   Double Truss span- 340 ft. 

   East Approach (Concrete) - 66 ft. 

   Total Span- 636 ft. 

Lat/Long: West Approach Begin: 46°58’14.22” N/123°37’38.75” W 

       Mid-Support of two spans: 46°58’15.71” N/123°37’33.48” W 

       East Approach Begin: 46°58’16.59” N/123°37’30.33” W 

 Elevation: W. A. Beginning- 33 ft. 

     E. A. Beginning- 32 ft. 

15.) Deck plate girder bridge over Silvia Creek: 
Length: Full span- 60 ft. 

Lat/Long: West Begin: 46°58’28.79” N/123°36’46.81” W 

     East Begin: 46°58’29.00” N/123°36’45.97” W 

Elevation: W. end- 22 ft. 

     E. end- 22 ft. 

16.) Timber Stringer over Private Drive: 
Length: Full span- 16 ft. 

Lat/Long: West Begin: 46°58’31.03” N/123°36’38.37” W 

     East Begin: 46°58’31.09” N/123°36’38.12” W 

Elevation: W. end- 22 ft. 

     E. end- 22 ft. 

17.) Timber Stringer over Private Drive: 
Length: Full span- 16 ft. 

Lat/Long: West Begin: 46°58’50.41” N/123°34’48.35” W 

     East Begin: 46°58’50.46” N/123°34’48.15” W 
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Elevation: W. end- 32 ft. 

     E. end- 32 ft. 

18.) Concrete Bridge/Culvert over Trib. To Camp Creek: 
Length: Full span- 20 ft. 

Lat/Long: West Begin: 46°59’05.26” N/123°33’38.78” W 

     East Begin: 46°59’05.33” N/123°33’38.49” W 

Elevation: W. end- 38 ft. 

     E. end- 39 ft. 

19.) Timber Stringer Bridge over Camp Creek: 
Length: Full span- 46 ft. 

Lat/Long: West Begin: 46°59’07.66” N/123°33’27.58” W 

     East Begin: 46°59’07.80” N/123°33’26.95” W 

Elevation: W. end- 41 ft. 

     E. end- 42 ft. 

20.) Timber Stringer Bridge Satsop Flood Overflow: 
Length: Full span- 105 ft. 

Lat/Long: West Begin: 46°59’53.02” N/123°30’07.78” W 

     East Begin: 46°59’53.42” N/123°30’06.37” W 

Elevation: W. end- 41 ft. 

     E. end- 41 ft. 

21.) Timber Stringer Satsop Flood Overflow 
Length: Full span- 125 ft. 

Lat/Long: West Begin: 46°59’56.80” N/123°29’54.03” W 

     East Begin: 46°59’57.28” N/123°29’52.35” W 

Elevation: W. end- 43 ft. 

     E. end- 43 ft. 

22.) Parker Truss Bridge over Satsop River: 
Length: West Approach (Timber Stringer) - 460 ft.  

   Single Steel Truss span- 190 ft. 

   East Approach (Timber Stringer) - 350 ft. 

   Total Span- 1000 ft. 

Lat/Long: West Approach Begin: 46°59’59.08” N/123°29’45.84” W 
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       West Truss Support: 47°00’00.77” N/123°29’39.67” W 

    East Truss Support: 47°00’01.45” N/123°29’37.20” W 

       East Approach Begin: 47°00’02.75” N/123°29’32.47” W 

 Elevation: W. A. Beginning- 44 ft. 

     E. A. Beginning- 38 ft. 

23.) Deck plate girder bridge over Private Drive: 
Length: Full span- 50 ft. 

Lat/Long: West Begin: 47°00’05.05” N/123°29’24.08” W 

     East Begin: 47°00’05.24” N/123°29’23.39” W 

Elevation: W. end- 40 ft. 

     E. end- 40 ft. 

24.) Timber Stringer Bridge Newman Creek Flood Overflow #1: 
Length: Full span- 30 ft. 

Lat/Long: West Begin: 47°00’16.67” N/123°28’38.21” W 

     East Begin: 47°00’16.77” N/123°28’37.81” W 

Elevation: W. end- 42 ft. 

     E. end- 42 ft. 

25.) Timber Stringer Bridge over Newman Creek: 
Length: Full span- 45 ft. 

Lat/Long: West Begin: 47°00’22.28” N/123°28’09.20” W 

     East Begin: 47°00’22.36” N/123°28’08.54” W 

Elevation: W. end- 42 ft. 

     E. end- 42 ft. 

26.) Timber Stringer Bridge Newman Creek Flood Overflow #2: 
Length: Full span- 15 ft. 

Lat/Long: West Begin: 47°00’22.89” N/123°27’54.27” W 

     East Begin: 47°00’22.93” N/123°27’54.05” W 

Elevation: W. end- 42 ft. 

     E. end- 42 ft. 

27.) Deck plate girder bridge over Vance Creek: 
Length: Full span- 30 ft. 

Lat/Long: West Begin: 47°00’25.11” N/123°25’48.53” W 
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     East Begin: 47°00’25.13” N/123°25’48.07” W 

Elevation: W. end- 69 ft. 

     E. end- 69 ft. 

28.) Timber Stringer Bridge over Dry Bed Creek: 
Length: Full span- 15 ft. 

Lat/Long: West Begin: 47°00’25.53” N/123°25’27.16” W 

     East Begin: 47°00’25.53” N/123°25’26.91” W 

Elevation: W. end- 62 ft. 

     E. end- 62 ft. 

29.) Steel Truss Bridge over Cloquallum Creek: 
Length: Northwest Approach (Timber Stringer) - 35 ft.  

   Single Steel Truss span- 102 ft. 

   Southeast Approach (None) - 0 ft. 

   Total Span- 137 ft. 

Lat/Long: Northwest App. Begin: 46°59’47.09” N/123°23’14.68” W 

       Northwest Truss Support: 46°59’46.85” N/123°23’14.27” W 

    Southeast Truss Support: 47°59’46.22” N/123°23’13.15” W 

       Southeast Approach Begin: N/A 

 Elevation: NW. A. Beginning- 44 ft. 

     SE. A. Beginning- 44 ft. 

30.) Concrete Bridge/Culvert over Unnamed Creek: 
Length: Full span- 10 ft. 

Lat/Long: West Begin: 46°58’22.11” N/123°20’38.43” W 

     East Begin: 46°58’22.04” N/123°20’38.29” W 

Elevation: W. end- 58 ft. 

     E. end- 58 ft. 

31.) Timber/ Deck plate girder bridge over Mox Chehalis Creek 
Length: Full span- 115 ft. 

Lat/Long: North Begin: 46°57’23.64” N/123°19’38.98” W 

     South Begin: 46°57’22.61” N/123°19’38.25” W 

Elevation: N. end- 54 ft. 

     S. end- 53 ft. 
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32.) Deck plate girder bridge over Porter Creek 
 

Length: Full span- 156 ft. 

Lat/Long: North Begin: 46°56’15.96” N/123°18’39.04” W 

     South Begin: 46°56’14.49” N/123°18’38.51” W 

Elevation: N. end- 45 ft. 

     S. end- 45 ft. 

33.) Timber Stringer Bridge over Gibson Creek 
Length: Full span- 118 ft. 

Lat/Long: North Begin: 46°54’11.45” N/123°17’30.30” W 

     South Begin: 46°54’10.38” N/123°17’29.64” W 

Elevation: N. end- 64 ft. 

     S. end- 66 ft. 

34.) Deck plate girder bridge over Cedar Creek 
Length: Full span- 120 ft. 

Lat/Long: North Begin: 46°52’46.87” N/123°16’19.75” W 

     South Begin: 46°52’45.80” N/123°16’19.02” W 

Elevation: N. end- 66 ft. 

     S. end- 65 ft. 

35.) Concrete Bridge/Culvert over Harris Creek 
Length: Full span- 11 ft. 

Lat/Long: West Begin: 46°50’18.33” N/123°13’03.48” W 

     East Begin: 46°50’18.30” N/123°13’03.33” W 

Elevation: W. end- 123 ft. 

     E. end- 123 ft. 

36.) Concrete Bridge over Roundtree Creek 
Length: Full span- 10 ft. 

Lat/Long: West Begin: 46°50’11.92” N/123°12’38.33” W 

     East Begin: 46°50’11.87” N/123°12’38.17” W 

Elevation: W. end- 108 ft. 

     E. end- 108 ft. 

37.) Steel Truss Bridge over the Black River 
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Length: Northwest Approach (None) - 0 ft.  

   Single Steel Truss span- 130 ft. 

   Southeast Approach (None) - 0 ft. 

   Total Span- 130 ft. 

Lat/Long: Northwest App. Begin: N/A 

       Northwest Truss Support: 46°50’10.66” N/123°07’29.63” W 

    Southeast Truss Support: 46°50’09.58” N/123°07’28.60” W 

       Southeast Approach Begin: N/A 

 Elevation: NW. A. Beginning- 110 ft. 

     SE. A. Beginning- 109 ft. 

38.) Timber Stringer Bridge Black River Flood Overflow #1 
Length: Full span- 88 ft. 

Lat/Long: Northwest Begin: 46°49’54.17” N/123°07’14.55” W 

     Southeast Begin: 46°49’53.44” N/123°07’13.86” W 

Elevation: N. end- 114 ft. 

     S. end- 113 ft. 

39.) Timber Stringer Bridge Black River Flood Overflow #2 
Length: Full span- 44 ft. 

Lat/Long: West Begin: 46°49’46.12” N/123°06’54.28” W 

     East Begin: 46°49’45.98” N/123°06’53.67” W 

Elevation: N. end- 113 ft. 

     S. end- 114 ft. 

40.) Timber Stringer/Steel Support Bridge over Scatter Creek 
Length: Full span- 75 ft. 

Lat/Long: Northwest Begin: 46°49’00.46” N/123°04’02.31” W 

     Southeast Begin: 46°49’00.02” N/123°04’01.41” W 

Elevation: N. end- 161 ft. 

     S. end- 159 ft. 

41.) Timber Stringer Bridge over Prairie Creek 
Length: Full span- 60 ft. 

Lat/Long: Northwest Begin: 46°47’28.83” N/123°01’20.59” W 

     Southeast Begin: 46°47’28.43” N/123°01’19.92” W 
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Elevation: N. end- 164 ft. 

     S. end- 165 ft. 

42.) Timber Stringer Bridge over Dry Creek 
Length: Full span- 58 ft. 

Lat/Long: North Begin: 46°45’52.91” N/123°00’10.65” W 

     South Begin: 46°45’52.36” N/123°00’10.45” W 

Elevation: N. end- 165 ft. 

     S. end- 165 ft. 

43.) Timber Stringer Bridge Skookumchuck River Flood Overflow  
Length: Full span- 30 ft. 

Lat/Long: Northwest Begin: 46°43’59.96” N/122°58’20.96” W 

     Southeast Begin: 46°43’59.72” N/122°58’20.68” W 

Elevation: N. end- 189 ft. 

     S. end- 189 ft. 

44.) Steel Truss Bridge over the Skookumchuck River 
Length: Northwest Approach (None) - 0 ft.  

   Single Steel Truss span- 160 ft. 

   Southeast Approach (None) - 0 ft. 

   Total Span- 160 ft. 

Lat/Long: Northwest App. Begin: N/A 

       Northwest Truss Support: 46°43’49.02” N/122°58’08.45” W 

    Southeast Truss Support: 46°43’47.78” N/122°58’07.02” W 

       Southeast Approach Begin: N/A 

 Elevation: NW. A. Beginning- 180 ft. 

     SE. A. Beginning- 184 ft. 

 

607



The following is a list of ALL cities and towns (w/ established governments) located on or near a railroad 
carrying Crude Oil into the States of Washington and Oregon from the Bakken Oil Fields in North Dakota. 

This list does not include;  

1.) Small towns/cities who do not have an established form of government such as an elected mayor & 
city council.  

2.) Small towns/cities who do not have an official government website or affiliated public website 
displaying appropriate contact information for local elected officials.  

3.) Small towns/cities whose websites or affiliated websites are potentially dangerous, or are considered 
inappropriate.   

WARNING: Be aware that the following websites for listed towns and cities are for the most part, official 
sites, or are affiliated with local governments and display pertinent contact information. However; 
please be warned that by clicking on ANY of the following links you may be putting your computer at 
risk of getting a harmful virus or malware program. Even though none of the below links proved to be 
harmful when finding and listing them, that does not mean they are not harmful. Please use caution 
when using this list.  

This list is intended for research and public awareness/outreach purposes only.  

Work Credited to: Jarred Figlar-Barnes 

# 

List Info:  

Cities listed as follows: City Name, State, Zip-code*, Population**, and Website. 

* Cities with multiple Zip-codes do not have a specific code listed. 

** 2012 US Census (estimated) Population is in bold (2000 or 2010 official census counts will be marked 
with an * if no data was found for 2012). *** 

*** Canadian city/municipality census data from Canada’s 2011 census will be marked with a red *. 

The Cities of Auburn and Everett are listed twice and are noted as such with **, both cities appear in 
two separate route lists, as such, Population Data appears in red as a reminder to not count cities 
twice in adding up regional populations;  

# 

Main CBR Route from North Dakota to Spokane, Washington (Cities proceed East to West): 

North Dakota:  

Railroad: Burlington Northern Santa Fe  

• Tioga, ND 58852, 1,244 - http://www.tiogand.net/ 
• Ray, ND 58849, 609 - http://www.raynd.com/  
• Williston, ND 58801, 18,532 - http://www.cityofwilliston.com/  

Southern Branch Sub-Route (from South to North): 

Montana:  

Railroad: Burlington Northern Santa Fe   
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• Sidney, Mt 59270, 5,934 - http://www.cityofsidneymt.com/index.html  
• Fairview, Mt 59221, 939 - http://www.midrivers.com/~fairview/  

Main Route from East to West (Cont.): 

Montana: 

Railroad: Burlington Northern Santa Fe  

• Culbertson, Mt 59218, 768 - http://www.culbertsonmt.com/  
• Poplar, Mt 59255, 845 - http://www.poplarmt.com/poplar.htm  
• Wolf Point, Mt 59201, 2,733 - http://ci.wolf-point.mt.us/  
• Glasgow, Mt 59230, 3,319 - http://www.glasgowmontana.com/index.php  
• Malta, Mt 59538, 1,936 - http://www.maltachamber.com/phillco/municip.htm  
• Chinook, Mt 59523, 1,242 - http://www.cityofchinook.com/  
• Havre, Mt 59501, 9,620 - http://ci.havre.mt.us/  
• Chester, Mt 59522, 873 - http://chester-montana.com/  
• Shelby, Mt 59474, 3,327 - http://www.shelbymt.com/  
• Cut Bank, Mt 59427, 2,963 - http://www.cityofcutbank.org/  
• Columbia Falls, Mt 59912, 4,712 - http://cityofcolumbiafalls.org/  
• Whitefish, Mt 59937, 6,460 - http://www.cityofwhitefish.org/  
• Libby, Mt 59923, 2,688 - http://www.libbymontana.com/  

Idaho: 

Railroad: Burlington Northern Santa Fe  

• Bonners Ferry, ID 83805, 2,610 - http://www.bonnersferry.id.gov/  
• Sandpoint, ID 83864, 7,403 - http://www.cityofsandpoint.com/  
• Rathdrum, ID 83858, 7,024 - http://www.rathdrum.org/  

Washington:  

Railroad: Burlington Northern Santa Fe  

• Millwood, WA 99206, 1,770 - http://cityofmillwood.org/content/  
• Spokane, WA, 209,525 – new website: https://beta.spokanecity.org/ or old: 

http://www.spokanecity.org/  

West Route from Spokane to Everett (East to West): 

Washington:  

Railroad: Burlington Northern Santa Fe  

• Harrington, WA 99134, 413 - http://www.harringtonbiz.com/  
• Odessa, WA 99159, 887 - http://www.odessawa.com/  
• Ephrata, WA 98823, 7,916 - http://www.ephrata.org/  
• Quincy, WA 98848, 7,013 - http://quincywashington.us/quincy/  
• Wenatchee, WA, 32,562 - http://www.wenatcheewa.gov/  
• Cashmere, WA 98815, 3,145 - http://www.cityofcashmere.org/  
• Leavenworth, WA 98826, 1,989 - http://www.cityofleavenworth.com/  
• Index, WA 98256, 184 - http://www.indexwa.org/council.htm 
• Gold Bar, WA 98251, 2,089 - http://www.cityofgoldbar.us/ 
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• Sultan, WA 98294, 4,715 - http://ci.sultan.wa.us/ 
• Monroe, WA 98272, 17,503 - http://www.monroewa.gov/  
• Snohomish, WA 98290, 9,275 - http://ci.snohomish.wa.us/ 
• ** Everett, WA, 104,655 - http://www.ci.everett.wa.us/default.aspx 

Southwest Route from Spokane to Tri-Cities (East to Southwest): 

Washington:  

Railroad: Burlington Northern Santa Fe  

• Cheney, WA 99004, 11,018 - http://www.cityofcheney.org/ 
• Sprague, WA 99032, 435 - http://www.sprague-wa.us/City_Government.html 
• Ritzville, WA 99169, 1,678 - www.ritzville-wa.gov/ 
• Lind, WA 99341, 572 - http://www.lindwa.com/ 
• Hatton, WA 99344, 102- http://www.mrsc.org/cityprofiles/cityprofile.aspx?id=95 
• Connell, WA 99326, 5,421 - http://www.cityofconnell.com/ 
• Mesa, WA 99343, 501 - http://www.mrsc.org/cityprofiles/cityprofile.aspx?id=137 
• Pasco, WA, 65,600 - http://www.pasco-wa.gov/ 
• Kennewick, WA, 75,971 - http://www.go2kennewick.com/go2kennewick/default.aspx 

Northwest Route from Tri-Cities to Auburn (East to Northwest): 

Washington: 

Railroad: Burlington Northern Santa Fe  

• Benton City, WA 99320, 3,142 - http://www.ci.benton-city.wa.us/city_government.htm 
• Prosser, WA 99350, 5,799 - http://cityofprosser.com/ 
• Mabton, WA 98935, 2,323 - http://www.cityofmabton.com/ 
• Toppenish, WA 98948, 9,017 - http://www.cityoftoppenish.us/ 
• Wapato, WA 98951, 5,065 - http://wapato-city.org/ 
• Union Gap, WA 98903, 6,060 - http://www.cityofuniongap.com/ 
• Yakima, WA, 93,101 - http://www.yakimawa.gov/ 
• Selah, WA 98942, 7,333 - http://ci.selah.wa.us/cityHome.html 
• Ellensburg, WA, 18,348 - http://www.ci.ellensburg.wa.us/ 
• Cle Elum, WA 98922, 1,890 - http://www.cityofcleelum.com/ 
• Maple Valley, WA, 24,171 - http://www.maplevalleywa.gov/ 
• Covington, WA 98042, 18,298 - http://www.covingtonwa.gov/ 
• ** Auburn, WA, 73,505 - http://www.auburnwa.gov/home.htm 

* - Both Western Routes travel through the Columbia River Gorge, one on the north side (Washington 
Side) and one on the south side (Oregon Side);  

* Western Route from Tri-Cities to Vancouver, WA (East to West along the Columbia River Gorge, WA 
side): 

Washington: 

Railroad: Burlington Northern Santa Fe  

• Lyle, WA 98635, 530* - http://www.a2zgorge.info/towns/lyle.htm 
• White Salmon, WA 98672, 2,259 - http://white-salmon.net/content/city-white-salmon 
• Stevenson, WA 98648, 1,482 - http://ci.stevenson.wa.us/ 
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• North Bonneville, WA 98639, 961 - http://www.northbonneville.net/ 
• Washougal, WA 98671, 14,584 - http://www.cityofwashougal.us/ 
• Camas, WA 98607, 20,490 - http://www.cityofcamas.us/ 
• Vancouver, WA, 165,489 - http://www.cityofvancouver.us/ 

* Southwest Route from Tri-Cities to Portland, OR (East to West along the Columbia River Gorge, OR 
side): 

Oregon:  

Railroad: Union Pacific  

• Hermiston, OR 97838, 17,111 - http://www.hermiston.or.us/ 
• Boardman, OR 97818, 3,335 - http://www.cityofboardman.com/ 
• Rufus, OR 97050, 243 - http://www.cityofrufus.net/ 
• The Dalles, OR 97058, 13,783 - http://www.ci.the-dalles.or.us/ 
• Mosier, OR 97040, 437 - http://cityofmosier.com/ 
• Hood River, OR 97031, 7,292 - http://ci.hood-river.or.us/ 
• Cascade Locks, OR 97014, 1,149 - http://www.cascade-locks.or.us/ 
• Troutdale, OR 97060, 16,425 - http://www.ci.troutdale.or.us/ 
• Wood Village, OR 97060, 3,960 - http://www.ci.wood-village.or.us/ 
• Fairview, OR 97024, 9,153 - http://fairvieworegon.gov/ 
• Gresham, OR 97030, 108,956 - https://greshamoregon.gov/ 
• Portland, OR, 603,106 - http://www.portlandoregon.gov/ 

Sub-Route from Portland to Port of Westward CBR Proposal near Clatskanie, Oregon (East to 
West): 

Oregon:  

Railroad: Portland & Western Railroad (Genesee & Wyoming)   

• Scappoose, OR 97056, 6,658 - http://www.ci.scappoose.or.us/ 
• St. Helens, OR 97051, 12,910 - http://www.ci.st-helens.or.us/ 
• Columbia City, OR 97018, 1,940 - http://www.columbia-city.org/ 
• Rainier, OR 97048, 1,889 - http://www.cityofrainier.com/ 

North Route from Vancouver to Centralia (South to North): 

Washington: 

Railroad: Burlington Northern Santa Fe  

• Ridgefield, WA 98642, 5,260 - http://www.ci.ridgefield.wa.us/ 
• Woodland, WA 98674, 5,540 - http://www.ci.woodland.wa.us/ 
• Kalama, WA 98625, 2,323 - http://www.cityofkalama.com/ 
• Kelso, WA, 11,832 - http://www.kelso.gov/  
• Longview, WA, 36,458 - http://www.mylongview.com/ 
• Castle Rock, WA 98611, 1,984 - http://ci.castle-rock.wa.us/index.htm 
• Vader, WA 98593, 619 - http://www.mrsc.org/cityprofiles/cityprofile.aspx?id=241 
• Winlock, WA 98596, 1,329 - http://www.winlockwa.govoffice2.com/ 
• Napavine, WA 98565, 1,766 - http://www.cityofnapavine.com/ 
• Chehalis, WA, 7,298 - http://ci.chehalis.wa.us/ 
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• Centralia, WA, 16,505 - http://www.cityofcentralia.com/  

West Sub-Route from Centralia to Hoquiam (East to West to the Port of Grays Harbor 
proposed oil terminals): 

Washington:  

Railroad: Puget Sound & Pacific (Genesee & Wyoming) 

• Rochester, WA 98579, 1,829* - http://www.rochester-wa.com/ 
• Oakville, WA 98568, 676 - http://www.oakvillecityhall.com/ 
• Elma, WA 98541, 3,052 - http://www.cityofelma.com/ 
• Montesano, WA 98563, 3,905  - http://www.montesano.us/ 
• Aberdeen, WA, 16,529 - http://aberdeenwa.gov/ 
• Hoquiam, WA, 8,535 - http://www.cityofhoquiam.com/ 

North Route from Centralia to Seattle (South to North):  

Washington: 

Railroad: Burlington Northern Santa Fe  

• Bucoda, WA 98530, 562 - http://bucoda.us/ 
• Tenino, WA 98589, 1,699 - http://www.ci.tenino.wa.us/ 
• Lacey, WA 98503, 43,860 - http://www.ci.lacey.wa.us/ 
• DuPont, WA 98327, 8,808 - http://www.ci.dupont.wa.us/ 
• Steilacoom, WA 98388, 6,070 - http://www.townofsteilacoom.com/ 
• University Place, WA 98466, 31,562 - http://www.cityofup.com/ 
• Tacoma, WA, 202,010 - http://www.cityoftacoma.org/ 
• Fife, WA, 98424, 9,333 - http://www.cityoffife.org/  
• Puyallup, WA, 38,147 - http://www.cityofpuyallup.org/ 
• Edgewood, WA 98372, 9,501 - http://www.cityofedgewood.org/ 
• Sumner, WA 98390, 9,541 - http://ci.sumner.wa.us/ 
• Pacific, WA 98047, 6,838 - http://www.cityofpacific.com/ 
• Algona, WA 98001, 3,101 - http://www.algonawa.gov/ 
• ** Auburn, WA, 73,505 - http://www.auburnwa.gov/home.htm 
• Kent, WA, 122,999 - http://kentwa.gov/ 
• Tukwila, WA, 19,611 - http://www.tukwilawa.gov/ 
• Renton, WA, 95,448 - http://rentonwa.gov/government/ 
• Seattle, WA, 634,535 - http://www.seattle.gov/ 

North Route from Seattle, WA to Vancouver, BC (South to North): 

Washington: 

Railroad: Burlington Northern Santa Fe  

• Shoreline, WA, 54,352 - http://www.cityofshoreline.com/ 
• Woodway, WA 98020, 1,322 - http://www.townofwoodway.com/ 
• Edmonds, WA, 40,400 - http://www.ci.edmonds.wa.us/ 
• Lynnwood, WA (North Lynnwood), 36,275 - http://www.ci.lynnwood.wa.us/ 
• Mukilteo, WA, 98275, 20,605 - http://www.ci.mukilteo.wa.us/ 
• ** Everett, WA, 104,655 - http://www.ci.everett.wa.us/default.aspx 
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• Marysville, WA, 62,402 - http://www.marysville.ca.us/ 
• Stanwood, WA 98292, 6,422 - http://www.ci.stanwood.wa.us/ 
• Mt Vernon, WA, 32,287 - http://www.mountvernonwa.gov/ 
• Burlington, WA, 98233, 8,470 - http://burlingtonwa.gov/ 

Anacortes Refinery:  

• Anacortes, WA, 98221, 15,928 - http://www.cityofanacortes.org/ 

North Route (Cont.): 

Washington:  

Railroad: Burlington Northern Santa Fe  

• Bellingham, WA, 82,234 - http://www.cob.org/ 
• Ferndale, WA 98248, 11,998 - http://www.cityofferndale.org/ 
• Blaine, WA 98230, 4,831 - http://www.ci.blaine.wa.us/ 

British Columbia, Canada: 

Railroad: Burlington Northern Santa Fe/Canada National  

• White Rock, BC, 19,339* - http://www.whiterockcity.ca/ 
• Surrey, BC, 468,251* - http://www.surrey.ca/ 
• Delta, BC (Corporation/Municipality Includes Cities), 99,863* - http://www.corp.delta.bc.ca/ 
• New Westminster, BC, 65,976* - http://www.newwestcity.ca/ 
• Burnaby, BC, 223,218* - http://www.burnaby.ca/home.html 
• Vancouver, BC, 603,502* - http://vancouver.ca/ 

Some Facts: 

Total Cities along routes including populations divided up by State/Province: 

• 3 Communities in North Dakota, 20,385 Total Pop. 
• 15 in Montana, 48,359 
• 3 in Idaho, 17,037  
• 91 in Washington, 2,785,377 
• 16 in Oregon, 808,347 
• 6 in British Columbia, Canada, 1,480,149 

= 134 Communities in total with a combined population of just over 5,159,654 people.  

Large cities such as Seattle and Portland are sprawling; not all of their populace lies directly near or 
around the railroad. It is advisable then for a more accurate population number, to subtract major 
cities from the totals provided above. Note, population totals are derived from within the city/town 
boundaries, and do not represent rural or unincorporated areas.  

Cite Sources: 

• US Census Bureau – Census Explorer - 
http://www.census.gov/censusexplorer/censusexplorer.html 

• Census of Canada – Statistic Canada, Census Data Navigator - 
http://www12.statcan.gc.ca/census-recensement/2011/dp-pd/map-carte/index-eng.cfm  
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Received: 5/27/2014 2:12:06 AM
Commenter: Thomas Gordon
Organization: 
Address: 642 I Street  Washougal, Washington 98671 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
The additional placement of crude oil tanks in the Grays Harbor area only increases the danger to the towns, residents of
 the area, the fishing and oyster beds, and the environment. www.lightningsafety.com/nlsi_lls/Causes-of-Failures-in-
Bulk-Storage.pdf This study details the causes of many tank failures, including those caused by lightning. One tank
 farm failure resulted in the biggest explosion in Europe since WWII. The causes of tank failures are many: earthquakes,
 human error, tank structural failure, and poor footing for the tanks. This study cites failures all over the world,
 including the United States. The chances for these failures can be lessened, but not eliminated. Tank failures occur.
 Please include tank safety issues in your EIS scope for the Westway and Imperium Renewables Expansion Projects. 
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Commenter: Shaun Hubbard
Organization: San Juan Islanders for Safe Shipping
Address:   ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000304-63822.docx Size = 89 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
Please see attached Word document. Thank you.
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San Juan Islanders for Safe Shipping 
PO BOX 805 • FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250 

 
 
May 27, 2014 
 
 
Ms. Sally Toteff, Washington State Department of Ecology 
Mr. Brian Shay, City of Hoquiam 
Submitted via web comment form: 
https://public.commentworks.com/cwx/westwayimperiumcommentform/ 
 
 
Re: EIS Scoping Comments on Westway and Imperium Terminals Proposal 
 
Dear Ms. Toteff and Mr. Shay, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to submit comments on the two proposed oil terminals in Grays 
Harbor, Washington: Westway Terminal Company and Imperium Terminal Services.  
 
I am writing on behalf of San Juan Islanders for Safe Shipping, a grassroots educational outreach 
and advocacy group in the San Juan Islands focused on shipping safety and oil spill prevention, 
preparedness, and response.  San Juan Islanders for Safe Shipping formed in response to 
several proposals for new and expanding terminal projects that would increase the numbers of 
vessels in our waters and subsequently increase the risk of a major oil spill.  Our members 
reside, work, and recreate on or in view of our marine environment.  A major oil spill would 
directly and adversely impact our environment, economy, and quality of life. 
 
Therefore, we are submitting our request that the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for 
these projects include an evaluation of the potential marine vessel related impacts of these 
proposed projects on the environment and economy of San Juan County.  
 
San Juan County’s air, water, fish, and fowl migrate over long distances on our planet.  
Thousands of species spend all or part of their life cycle in San Juan County, with 113 Salish Sea 
species listed as threatened, endangered, of concern, or candidates for listing.  Their health 
directly affects our quality of our life in San Juan County.  The impacts from the proposed 
Westway and Imperium Terminals do not exist in an isolated bubble that can be drawn only 
around the location of the proposed terminal.  A terminal-specific or site-specific EIS will not 
adequately consider the cumulative impact of the transportation, storage, shipment, and use of 
fossil fuels on the environment and the jobs that directly and indirectly depend upon a healthy 
Salish Sea ecosystem or upon the health of our citizens and visitors, and the local economy. 
 
San Juan County’s economy is inextricably connected to the beauty of its environment and the 
health of its ecosystems.   Many islanders depend upon a healthy and sustainable salmon 
fishery and Orca population.  Jobs are directly tied to commercial and recreational fishing and 
shellfish farming. The tourist industry is the engine that runs our economy.  People come to the 
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PO BOX 805 • FRIDAY HARBOR WA 98250 

San Juan Islands from all over the world to enjoy the beautiful environment and to see birds 
and sea life.  
 
Southern Resident Killer Whales (SRKW), also known as Orca whales, are San Juan County’s 
icon. These charismatic marine mammals are loved by our residents and are a major tourist 
attraction and economic driver for San Juan County. The Southern Resident Killer (Orca) Whale 
was listed as endangered in 2005.  Since then the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration (NOAA) has funded studies of Southern Resident Killer (Orca) Whales to better 
understand how they can be protected.  A key part of this effort is defining Critical Habitat 
areas that are essential for their traveling, foraging, resting, and reproduction.  
 
It is well-established that Southern Resident Killer (Orca) Whales spend much of the summer 
near the San Juan and Canadian Gulf Islands, but winter sightings had been rare until a recent 
NOAA-funded project tracked the winter travels of the Southern Resident Killer (Orca) Whale K 
pod along the outer coast from Northern California to the Strait of San Juan de Fuca.  K pod 
spent the most time between December 29, 2012 and February 22, 2013 outside the mouth of 
the Columbia River and along the coast to the north and south of the mouth of the river -- this 
means that their route takes them near Grays Harbor and the proposed terminals. The Orca are 
presumed to have been feasting on upper Columbia and Snake River Chinook salmon that were 
transiting these waters at the time.  The Chinook salmon is the preferred food of the Southern 
Resident Killer (Orca) Whales and their birth rates are strongly correlated with the abundance 
of Chinook salmon. 
 
The following link shows a map of K Pod’s travels: 
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=8ApK0SYothA 

 
The proposed Westway and Imperium Terminal’s EIS must address the adverse impacts to 
Chinook salmon.  What would be the adverse impacts to Chinook salmon from the construction 
and the on-going operation of the proposed Westway and Imperium Terminals and associated 
rail lines, docks, ship loaders, and equipment?  What would be the adverse impacts to Chinook 
salmon from the on-going adverse impacts to water quality from storm water runoff? 
 
What would be the cumulative adverse impacts to Chinook salmon from the increased vessel 
traffic associated with the Westway and Imperium Terminals and all other proposed fossil fuel 
terminal projects in Washington State?  What would be the cumulative adverse impacts from 
multiple smaller fuel spills over time to Chinook salmon?  What would be the cumulative 
adverse impacts from multiple moderately-sized fuel spills over time to Chinook salmon?  
What would be the adverse impacts to Chinook salmon from a single catastrophic fuel spill? 
What would be the adverse impacts to Chinook salmon smolts during migration from oil spills 
of all sizes and in particular from heavy (also referred to as persistent) oils? 
 
Where will the vessels associated with the Westway and Imperium Terminals receive their 
propulsion fuel and what would be the adverse impacts to Chinook salmon from that vessel 
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traffic and the bunkering?  What would be the adverse impacts, including the increased risks of 
oil spills, to the waters of San Juan County from the transport of propulsion fuel from any of 
Washington State’s refineries to the cargo vessels associated with the Westway and Imperium 
Terminals? What would be the adverse impacts to the health of San Juan County’s residents 
and visitors, including any propulsion fuel particulate impacts on air quality? 
 
Executive Order 12-07, Washington’s Response to Ocean Acidification, includes implementation 
of the recommendations of Governor Gregoire’s Blue Ribbon Panel on Ocean Acidification; the 
number one recommendation is reduce emissions of carbon dioxide.  The proposed Westway 
and Imperium Terminals present a direct contradiction to Executive Order 12-07, Washington’s 
Response to Ocean Acidification. 
 
The proposed Westway and Imperium Terminal’s EIS must address ocean acidification’s risk to 
San Juan County’s marine species and ecosystems.  The burning of fossil fuels releases carbon 
dioxide into our oceans and contributes to ocean acidification.  Based on the amount of crude 
oil proposed to be exported and subsequently burned, what would be the impacts of increased 
ocean acidification in the waters of San Juan County?  What would be the costs of the increased 
ocean acidification’s impacts on recreational and commercial shellfish?  What would be the 
impacts to the spawning of shellfish for recreational and commercial harvest?  What would be 
the impacts to the wildlife that feed on shellfish?  What would be the impacts to the pteropods 
that comprise much of the diet of juvenile salmon?  What would be the costs associated with 
the increased ocean acidification?  
 
Chinook salmon are the preferred diet of the Endangered Southern Resident Killer (Orca) 
Whales.  As their food supply declines, SRKW numbers will inevitably decline as well. What 
would be the economic costs to San Juan County from the adverse impacts of ocean 
acidification to Southern Resident Killer (Orca) Whales? 
 
The burning of fossil fuels releases carbon dioxide that contributes to global Climate Change. 
Based on the tonnage of crude oil proposed to be exported and subsequently burned, what 
would be the impacts of the acceleration of Climate Change to San Juan County?  What would 
be the costs from associated increased storm winds, ocean surges, and precipitation?  What 
would be the impacts due to sea level rise?  What would be the costs associated with sea level 
rise?  What would be the costs associated with more intense storms coinciding with the highest 
“King Tides?” 
 
The burning of fossil fuels releases carbon dioxide. Based on the amount of crude oil proposed 
to be exported and subsequently burned, what amount of CO2 emissions will be released and 
what amount of that will increase the pollutant content of San Juan County seafood and the 
people and wildlife that feed upon that seafood? Prevailing winds send CO2 from the burning 
of fossil fuels in Asia back towards the U. S. Pacific Northwest.  What would be the impacts of 
the increased greenhouse gas emissions?  How would the increase of CO2 emissions impact fish 
consumption rates?  What would be the costs associated with the increased air pollution?  
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What would be the impacts on the health and reproduction of the Southern Resident Killer 
(Orca) Whales? 
 
We look forward to the draft EIS that addresses all of our comments with in-depth analysis and 
with reasonable alternatives identified, including the no-build option. Should the projects be 
permitted, all feasible mitigation measures should be required to be implemented. Thank you 
for this opportunity to comment on the scope of the EIS for the proposed Westway and 
Imperium Terminals. 
  
 
Sincerely,  

 
 
Shaun Hubbard, Member 
San Juan Islanders for Safe Shipping 
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Submission Text
Thank you for this opportunity to comment on these two proposed projects. Imperium and Westway. I would like to
 incorporate by reference comments from the Quinault Indian Nation, Washington Environmental Council, Climate
 Solutions, Friends of the Earth (FOE) and Friends of Grays Harbor (FOE).Here are my areas of concern. 1. Community
 Impacts: The effects of more trains causing traffic backups that will limit accessibility between homes, businesses,
 emergency resources, including police and fire fighters.Decrease in land and property values due to increased rail
 disruption, noise and vibrations. Increase in Home Owners Insurance for areas affected by the rail. 2.Disasters:
 Evaluate potential damage from severe disasters such as an earthquake,tsunami, landslides and hurricanes.Discuss
 mitigation planned to prevent massive pollution. 3. Derailments: There have been three derailments in the last three
 weeks in Grays Harbor county. The April 29, 2014 was investigated and determined to be cause due to "heavy rain".
 Considering this area has some the highest rain levels in the continental United States,how will this be mitigated?
 4.Public Safety:Increased safety concerns because of crude by rail, including,automobile and train collisions,derailment
 accidents and explosions (actual and perceived).5. Environmental Impacts: Threats to streams, wetlands, fishing areas,
 shellfish beds, and migratory bird habitats, oceans and all marine life. These threats should be evaluated along the
 entire transport route of the crude oil- from possible areas where the crude oil is sourced to Grays Harbor and beyond.
 This includes threat of oil spills, air emissions, accidents, and the infrastructure updates required to transport the crude
 oil on the environmental resources. 6.Climate Impacts: Evaluate greenhouse gas emissions from the
 fracking,transporting-both by rail and marine vessels-as well as the refining and burning of this crude oil.7. Public
 Health: Include the health risks from increased train traffic, air emissions from the diesel used in the trains,and the
 emissions from storage tanks and transfer of the oil. Evaluation should include a separate Health Impact Assessment, an
 objective evaluation of the potential health impacts and who will pay for a potential increase on the health care system.
 I want to thank you for considering my comments and concerns.These proposals bring serious risks to our community,
 economy, quality of life and enviornment
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Commenter: Peggy Ames Nerud 
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Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
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Submission Text
It is well known the health factors due to the present methods of transporting coal. It seems to me that those issues need
 to be addressed and fixed before coal transportation is expanded. Pleas put peoples lives first. Peggy Ames Nerud
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Commenter: Steve Rogers
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Address: PO Box 187  South Bend, Washington 98586 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
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Submission Text
As a Pacific County commissioner and Willapa Harbor native, I am very concerned about the potential for a Grays
 Harbor oil-related disaster affecting the very clean waters of Willapa Bay. Recent derailments and an obviously shaky
 railroad infrastructure point to potential disaster. This is not good. We have worked hard for generations to take care of
 our bay and the potential for pollution from an outside source is very disheartening. We have a robust shellfish industry
 thanks to the folks who have treated our waters with respect for over a century. We have earned the right to have our
 waters respected. Steve Rogers Pacific County Commissioner Chair, South Bend School District Board of Directors
 President, Pacific County Historical Society President, Kiwanis of South Bend. 
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Commenter: Eric Holmes
Organization: City of Vancouver
Address: 415 W 6th Street  Vancouver, Washington 98668 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000308-63827.pdf Size = 341 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
The attached scoping comments are submitted to you on behalf of the City of Vancouver and the Vancouver City
 Council for consideration in determining the scope of the environmental impact statements for the Westway and
 Imperium Expansion Projects.
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415 W. 6th St. • P.O. Box 1995 • Vancouver, WA 98668-1995 • www.cityofvancouver.us 

 

May 23, 2014 

 

VIA FIRST CLASS MAIL 

 

Imperium and Westway EISs 

c/o ICF International 

710 Second Avenue, Suite 550 

Seattle, WA 98104  

 

RE:   Westway and Imperium Expansion Projects 

 

Dear Responsible Officials: 

 

These scoping comments are submitted to you on behalf of the City of Vancouver and the 

Vancouver City Council for consideration in determining the scope of the environmental impact 

statements for the Westway and Imperium Expansion Projects.  These projects, if approved, will 

result in a significant increase in the amount of petroleum products transported through 

Vancouver by rail.  The Imperium project is estimated to generate in two unit trains per day.  The 

Westway project is estimated to generate one unit train per day.   

The City requests that the analysis include the entire range of probable significant adverse 

environmental impacts associated, not only with the proposed projects, but also with the 

transportation of the commodities to the project sites by rail. The EIS must consider alternatives 

to the project including a no action alternative.
1
   

Cumulative Impacts: 

The EIS should also include an analysis of the cumulative impacts associated with other projects 

under consideration in the region that may have impacts that are similar to the proposed project.  

The analysis should consider the impacts of the proposed Tesoro Savage oil terminal in 

Vancouver, Washington.   

Environmental Health: 

The EIS should review the following: 

                                                           
1
 WAC 197-11-440(5) 
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 Exposure to toxic chemicals –  

A full study of the impacts of the potential emissions on the population, including impact 

to those in poor health. 

 Noise –  

There are at least 26 at-grade crossings within Vancouver city limits, and many of these 

are unsignalized crossings.  Impacts from train horn, locomotive and rail car noise to 

nearby residents or employees should be studied in the EIS. 

 Risk of Fire, Spills and Explosion –  

Bakken crude oil is recognized as being highly volatile.  The disaster at Lac-Megantic, 

Quebec, in which 47 lives were lost, demonstrates beyond question the danger posed by 

shipping this commodity through population centers. Analysis should include a review of 

the Federal Railroad Administration’s “Operation Classification” undertaken due to its 

“specific safety concerns about the proper classification of crude oil being shipped by 

rail, the subsequent determination or selection of the proper tank car packaging used for 

transporting crude oil, and the corresponding tank car outage requirements.”  The 

Association of American Railroads
2
 recently commented to the Pipeline and Hazardous 

Materials Safety Administration on the need to revise and upgrade the standards for 

DOT-111 cars used to transport crude oil.
3
  The EIS needs to identify the potential for the 

risks of explosion and if and how those can be mitigated to nonsignificant levels. The 

mitigation measures to be analyzed need to include the proper equipping of first 

responders.  

Land and Shoreline Use 

This element addresses whether the proposal is compatible with existing and projected land uses 

and plans. For this proposal, the following should be addressed: 

In October 2009, the City unanimously approved the master plan for the Columbia Waterfront 

Development project, which calls for the development of 3,300 residential units and 1 million 

square feet of commercial space on 32 acres of riverfront property.  This site is bordered by the 

BNSF railroad tracks that will be used to transport the oil to the projects.  On November 4, 2013, 

the Vancouver City Council unanimously approved the Waterfront Park Plan that calls for a 7.3-

acre park and trail within the Waterfront Development project.  The City has invested $45 

million in transportation improvements to serve the Waterfront Development project.  The EIS 

needs to identify the impacts of the projects and other reasonably foreseeable projects on the 

                                                           
2
 The AAR is a trade association whose membership includes freight railroads that operate 82 percent of the line-

haul mileage, employ 95 percent of the workers, and account for 97 percent of the freight revenues of all railroads 
in the United States. 
3
 See AAR comments submitted in Docket NO. PHMSA—2012—0082. 
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Waterfront Development project and identify how these impacts will be reduced to 

nonsignificant level.  The EIS should also address: 

 Impact of the proposal on the viability of the city’s Vancouver City Center Vision 

Subarea Plan 

 Impacts on existing land and shoreline uses  

 Impacts on envisioned future uses 

 Impacts to parks and public spaces 

Housing 

This element addresses impacts to housing. There are areas within the city zoned for residential 

development that are located along the BNSF railroad tracks. The additional train traffic will 

reduce access to these areas. The following impacts should be analyzed: 

 Impacts of noise on existing and planned residential development along the railroad 

corridor 

 Impacts to access to existing and proposed residential development as a result of 

additional rail traffic.  

Transportation 

This element addresses all modes of transportation. This includes rail, ship, air, personal 

vehicles, public transportation, trucks, busses etc. 

The oil will be transported to the project sites over rail running through Vancouver.  There will 

be 6 (3 inbound and 3 outbound) unit trains serving the projects every day.  A unit train is 100 to 

110 cars long.  Each unit is approximately one and a half miles long.  The EIS needs to analyze 

the following: 

 The cumulative impacts to vehicular and passenger rail transportation caused by the 

increase in rail traffic associated with the projects when added to other past, present, and 

reasonably foreseeable future actions regardless of what agency or person undertakes 

such other actions. 

 Identify any rail infrastructure improvements that need to be made to accommodate the 

increased rail traffic from these projects.   

 Identify impediments to access created by the additional rail traffic. 

Public Services  

This section addresses whether the project could result in an increased need for public services. 

These include, for example: fire protection, police protection, health care, and schools, among 

others. 

Some residential areas along the Columbia River could be entirely cut-off from emergency 

services for extended periods of time and increased frequency due to the length of the unit trains 
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and slow speeds of the trains in city limits, or from trains stopped waiting for other trains to 

move.  Emergency responders may have no alternative but to access these areas by boat.  But 

such a response would be clearly inadequate for fire response or responses to criminal activity. 

The EIS needs to identify and address the impact of the projects and all reasonably foreseeable 

projects on public services provided by emergency responders. These include: 

 Potential impacts to health service providers should there be a spill, chemical release or 

other such incident associated with the projects, rail or river shipping of the commodity. 

 Potential need for additional police officers to assure they are available when there are 

trains blocking the access over the rail lines. 

 An analysis to determine if the City should employ specially trained responders to 

respond to spills, fires, releases of contaminants etc. 

 

The City of Vancouver appreciates this opportunity to provide comments on the appropriate 

scope of the EIS.  The City encourages you to engage in a full and comprehensive review of the 

impacts associated with these projects.   

Sincerely,  

 
ERIC HOLMES 

City Manager 
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Submission Number: 000000309 

Received: 5/27/2014 11:43:25 AM
Commenter: Steve Westrick
Organization: Westport Charters
Address: PO box 466  Westport, Washington 98595 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
I am not in favor of expanding liquid bulk storage terminals anywhere in Grays Harbor period. Please protect our fragile
 but vibrant coastal communities by not allowing any crude by rail projects to go forward. Steve Westrick
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Submission Number: 000000310 

Received: 5/27/2014 12:46:37 PM
Commenter: Robin Moore
Organization: 
Address: PO Box 813  Hoquiam, Washington 98550 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
In all we undertake, there are acceptable and unacceptable risks. One may risk a walk on a rainy day, but not on a day
 when sidewalks are covered in ice. The risks associated with these expansion projects have been extensively
 enumerated during this scoping process. They may be acceptable for the corporations involved. Corporations only risk
 their capital investments. The risks are not acceptable to the people of Grays Harbor or Washington State. Not
 culturally, not financially, not environmentally. No mitigation plan is adequate. Stop the madness now.
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Submission Number: 000000311 

Received: 5/27/2014 1:06:34 PM
Commenter: Jeanette Richoux
Organization: 
Address: 735 P Street  Port Townsend, Washington 98368 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Dear Department of Ecology and City of Hoquiam, The Westway and Imperium terminal proposals in Grays Harbor
 will have significant impacts on the Olympic Peninsula, my community, our waterways, and the future of our state. The
 Environmental Impact Statement for these projects should include an evaluation of: • Cumulative impact of the
 proposed projects in Grays Harbor, and other similar oil and fossil fuel transport projects across the region. The
 evaluation should include the increased risks related to all these projects and the impacts they would have,
 cumulatively, on our region. • Risks of oil spills in our marine environment – increased vessel traffic and associated
 increased amounts of oil traveling through waterways mean a higher risk of oil spills, especially given the lack of tug
 escorts available to tankers. The EIS should also consider what the economic impacts of a spill, including to the
 shellfish, fishing, and tourism industries, would have on Grays Harbor and the state. • Risks from crude oil. Putting in
 place this infrastructure would allow Bakken crude oil and oil from the Canadian Tar Sands to come to Grays Harbor.
 The EIS should include an evaluation of the risks, resources needed to prevent spills, and response required related to
 these different oils. Bakken crude oil has been shown to be more explosive, putting our communities and first
 responders at greater risks. Tar sands sink and make cleanup of any spills much more difficult and expensive. •
 Community impacts, particularly the impacts of more trains causing traffic backups that will impact accessibility
 between homes, businesses, emergency resources, and communities on both sides of the rail tracks from Spokane to
 Grays Harbor. • Public health. The EIS should include the health risks to communities from Spokane to Grays Harbor
 from increased train traffic, air emissions from the diesel used in the trains, and the emissions from storage tanks and
 transfer of the oil to oil tankers. Evaluation should include a separate Health Impact Assessment, an objective
 evaluation of the potential health impacts of a project. • Environmental impacts, including threats to streams, wetlands,
 fishing areas, shellfish beds, and migratory bird habitats. These threats should be evaluated along the entire transport
 route of the crude oil – from possible areas where the crude oil is sourced to Grays Harbor to where the crude oil goes
 from Grays Harbor. This includes threat of oil spills, air emissions, accidents, and the infrastructure updates required to
 transport the crude oil on the environmental resources. • Climate impacts related to the greenhouse gas emissions from
 the fracking, transporting – both by rail and marine vessels – as well as the refining and burning of this crude oil. Of
 particular importance is the threat of oil spills and other accidents and the impact based on the type of crude oil –
 Bakken or Canadian Tar Sands – and how, based on the type of crude oil, a spills and accident would be prevented,
 and, in the case of an accident, cleaned up. Thank you for your consideration of these comments. 
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Submission Number: 000000312 

Received: 5/27/2014 1:29:27 PM
Commenter: Bruce Hoeft
Organization: 
Address: 508 N 11th St  Tacoma, Washington 98403 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
The EIS should identify how many jobs are dependent on a healthy Grays Harbor: the shellfish businesses, the crabbers,
 the fisheries, not only in the estuary, but in all the coastal waters affected by anticipated oil transport vessels. The
 review should also quantify the employment derived from recreation in clean waters: beach combing, clamming,
 surfing, fishing, whale and bird watching, whatever brings tourists to the coast. We should know the total number of
 jobs, the cumulative income we have now, and the tax revenue derived from that commerce. The review should
 quantify indirect revenue streams as well: rentals, hotels, gas, restaurants. The impact of oil transport threats on existing
 commerce should be identified. The EIS should identify the jobs, income, and tax revenue placed in jeopardy along the
 entire in-state rail route, especially along the spur line following the Chehalis River. The EIS should identify the
 magnitude of the inevitable routine pollution that will happen with the proposed oil transport program, as well as the
 revenue loss that will follow due to the pollution. Who will pay for monitoring and clean-up? The EIS should identify
 the costs and loss of income that will occur when a catastrophic spill happens. The EIS should identify who pays for
 spill response and cleanup. The EIS should incorporate the cumulative impact of all three oil port proposals. Even
 though US Development is not a part of this review, all three projects could be approved, and the total impact is
 germane to a realistic review. The EIS should identify the characteristics and risks of oil transport. Oil is not a wood
 product, nor is it like other bulk liquids with which the Port is familiar. The consequences of a spill are hugely different,
 and those consequences should be thoroughly examined. Is the Port prepared to deal with accidents in oil transport,
 such as those which have recently occurred with rail traffic from Centralia? Is the Port prepared to deal with accidents
 such as the one that happened in Lac Megantic, Quebec? Is the Port prepared to respond to oil spill in the estuary? If
 not, then what measures should be taken to establish adequate preparation, and who would pay for that? Do Westway
 and Imperium and the rail lines have adequate insurance to pay for the kind of accidents that may happen? The EIS
 should seriously look at the safety of building oil storage and transport facilities on geologically unstable materials, and
 the likely impact of the type of earthquake that could happen here. Additionally, are the proposed sites reasonable given
 the likelihood of a tsunami event inside the harbor? The data incorporated into the EIS should be derived from
 independent sources, and not from those who benefit financially if the project is approved. 
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Submission Number: 000000313 

Received: 5/27/2014 1:41:04 PM
Commenter: Robert Whitlock
Organization: 
Address: 502 Tullis Street NE  Olympia, Washington 98506 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000313-63833.jpg Size = 1488 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
Dear Reviewer, Thank you for accepting and considering my comments for the scope of environmental review of the
 proposed Westway and Imperium oil terminal projects. I will get to the point: I would like to see an eis that includes all
 impacts, from local to global. From risk related to rail and marine shipping. To overall economic and ecological
 impacts. In specific, human societies currently exist beyond the sustainable carrying capacity of the planet. The oil
 terminals will be slated to handle fuels from extreme extraction projects, like Bakken formation fracking, and Canadian
 oil sands. How do these extreme extraction projects stand to affect the current overall unsustainable economic
 relationship between human societies and the planet? Is it possible that they will push activities even further beyond the
 point of sustainability? Do we owe it to future generations to bring overall activities back into sustainability (much less
 harmony) with the natural world? Or do we send a curse along to grandchildren and future generations. What do you
 think? Thank you, Robert F. W. Whitlock Olympia, WA (360) 259-4291 attached photo of Northbound Oil Unit Train
 switching tracks while passing by Yelm Highway / Amtrak Centennial Station also video:
 http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=71Ul2-bgRAo
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Submission Number: 000000314 

Received: 5/27/2014 1:45:40 PM
Commenter: Kristen L. Boyles
Organization: Quinault Indian Nation, c/o Earthjustice
Address: 705 Second Avenue, Suite 203  Seattle, Washington 98104 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000314-63835.pdf Size = 720 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
Attached to this Comment Form are the Scoping Comments on Proposed Westway and Imperium Crude-by Rail
 Terminals and Index of Exhibits, submitted on behalf of The Quinault Indian Nation. Due to the volume of exhibits, a
 CD containing the 92 exhibits supporting these Comments, as well as the original of the Comments and Index of
 Exhibits, are being hand delivered today.
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May 27, 2014 

 

 

 

Via Web Portal and Hand-Delivery 

 

Imperium and Westway EISs 

c/o ICF International 

710 Second Avenue, Suite 550 

Seattle, WA  98104 

https://public.commentworks.com/cwx/westwayimperiumcommentform/ 

 

Re: Scoping Comments on Proposed Westway and Imperium Crude-by-Rail 

Terminals 

 

Greetings: 

 

 On April 4, 2014, the City of Hoquiam and Washington Department of Ecology issued a 

Determination of Significance Scoping Notice for the environmental impact statement to be 

prepared under the State Environmental Policy Act (“SEPA”) for the proposed Westway and 

Imperium crude-by-rail terminals.  The following scoping comments are submitted on behalf of 

the Quinault Indian Nation to help the decision-makers identify issues that must be addressed 

during the environmental review process.  The Quinault appreciate the opportunity to provide 

these comments and supporting materials, included on CD submitted with this letter for inclusion 

in the administrative record. 

 

 In these scoping comments, we raise specific issues and impacts that we feel Hoquiam 

and Ecology must consider.  SEPA and RCW 80.50 require a much broader review than the on-

the-ground footprints of these proposed facilities.  We stress our concern about the geographic 

scope of the environmental review.  While these projects would be physically located at the Port 

of Grays Harbor, the area of impact is much greater.  On the terrestrial side, the rail impacts, 

including rail traffic, derailment and explosion risks, and diesel emissions, begin in drill sites in 

North Dakota or Alberta, Canada and extend through communities in Montana, Idaho, and 

Washington.  On the marine side, impacts from crude oil shipping, including ocean-going vessel 

traffic and emissions, interference with treaty-protected tribal fishing rights, risks of collisions, 

and impacts to near-shore environments, extend from the dock at Hoquiam through Grays 

Harbor, and then to the final, undisclosed destinations across open ocean. 

 

 Within that geographic scope, the direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts of particular 

issues should be addressed, including: (1) impacts on federally-guaranteed treaty fishing and 

gathering rights from increased rail and vessel traffic as well as increased oil spill risk; (2) crude 

oil spill and explosion risks and impacts along the rail route, at the facility, in Grays Harbor, and 

in the Pacific Ocean; (3) increased rail and vessel traffic and necessary coordination; (4) impacts 

to streams, wetlands, salmon, and fishing areas; (5) impacts to terrestrial and aquatic fish, 
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wildlife, and plant resources; (6) impacts to air quality and respiratory impacts; (7) seismic and 

liquefaction risks; (8) rail tank car safety; (9) impacts of the terminal on local businesses and 

proposed developments; (10) economic impacts and risks borne by Quinault Indian Nation; 

(11) types of crude oil shipped and their unique properties for health risks, spill clean-up, and 

climate impacts; (12) impacts on historic and cultural resources; (13) climate-related risks from 

sea level rise, storm surge, and expected increase in storm and flooding events; and (14) global 

warming impacts from transportation, refining, and combustion of the oil. 

 

 These projects, by themselves, in combination with the third proposed project for the area 

(U.S. Development), and in combination with other proposed crude oil and coal shipping 

facilities, will cause significant, harmful impacts to tribal treaty fishing and gathering rights, air, 

water, marine environment, fish and wildlife, economics, public health, culture, and communities 

across our region.  It will further contribute to global climate change and hinder Washington 

State’s leadership role in addressing causes of climate change.  In our view, full evaluation of all 

direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts of Westway and Imperium is the first step toward a 

reasoned decision to ultimately reject these proposals. 

 

I. BACKGROUND ON THE WESTWAY AND IMPERIUM PROPOSALS. 

 Extensive crude-by-rail oil transport systems are a recent phenomenon.  Instead of 

pipelines, which are both expensive to build and subject to greater environmental review and 

regulation, crude oil is loaded onto rail tank cars for deliveries to shipping terminals or refineries.  

In 2012, major U.S. railroads transported at least 20 times as many carloads of crude oil as they 

did in 2008.  In Washington State, several proposals—including these—would add marine 

vessels to this patchwork system: the crude oil would arrive by rail, be pumped into large storage 

tanks on fragile shorelines, and then pumped into ocean-going barges or tankers to be taken to 

U.S. refineries or, in certain circumstances, exported.  The crude oil would come from domestic 

or Canadian oil fields. 

 

 Westway Terminal Company proposes five new storage tanks of 200,000 barrels each.  

Westway estimates it will receive 1.25 unit trains per day or 458 train trips (loaded and 

unloaded) a year.  The company estimates that it will add 198-238 oil barge transits through 

Grays Harbor each year. 

 

 Imperium Terminal Services proposes nine new storage tanks of 80,000 barrels each.  

With a capacity to receive 78,000 barrels per day, Imperium may ship almost 28.5 million barrels 

of crude oil per year.  Imperium estimates that the terminal would add 730 train trips annually, 

equaling two, 105-car trains (one loaded with oil on the way in, one empty on the way out) per 

day.  The company estimates 400 ship/barge transits through Grays Harbor per year. 

 

 U.S. Development Group, while not currently included as an applicant in this EIS, 

submitted its application to build a third crude-by-rail project at the Port of Grays Harbor in early 
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April 2014 and must be considered in the cumulative impact review of the first two proposals.  It 

proposes eight storage tanks, each capable of holding over 123,000 barrels of crude oil.  The 

company anticipates receiving one loaded 120 tank car train every two days, and adding 90-120 

Panamax-sized vessel transits through Grays Harbor per year. 

 

 Last year, Hoquiam and Ecology issued determinations of non-significance for Westway 

and Imperium, and Hoquiam issued Shorelines Substantial Development Permits for the two 

projects.  Quinault appealed the MDNS and shorelines permits to the Washington State 

Shorelines Hearings Board, Quinault Indian Nation et al. v. Hoquiam, SHB No. 13-012c (Wash. 

Shorelines Hearings Bd.).  On November 12, 2013, the Shorelines Hearings Board issued an 

order finding the MDNSs invalid and vacating the underlying permits.  Order on Summary 

Judgment, 2013 WL 6062377 (Nov. 12, 2013), amended 2013 WL 6637401 (Dec. 9, 2013).  The 

Board held the MDNS invalid for failing to consider the cumulative impacts from the U.S. 

Development proposal; failing to consider cumulative impacts of the Westway and Imperium 

proposals; and failing to require rail and marine vessel traffic impact analyses before issuing 

permits.  The Board expressed concern about deficiencies in other areas of analysis: “[i]n 

particular, the current record for the Board presents troubling questions of the adequacy of the 

analysis done regarding the potential for individual and cumulative impacts from oil spills, 

seismic events, greenhouse gas emissions, and impacts to cultural resources prior to making the 

threshold determination.”  2013 WL 6637401, *17.  The Board urged the co-leads on remand “to 

identify potential impacts and then analyze how existing laws will mitigate for those impacts.  

The SEPA documents themselves should reflect this analysis.”  Id. at *19.  “The Board also 

encourages the inclusion of more analysis in the SEPA documents, so that the public and future 

reviewing bodies can be confident that the Co-leads analyzed all potential impacts.”  Id. at *18. 

 

II. STATE LAW REQUIRES AGENCIES TO FULLY DISCLOSE AND CONSIDER ALL 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS FROM PROPOSED PROJECTS. 

A. Washington’s State Environmental Policy Act 

 In adopting the State Environmental Policy Act, the Washington legislature declared the 

protection of the environment to be a core state priority.  RCW 43.21C.010.  SEPA declares that 

“[t]he legislature recognizes that each person has a fundamental and inalienable right to a 

healthful environment and that each person has a responsibility to contribute to the preservation 

and enhancement of the environment.”  RCW 43.21C.020(3).  This policy statement, which is 

stronger than a similar statement in the federal counterpart of NEPA, “indicates in the strongest 

possible terms the basic importance of environmental concerns to the people of the state.”  

Leschi v. Highway Comm’n, 84 Wn.2d 271, 279-80 (1974). 

 

 At the heart of SEPA is a requirement to fully analyze the environmental impact of 

projects that have a significant impact on the environment.  RCW 43.21C.031(1).  An EIS is 

required for any action that has a significant effect on the quality of the environment.  
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WAC 197-11-330.  Significance means a “reasonable likelihood of more than a moderate 

adverse impact on environmental quality.”  WAC 197-11-794.  The purpose of this analysis is 

not to generate paperwork.  Rather, the EIS allows decision-makers to make judgments based on 

a fully informed appreciation for the environmental impacts of decisions, the available 

alternatives, and any mitigation that may be appropriate. 

 

 SEPA regulations also explicitly direct that environmental impacts outside the 

jurisdiction of the deciding agency should be considered.  WAC 197-11-060(c).  Crucially, 

agencies are required to assess both the direct impacts of the proposal as well as the indirect 

impacts.  WAC 197-11-060(4)(d).  For example, when considering a government action, a SEPA 

document must also consider the effects of private growth that may be encouraged by this 

government action.  Id.; Cheney v. City of Mountlake Terrace, 87 Wn.2d 338, 344 (1976) (SEPA 

requires that decision-makers consider more than the “narrow, limited environmental impact” of 

the current proposal…agency “cannot close its eyes to the ultimate probable environmental 

consequences” of its current action). 

 

B. Under SEPA, the Responsible Officials Must Evaluate Direct, Indirect, and 

Cumulative Impacts. 

 The primary purpose of an environmental impact statement “is to ensure that SEPA’s 

policies are an integral part of the ongoing programs and actions of state and local government.”  

WAC 197-11-400.  “A proposal’s effects include direct and indirect impacts caused by the 

proposal.  Impacts include those effects resulting from growth caused by a proposal, as well as 

the likelihood that the present proposal will serve as precedent for future actions.”  WAC 197-

11-060(4)(d).  The scope of impacts includes direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts.  

WAC 197-11-792.  “The range of impacts to be analyzed in an EIS (direct, indirect, and 

cumulative impacts, WAC 197-11-792) may be wider than the impacts for which mitigation 

measures are required of applicants.”  WAC 197-11-060(4)(e).  The environmental impact 

statement must address “reasonable alternatives” to the proposed action, including a “no-action” 

alternative, WAC 197-11-440(5).  It is implicit in SEPA that an “agency cannot close its eyes to 

the ultimate probable environmental consequences of its current action.”  Cheney v. City of 

Mountlake Terrace, 87 Wn.2d 338, 344, 552 P.2d 184 (1976). 

 

 For cumulative impacts, the Shorelines Hearings Board concluded “that the standard for 

evaluation of cumulative impacts under SEPA is whether the other project(s) is reasonably 

foreseeable.”  Quinault Indian Nation, 2013 WL 6637401, *12; see also id. at *13 (“‘Inevitable,’ 

however, is not the standard.”).  This conclusion mirrors the federal National Environmental 
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Policy Act’s (“NEPA”)
1
 definition that stresses that cumulative impacts must be “reasonably 

foreseeable”: 

Cumulative impact is the impact on the environment which results from the 

incremental impact of the action when added to other past, present, and 

reasonably foreseeable future actions regardless of what agency … or person 

undertakes such other actions. 

40 C.F.R. § 1508.7. 

 

 Courts applying the “reasonably foreseeable” standard routinely require governmental 

entities to consider impacts from future actions that are still in the planning stages, provided that 

enough is known about those future projects for meaningful consideration to be given to their 

effects.  In W. North Carolina Alliance v. North Carolina Dep’t of Transp., the district court held 

that the state agency erred in not taking into account the cumulative impacts of certain future 

freeway expansion projects when making a finding of no significant impact (“FONSI”) under 

NEPA on a freeway expansion project.  W. N.C. Alliance v. N.C. Dep’t of Transp., 312 F. Supp. 

2d 765, 771-73 (E.D.N.C. 2003).  At the time the FONSI was issued, one of the future projects 

still required the state to acquire rights of way, id. at 771, and another of the projects had not yet 

undergone a feasibility study, id. at 771-72.  The court concluded that “NEPA’s language and 

focus on considering environmental impacts before acting … undermine [the agency’s] position 

that [it was] not required to consider the cumulative impacts from the other connected projects 

because they were not fully funded or planned.”  Id. at 773.  And in Quinault Indian Nation, the 

Shorelines Hearings Board found the U.S. Development proposal reasonably foreseeable, 

because: 

The Co-leads know enough about the USD project to make a general discussion 

of its potential impacts, in combination with the other two pending proposals, 

meaningful.  They know its location on Grays Harbor, which is the same harbor 

as the other two facilities.  They know its purpose, which is the same as the 

Westway and Imperium expansions, is to receive multiple grades of crude-by-rail, 

store it in terminals, and transfer it to vessels.  They know its maximum capacity 

of proposed liquid storage, along with the daily maximum capacity of liquids it 

can handle.  They know the number of anticipated rail unit trains and vessels 

visiting the planned new facility.  This information is sufficient to merit its 

inclusion in the consideration of cumulative impacts from all three projects. 

2013 WL 6637401, *13. 

                                                 
1
 NEPA provisions and case law interpreting NEPA are used in Washington to discern the 

meaning of SEPA and its implementing regulations.  See, e.g., ASARCO v. Air Quality Coal., 

92 Wn.2d 685, 709 (1979); Kucera v. State Dep’t of Transp., 140 Wn.2d 200, 215-16 (2000). 
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C. SEPA Requires Review of Climate Change Impacts. 

 SEPA and its implementing regulations explicitly require consideration of direct and 

indirect climate impacts.  See RCW 43.21C.030(f) (directing agencies to “recognize the world-

wide and long-range character of environmental problems”); WAC 197-11-444 (listing “climate” 

among elements of the environment that must be considered in SEPA review); Rech v. San Juan 

Cnty., 2008 WL 5510438 (Wash. Shorelines Hearings Bd. June 12, 2008) at *12 n.8 (“We 

further note an emerging trend in the case law under the National Environmental Policy Act 

(“NEPA”) and state NEPA analogues in which courts are increasingly requiring agencies to 

analyze climate change impacts during environmental assessments.”).  The Washington Supreme 

Court has ruled that the state should look to NEPA for guidance.  “Since much of the language 

from SEPA is taken verbatim from NEPA (signed into law January 1, 1970), we look when 

necessary to the federal cases construing and applying provisions of NEPA for guidance.”  

Eastlake Cmty. Council v. Roanoke Assocs., Inc., 82 Wn.2d 475, 488 n.5 (Wash. 1973). 

 

 In recent years, state and federal agencies have made efforts to better define how climate 

analysis should be performed, and to provide tools to enable agencies to meaningfully assess and 

mitigate the greenhouse gas contribution of proposed projects.  For example, in late 2008, 

Ecology and the State’s Department of Community, Trade and Economic Development 

(“CTED”) issued a “comprehensive plan to address the challenges and opportunities of climate 

change.”  (“2008 Climate Plan”).
2
  That plan recognized the increasing pressure on local 

governments to better identify climate impacts in their SEPA analyses and noted that SEPA 

analysis provided an opportunity to evaluate climate impacts of government decisions and to 

identify changes to proposals to reduce or mitigate those impacts.  Id. at 50. 

 

 Also in 2008, a governor-appointed working group provided a list of recommendations 

on how to ensure that climate change is considered in meeting SEPA’s directives.
3
  Notably, 

those recommendations identified the following categories of greenhouse gas emissions to be 

considered pursuant to SEPA: a) off-site mining of materials purchased for the project; 

b) transportation of raw materials to the project, and transport of the final product offsite; c) use 

of products sold by proponent to consumers or industry, including “emissions generated from 

combustion of fuels manufactured or distributed by the facility.”  Id. at App. D. 

 

 Ecology first issued draft SEPA guidance for considering greenhouse gas emissions.
4
  

That Draft Guidance confirms that SEPA is a crucial tool in helping the state and political 

                                                 
2
 Available at http://www.ecy.wa.gov/pubs/0801025.pdf. 

3
 Available at http://www.ecy.wa.gov/climatechange/2008CATdocs/IWG/sepa/103008_sepa_ 

iwg_report.pdf. 

4
 Available at http://www.ecy.wa.gov/climatechange/sepa.htm. 
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subdivisions “address the threats that greenhouse gas emissions and climate changes pose to our 

health, our economy, and our environment.”  Id. at 2.  In fact, the Draft Guidance specifically 

observes that the failure to evaluate the climate impacts of a proposal “could result in a 

successful legal challenge regarding the adequacy of an agency’s review.”  Id. 

 

 Accordingly, the Draft Guidance makes clear that SEPA requires climate to be 

considered in its environmental analysis.  Specifically, agencies should consider “if and how” 

greenhouse gases will contribute to environmental impacts and “how those impacts could be 

mitigated.”  Id. at 7-8.  The Draft Guidance notes that SEPA’s substantive authority “may be 

used to deny a proposal if the proposal will result in significant environmental impacts identified 

in a final or supplemental EIS and reasonable mitigation measures are insufficient to mitigate the 

identified impacts.”  Id. at 10. 

 

 Ecology’s Draft Guidance makes clear that climate impacts cannot be ignored simply 

because they are a step removed from the decision under review.  It defines “Scope Three” 

emissions as those that are produced as a consequence of the activities in the proposal, albeit 

from sources not owned by the proponent or that are not part of the proposal itself.  Id. at 12.  

While noting that “Scope Three” emissions may be harder to calculate, the Draft Guidance 

acknowledged that these emissions “can be critically important to consider when reviewing the 

overall long-term greenhouse gas emissions associated” with a proposal.  Id. 

 

 The Draft Guidance proposes that the documents consider whether the proposal will 

“significantly contribute” to greenhouse gas concentrations, “either directly, indirectly, or 

cumulatively.”  While it does not propose a particular numerical threshold at which greenhouse 

gas emissions become “significant,” it references the federal NEPA climate guidance, which 

proposes a significance threshold of 25,000 tons/year of CO2 equivalent.  Projects with emissions 

above this threshold should be considered in a full EIS if not mitigated.  It should be noted that 

states like California have proposed far lower thresholds under their own state NEPA provisions, 

and that many national and regional conservation organizations have opposed the proposed CEQ 

threshold as too high. 

 

 Most recently, Ecology re-issued the Draft Guidance in the form of a “working paper.”
5
  

That working paper provides a “table of tools” that can be used to calculate emissions from 

projects.  That table, in turn, lists various sources of emissions from projects, methods to 

calculate those emissions, and options to mitigate them.  Included on that list is the “extraction, 

processing and transportation” of raw materials and feedstocks, and “emissions from the future 

combustion of fossil fuels,” which is defined to include “emissions that will result from the 

combustion of fossil fuels transported, distributed or imported as a result of the project (e.g., 

natural gas pipeline).”  Id. at 2; see also id. at 3 (including emissions from “combustion of fuels 

                                                 
5
 Available at http://www.ecy.wa.gov/climatechange/sepa.htm. 
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distributed by a proposed facility” as an emission that should be quantified and mitigated in 

SEPA documents). 

 

 While the Washington Courts have not yet had an opportunity to evaluate the obligation 

to consider indirect climate impacts under SEPA, such questions arise regularly under NEPA and 

parallel laws in other states.  Washington courts regularly turn to federal National Environmental 

Policy Act (“NEPA”) interpretations for guidance on interpreting SEPA.  See, e.g., Gebbers v. 

Okanogan PUD No. 1, 144 Wn. App. 371 (2008). 

 

 In a landmark 2008 case, the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals—which has jurisdiction 

over Washington State—found that a federal agency violated NEPA when it failed to prepare a 

full EIS on proposed corporate average fuel economy (“CAFÉ”) standards for light trucks.  Ctr. 

for Biological Diversity, 538 F.3d 1172.  There, the Ninth Circuit rejected the argument that 

individual actions represent too minor of a contribution to the global problem to merit 

consideration.  Even more recently, the Ninth Circuit again emphasized that ‘“reasonably 

foreseeable future actions need to be considered [under NEPA] even if they are not specific 

proposals.’”  N. Plains Res. Council v. Surface Transp. Bd., 668 F.3d 1067, 1079 (9th Cir. 2011) 

(quoting EPA guidance document). 

 

 Several cases confirm that NEPA requires evaluation of indirect impacts of projects that 

facilitate movement of fossil fuels, including GHG emissions.  For example, in Mid-States Coal. 

for Progress v. Surface Transp. Bd., 345 F.3d 520 (8th Cir. 2003), the Eighth Circuit Court of 

Appeals invalidated an EIS for a rail construction project intended to supply coal from the 

Powder River basin to power plants because it failed to analyze the emissions of burning the coal 

that would be transported by the rail project.  The Court found that the project was likely to 

affect the country’s long-term demand for coal and hence the impacts of coal burning should 

have been considered in the EIS.  Similarly, in Border Plant Working Grp. v. Dep’t of Energy, 

260 F. Supp. 2d 997 (S.D. Cal. 2003), a federal district court invalidated a decision to approve 

transmission lines that would connect proposed power plants in Mexico to the U.S. power grid 

because indirect effects were not considered.  The Court found that the decision violated NEPA 

because decision-makers failed to consider the impacts of the operation of the Mexican power 

plants—including impacts on air quality and climate—that were closely linked to the 

transmission lines.  The Court found that the operation of the power plants was an “indirect 

effect” of the transmission line project because the two were causally linked.  The Court 

specifically struck down the agency’s decision that the project’s impacts were too minimal to 

require preparation of an EIS.  Id. 

 

 A valid SEPA analysis must also consider the climate and other air emissions resulting 

from transportation of these huge volumes of oil.  Fully loaded tankers use tons of fuel per trip, 

generating both significant CO2 emissions as well as a variety of toxic and harmful air emissions, 

including diesel particulates that are highly damaging to human health.  Transportation of oil 

over long distances via rail also has significant environmental impacts, including the fossil fuel 
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consumption of moving large volumes of material hundreds or thousands of miles.  Moreover, as 

with the greenhouse gas impacts, this analysis must be viewed in the context of all existing and 

reasonably foreseeable similar impacts, including pending proposals to build other oil shipping 

terminals in Washington.  These kinds of impacts are “indirect effects” of the decision to 

authorize the oil shipping facility and should be evaluated in the environmental impact statement. 

 

III. ALL ISSUES AND IMPACTS CAUSED BY CONSTRUCTION AND OPERATION 

OF THE WESTWAY AND IMPERIUM PROJECTS MUST BE CONSIDERED IN 

THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT. 

 Crude-by-rail shipping at the proposed Westway and Imperium projects will affect 

people and places far beyond the immediate construction zone.  Every community located along 

the rail line between the drill sites and the Port of Grays Harbor will be harmed and exposed to 

greater risk of endemic or catastrophic crude oil spills and explosion.  People outside 

Washington will be affected by the climate impacts of drilling, transporting, refining, and 

ultimately burning this crude oil.  The EIS must, of course, analyze the impacts of construction 

and operations at and near the terminal, but it also must analyze the impacts of crude oil trains, 

crude oil vessels, and oil use on a much broader scale.  This includes the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative impacts of crude oil shipping on public health, public safety, economics, inland, 

freshwater, and marine health, public investment, and climate change. 

 

A. Transportation and Oil Spill Risks (Inland and Aquatic). 

1. Rail transport of crude oil is inherently risky. 

 Crude oil is a hazardous material as defined by the U.S. Department of Transportation,
6
 

and crude has certain properties that make it uniquely dangerous.  First, it is a liquid, meaning 

that it can migrate away from the site of an accident or other release and travel into communities, 

down waterways, or into groundwater.  Crude oil has been previously considered less flammable 

than other hazardous liquids (like ethanol and gasoline), meaning that it is more likely to migrate 

some distance before reaching an ignition source and catching fire.
7
  Bakken crude oil, however, 

has proven to be highly flammable and explosive, leading to a different set of concerns 

(discussed below). 

 

 Second, unlike other liquids transported by rail, unrefined crude oil contains a wide range 

of contaminants, including sulfur and arsenic; toxic metals like mercury, nickel, and vanadium; 

                                                 
6
 49 C.F.R. § 172.101.  Hazardous materials are materials that have been determined by the 

Secretary of Transportation to be capable of posing an unreasonable risk to health, safety, and 

property when transported in commerce.  See 49 C.F.R. § 171.8. 

7
 See Exh. 1, BP West Coast Products LLC, “Material Safety Data Sheet—Crude Oil,” May 13, 

2002. (flash point of 20°-90° F). 
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and organic compounds like phenols, ketones, and carboxylic acids.
8
  Hydraulic fracturing, or 

“fracking,” contributes an additional suite of contaminants, including hydrochloric acid and in 

some cases hydrogen sulfide.
9
  Indeed, the Federal Railroad Administration has observed “an 

increasing number of incidents involving damage to tank cars in crude oil service in the form of 

severe corrosion of the internal surface of the tank, manway covers, and valves and fittings,” and 

suggested that this involves contaminated oil.
10

  See generally Exh. 84, Direct Testimony of Paul 

Rosenfeld, Ph.D. (Sept. 9, 2013). 

 

 Domestic crude oil production is undergoing a major boom, chiefly because of the 

increase in fracking.  U.S. Energy Information Administration (“EIA”) Administrator Adam 

Sieminski recently testified that: 

Domestic oil production in the United States has increased significantly, and at 

7.4 million barrels per day as of April 2013 is now at the highest level since 

October 1992.  Over the five year period through calendar year 2012, domestic oil 

production increased by 1.5 million barrels per day, or 30%.  Most of that growth 

occurred over the past 3 years.  Lower 48 onshore production (total U.S. Lower 

48 production minus production from the federal Gulf of Mexico and federal 

Pacific) rose more than 2 million barrels per day (bbl/d), or 64%, between 

February 2010 and February 2013, primarily because of a rise in productivity 

from oil-bearing, low-permeability rocks.
11

 

This dramatic increase in production has caused a corresponding boom in crude-by-rail.  In May 

2013, AAR profiled how crude production and crude-by-rail are undergoing twin booms: 

Historically, most crude oil has been transported via pipelines.  However, in 

places like North Dakota that have seen huge recent increases in crude oil 

production, the existing crude oil pipeline network lacks the capacity to handle 

the higher volumes being produced.  Pipelines also lack the operational flexibility 

and geographic reach to serve many potential markets.  Railroads, though, have 

capacity, flexibility, and reach to fill the gap. 

                                                 
8
 See Exh. 2, EPA, “Screening-Level Hazard Characterization, Crude Oil Category,” Mar. 2011. 

9
 Enbridge Pipelines (North Dakota), LLC, FERC Docket No. IS13-273-000, 2013.  (FERC 

order granting pipeline operation authority to reject certain Bakken crude oil supplies, due to 

evidence that hydrogen sulfide levels can rise to dangerous or even lethal levels.).  See also 

Exh. 3, Abrams, L., “Fracking chemicals may be making oil more dangerous,” Aug. 13, 2013. 

10
 See Exh. 4, Herrmann, T., FRA, Letter to Jack Gerard, American Petroleum Institute, July 29, 

2013 at 4. 

11
 Exh. 5, Hearings Before the Committee on Energy and Natural Resources, U. S. Senate, 

July 16, 2013 (Statement of EIA Administrator Sieminski at 2). 
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Small amounts of crude oil have long been transported by rail, but since 2009 the 

increase in rail crude oil movements has been enormous.  As recently as 2008, 

U.S. Class I railroads (including the U.S. Class I subsidiaries of Canadian 

railroads) originated just 9,500 carloads of crude oil.  By 2011, carloads 

originated were up to nearly 66,000, and in 2012 they surged to nearly 234,000.  

Continued large increases are expected in 2013.  In the first quarter of 2013, 

Class I railroads originated a record 97,135 carloads of crude oil, 20 percent 

higher than the 81,122 carloads originated in the fourth quarter of 2012 and 166 

percent higher than the 36,544 carloads originated in the first quarter of 2012. 

Crude oil accounted for 0.8 percent of total Class I carload originations for all of 

2012, 1.1 percent in the fourth quarter of 2012, and 1.4 percent in the first quarter 

of 2013.  It was just 0.03 percent in 2008. 

Assuming for simplicity, that each rail tank car holds about 30,000 gallons (714 

barrels) of crude oil, the 97,135 carloads originated in the first quarter of 2013 

equal approximately 762,000 barrels per day moving by rail.  As a point of 

reference, according to EIA data, total U.S. domestic crude oil production was 

approximately 7.1 million barrels per day, so the rail share is around 11 percent—

up from a negligible percentage a few years ago.
12

 

As also noted by AAR, “North Dakota, and the Bakken region more generally, have accounted 

for the vast majority of new crude oil originations.”  During 2013, crude-by-rail out of North 

Dakota has fluctuated between 600,000 to 700,000 barrels per day, transporting 61-75% of total 

Bakken production.
13

 

 

 As shown in the data from AAR,
14

 crude-by-rail volumes increased rapidly from 2009 

into the second quarter of 2013, then dipped for several months as a result of crude pricing that 

                                                 
12

 Exh. 6, American Association of Railroads, “Moving Crude Petroleum by Rail,” 

May 2013, at 3-5. 

13
 See North Dakota Pipeline Authority http://northdakotapipelines.com/directors-cut/Monthly 

Updates for April 2013-November 2013 (February 2013-September 2013 data); Exh. 8, “How oil 

is transported from North Dakota’s Williston Basin,” The Globe and Mail, Dec. 2, 2013. 

14
 U.S. Class I railroads (including the U.S. Class I subsidiaries of Canadian railroads) originated 

108,605 carloads of crude oil in the second quarter of 2013 (12 percent higher than the 97,135 

carloads in the first quarter) and 93,312 carloads in the third quarter.  See Exh. 9, American 

Association of Railroads, “AAR Reports Record Second Quarter Crude-by-Rail Data; Decreased 

Weekly Rail Traffic,” Aug. 29, 2013; Exh. 10, “AAR Reports October and Weekly Rail Traffic 

Gains, 3Q Crude Oil Up Year Over Year,” Nov. 7, 2013. 
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encouraged a shift to pipeline transport.  Later in 2013, pricing was again favorable for rail, and 

crude production continues to increase, such that crude-by-rail volumes have rebounded.
15

 

 

 Unit trains are long freight trains composed of at least 50 and sometimes 100 or more 

cars used to transport single bulk products between two points.  Unit trains are unloaded on 

arrival and returned for another load.  Unit trains cut costs (and save time) by eliminating the 

need for intermediate yarding and switching between origin and destination. 

 

 These cost savings, combined with the boom in mid-continent production of crude oil 

have driven a corresponding boom in the construction of rail terminals designed to handle unit 

trains.  According to one recent industry analysis: 

The number of rail terminals in producing regions loading crude oil onto rail tank 

cars has increased from a handful at the end of 2011 to 88 and growing today. A 

further 66 crude oil unloading terminals have been built or are under 

construction.
16

 

Various industry reports indicate that unit trains account for the vast majority of the recent boom 

in crude-by-rail transportation. 

 

 For these projects, the rail lines that will bring oil into the Port run through the city of 

Aberdeen before entering Hoquiam.  An accident at or near the terminal could result in vast 

environmental damage, horrifying personal damage, including loss of life, and millions of dollars 

of economic harm.  A train derailment and subsequent oil spill is not idle speculation: there have 

been three local train derailments between April 29, 2014 and May 15, 2014 on the same rails 

that would carry oil.  See Exh. 79, http://thedailyworld.com/news/local/trains-stop-running-after-

third-derailment. 

 

 Predictably, the rise in crude transportation by rail has resulted in soaring numbers of 

crude oil releases to the environment in the form of both accidents and “non-accident” releases 

such as leaks.  PHMSA incident records underscore these growing risks.  The year-over-year 

numbers of “incidents” involving crude oil transportation by rail are as follows: 

 

                                                 
15

 Fielden, Sandy, RBN Energy, “On the Rails Again? – Bakken Crude Rail Shipments Return to 

April Highs,” http://www.rbnenergy.com/on-the-rails-again-bakken-crude-rail-shipments-return-

to-april-highs, Oct. 30, 2013. 

16
 Fielden, Sandy, RBN Energy, “Crude Loves Rock’n Rail,” http://www.rbnenergy.com/154-

terminals-operating-bnsf-the-dominant-railroad, May 12, 2013. 
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2009: 0 

2010: 9 

2011: 34 

2012: 86 

2013: 85 (partial)
17

 

 

Unfortunately, the surge of incidents and releases has not been matched by an increase in the 

resources available to responders and regulators.  The same has been true in Canada. 

 

Lac-Mégantic 

 

 On July 5, 2013, a train hauling 72 tanker cars loaded with 2.0 million gallons of crude 

from the Bakken shale oil field in North Dakota slammed into Lac-Mégantic, a town of 6,000 

located in Quebec.  Owned by an American company—Montreal, Maine and Atlantic Railway—

the train had only a single staffer, who abandoned the train in order to sleep in a motel before a 

replacement crew arrived to complete the train’s journey to an oil refinery on Canada’s east 

coast.  The brakes on the five-locomotive train malfunctioned, and it began a seven-mile roll 

toward the small town.  Reaching a speed in excess of 60 mph, the train reached a bend in the 

tracks, derailing and dumping 1.6 million gallons of its contents, which caught fire and 

incinerated dozens of buildings.  Forty-seven people were killed.
18

 

 

 Information regarding the Lac-Mégantic accident is provided in Exh. 14, “Analysis of the 

Potential Costs of Accidents/Spills Related to Crude by Rail.”
19

  This analysis demonstrates that 

the costs of crude-by-rail accidents/spills can be very large, and that a major unit train 

accident/spill could cost $1 billion or more for a single event, in addition to the possibility of loss 

of life. 

 

 As explained in Exh. 14, the Lac-Mégantic rail accident/spill will likely have costs on the 

order of $500 million to $1 billion excluding any civil or criminal damages.  Costs/damages for a 

similar incident could have been substantially higher had it occurred in a more populated area.  

Lac-Mégantic is also relevant in that it shows how an accident involving highly flammable light 

crude (such as the Bakken crude) can have devastating consequences even in a small town in 

terms of loss of human life and widespread explosion and fire damage to surrounding property. 

 

                                                 
17

 Data derived from PHMSA incident reports—http://www.phmsa.dot.gov/hazmat/library/data-

stats/incidents. 

18
 Transportation Safety Board of Canada, “Railway Investigation R13D0054,” http://www.bst-

tsb.gc.ca/eng/enquetes-investigations/rail/2013/R13D0054/R13D0054.asp#sal, Sept. 11, 2013. 

19
 This analysis was prepared by The Goodman Group, Ltd, a consulting firm specializing in 

energy and regulatory economics, on behalf of Oil Change International. 
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 Exhibit 14 also analyzes the spill of tar sands dilbit from Enbridge’s Line 6B in Marshall, 

Michigan: This rupture in 2010 had costs of about $1 billion for Enbridge.  The spill volumes at 

Marshall (840,000 gallons) were within the range of the amount of spill possible (and, in fact, 

substantially less than the maximum spill) if a crude-by-rail unit train released much of its cargo.  

Costs/damages for similar incident could have also been substantially higher had it occurred in a 

more populated area.  Marshall is also relevant in showing the high potential cost of dilbit spills 

into water (and rail lines are often highly proximate to water). 

 

 A Continual Series of Accidents 

 

 Unfortunately, the tragic accident at Lac-Mégantic was not a one-time event.  The regular 

occurrence of these accidents underscores the risks to pubic safety in a more populated location 

like Richmond.  On October 19, 2013 in Edmunton, Canada, a fireball erupted as a Bakken unit 

train derailed, burning several homes to the ground.  On November 8, 2013, a 90-car unit train 

carrying 2.7 million gallons of crude oil derailed and exploded in a rural wetland in western 

Alabama, spilling crude oil into the surrounding wetlands and igniting a fire that burned for 

several days.
20

  On December 30, 2013, a mushroom-shaped fireball erupted outside of 

Casselton, North Dakota, followed by heavy plumes of toxic smoke, when 21 cars of a Bakken 

train derailed and burned.  Officials evacuated the town and urged evacuation for everyone in a 

five-mile radius.  On January 7, 2014, in New Brunswick, Canada, 150 people were evacuated 

when 17 cars derailed including 5 oil cars (likely Alberta tar sands).  On January 20, 2014, seven 

cars of a 101-car train from Chicago derailed on the Schuylkill Arsenal Railroad Bridge over the 

Schuylkill River in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania.  Six were carrying Bakken crude, and one was 

carrying sand.  On February 13, 2014, Nustar’s Norfolk Southern Train derailed, crashed,  and 

spewed 7,000 gallons of crude plus propane near homes.  On April 30, 2014, train carrying 

Bakken crude from North Dakota derailed in downtown Lynchburg, Virginia, sending three 

tanker cars into the James River and shooting flames and black smoke into the air.  No one was 

injured, but the crash prompted an evacuation. 

 

 In January 2014, the federal Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Administration 

issued a safety alert “to notify the general public, emergency responders and shippers and 

carriers that recent derailments and resulting fires indicate that the type of crude oil being 

transported from the Bakken region may be more flammable than traditional heavy crude oil.”
21

 

 

                                                 
20

 Exh. 15, Karlamangla, Soumya, “Train in Alabama oil spill was carrying 2.7 million gallons of 

crude.”  Los Angeles Times, Nov. 9, 2013. 

21
 Exh. 90, PHMSA, Jan. 2, 2014 Alert, available at http://phmsa.dot.gov/staticfiles/PHMSA/ 

DownloadableFiles/1_2_14%20Rail_Safety_Alert.pdf. 
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Community Emergency Preparedness Response 

 

 When a crude oil spill occurs, local response assets are generally the first ones on scene.  

These assets will include those provided by police departments, fire fighters, and emergency 

managers.  Many times, however, these response individuals are unaware of the nature of, and 

the threat posed by the materials that are being transported through their communities. 

 

 Congress, recognizing a gap in communication, mandated in the “9/11 Act”
22

 that rail 

companies transporting security sensitive materials, including toxic-by-inhalation materials, but 

not including crude oil, improve communication with local officials.  Rail carriers are now 

required to identify a point of contact and to provide information to (1) state and/or regional 

“Fusion Centers” that have been established to coordinate with state, local and tribal officials on 

security issues and which are located within the area encompassed by the rail carrier’s rail 

system; and (2) state, local, and tribal officials in jurisdictions that may be affected by a rail 

carrier’s routing decisions and who directly contact the railroad to discuss routing decisions.  

This knowledge enables local communities to have a better understanding of what is being 

transported near their homes and schools. 

 

 According to the mandate of the 9/11 Act, rail carriers transporting security sensitive 

materials are required to select lower-risk routes, based on an analysis of the safety and security 

risks presented on various routes, railroad storage facilities and proximity of high-consequence 

targets along the route.  The results of this analysis could dictate the rerouting of the security 

sensitive materials to other locations. 

 

 Crude oil is not currently defined as “security sensitive” so the additional reporting 

requirement does not apply to rail carriers transporting crude oil, despite its obvious and 

demonstrated hazards. 

 

 The lack of regulatory guidance on communication about the movement of crude oil via 

rail with local officials, neighbors and local businesses is inconsistent with the Administration’s 

initiatives to improve preparedness.  President Obama issued a proclamation on August 30, 2013 

stating that September 2013 was National Preparedness Month.  In this document, the President 

also stated that Americans should “refocus our efforts on readying ourselves, our families, our 

neighborhoods, and our Nation for any crisis we may face.”  Additionally he directed the Federal 

Emergency Management Agency to “launch a comprehensive campaign to build and sustain 

national preparedness with private sector, non-profit, and community leaders and all levels of 

government.”
23

  Private sector and community preparedness can’t occur if the federal 

                                                 
22

 Implementing Recommendations of the 9/11 Commission Act of 2007, Pub. L. 110-53; 121 

Stat. 266. 

23
 http://community.fema.gov/gf2.ti/f/280514/8233733.1/PDF/-/Presidential_Proclamation__ 

National_Preparedness_Month_2013.pdf. 
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government fails to require the disclosure of information that could help communities become 

more prepared. 

 

Safety Rules Out of Date 

 

 When the 9/11 Act was enacted in 2007, just 5,897 carloads of crude petroleum 

originated on U.S. Class I railroads.  Last year, that number grew to 233,819 carloads—a growth 

of more than 3,865%.  Exh. 6.  In 2013, that number has grown again, totaling 299,652 through 

the first 3 quarters (averaging about 100,000 per quarter).  Assuming volumes will be similar in 

the fourth quarter, there will be about 400,000 carloads for all of 2013—a growth of about 

6,700% relative to carloads in 2007.  Exhs. 9 and 10.  This exponential growth in unit shipments 

of crude-by-rail and associated incidents, as well as the recent Lac-Mégantic disaster, compel the 

conclusion that unit shipments of crude oil demand enhanced safety standards and should be 

subjected to the re-routing standards as “security sensitive” materials as set forth in the 9/11 Act. 

 

 Additionally, as has been acknowledged by the AAR, the existing fleet of DOT-111 tank 

cars is simply unsafe for transporting crude oil or other hazardous materials.  This is evident 

from Petition P-1577, in which the AAR calls for higher construction standards for this class of 

rolling stock.  Among many other deficiencies, the heads and shells of DOT-111s are much too 

thin, and they lack many other vital safety features, such as head shields and protection for top 

fittings. 

 

 Rail tank cars should be able to withstand “rollover” accidents.  But when DOT-111s are 

involved in accidents, even at low speeds, almost all of the tank cars rupture and release their 

contents.  This was documented by the National Transportation Safety Board (“NTSB”) in its 

“Cherry Valley accident report,” cited in the ANPR.  In that low-speed accident (36 mph), 13 of 

15 tank cars ruptured.  Id. at 76.  The NTSB noted that similar disastrous failure rates had been 

observed in other accidents (New Brighton, PA—12 of 23 cars were breached; Arcadia, OH—

28 of 32 were breached).  Id. 

 

 These dangerous deficiencies, and the many lethal consequences thereof, have been the 

status quo for decades.  More than 25 years ago, the NTSB wrote to the U.S. Department of 

Transportation’s (“USDOT’s”) Research and Special Programs Administration, complaining that 

the then-existing standards for tank cars were inadequate for transporting hazardous materials.  

In a 1991 letter, the NTSB noted that in a series of hazmat-by-rail accidents in 1988, 54 percent 

of DOT-111s were destroyed, twice the percentage of DOT-112s and other models.  The NTSB 

again scolded: “The inadequacy of the protection provided by DOT-111A tank cars has been 

evident for many years in accidents investigated by the Safety Board.” 

 

 Indeed, evidence from the most recent accidents suggests that even newer standard tank 

cars (CPC-1232’s) may not be safe for crude oil transport.  See http://daily.sightline.org/2014 

/05/01/new-safer-tank-cars-were-involved-in-the-lynchburg-oil-train-fire/.  New tank cars 
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regulations may not be enough: transportation routes and distances may need to be adjusted or 

prohibited accordingly. 

 

2. Ships 

 Hoquiam and Ecology must evaluate the increased risk of direct conflicts with existing 

vessel and barge traffic in Grays Harbor, including the increased risk of catastrophic accidents.  

See generally Exh. 13, Oil Spills in Washington State (1997); Exh. 83, Direct Testimony of 

Paul S. O’Brien (Sept. 9, 2013).  On the Mississippi River, accidents involving barge collisions 

demonstrate the increased risk to human life and the environment posed by increasing barge 

traffic.  For example, on May 20, 2010, three grain barges sank on the Mississippi River near 

Baton Rouge following a collision between a barge transporting food products and a barge 

transporting sulfuric acid.24  The accident prompted the U.S. Coast Guard to close the shipping 

channel.  In mid-2008, a barge split open in a collision with a tanker, resulting in an oil spill and 

prompting federal agencies to close 85 miles of the Mississippi River to traffic for almost a 

week.  According to reports, the accident was the result of human error.  On February 17, 2012 a 

tanker barge traveling downriver on the Mississippi rammed a crane barge being pushed upriver 

about 50 miles from New Orleans.  The collision tore a 10-foot by 5-foot gash above the 

waterline of the double-hulled tanker barge; oil spewed into the water.25  These are just several 

examples of accidents involving barge traffic. 

 

 Notably, there has been no comprehensive vessel traffic risk analysis done for Grays 

Harbor as has been undertaken for Puget Sound.  See Exh. 69, Puget Sound Vessel Traffic Risk 

Assessment, Final Draft.  Given the significant increase in vessel traffic from the proposed 

projects, Hoquiam and Ecology must undertake a similar analysis for Grays Harbor before 

granting any permits.  Such an analysis must assess the increased risk of tankers and barge 

accidents and potential threats associated with these accidents, including oil spills and 

vessels/barges sinking, as well as interference with other vessel traffic like log export ships, other 

commercial and recreational vessels, and fishing boats.  Vessel traffic analysis should consider 

all impacts to tribal treaty-protected fishing, including access impacts to fishermen from 

increased vessel traffic, and the potential devastation of the livelihoods of commercial and 

subsistence tribal fishermen should an oil spill occur.  This analysis should use the most recent 

vessel tracking data for Grays Harbor and include historic levels, existing levels, and any 

reasonably foreseeable projected increases in vessel traffic.  The EIS should also analyze 

alternative berthing times and seasonal restrictions to ensure that vessel operations do not 

adversely affect the spawning and migration behavior of salmonids, eulachon, other species that 

                                                 
24 Exh. 18, River traffic resumes after barge accident but threats remain, Louisiana Weekly 

(June 4, 2011). 

25 Exh. 19, Barge collision in Mississippi River causes oil spill, New York Daily News (Feb. 18, 

2012). 

651



 

 

Westway/Imperium CBR Terminals—Scoping Comments 

May 27, 2014 

Page 18 

 

 

use the proposed project area.  The EIS should also analyze where fueling of vessels will occur.  

See Exh. 78, Washington Department of Natural Resources Scoping Comments on Millennium 

Coal Terminal Proposal at 1-2, 7, 9. 

 

3. Type of crude 

 Assessments of crude oil properties indicate the serious pernicious toxic properties of 

crude oil when released into air, water, and soil and its potential effects on fish, the aquatic 

environment, and wildlife.
26

  Crude oil spills are more difficult to clean up than refined oil 

products.  Crude oil is heavier and thicker; it lasts longer in the environment, coating vegetation, 

debris, and wildlife.  Crude oil can also get trapped in sediments, rocks, and other debris, which 

allows the oil to be remobilized into the environment days, weeks, and even months after a spill 

incident.
27

  Once permitted, crude could come from the Bakken area of North Dakota or the tar 

sands region of Alberta, Canada.  Alberta tar sands crude—diluted bitumen—is even more 

difficult to clean up, especially in an aquatic environment, as it is heavier and can sink to the 

bottom.  A spill of crude oil or diluted bitumen would wreak devastating, lasting harm on Grays 

Harbor, its fish populations, and the aquatic ecosystem.
28

  Hoquiam and Ecology must review the 

environmental impacts, including the toxicity and persistence in both fresh and salt water 

environments, of different types of crude oil that may be shipped through these facilities. 

 

 It would not be sufficient for Hoquiam and Ecology to simply recommend that after-the-

fact spill plans address the issue of crude oil type.  As the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

noted with respect to the 2010 Enbridge spill in Marshall, Michigan of Alberta tar sands crude: 

We have learned from the 2010 Enbridge spill of oil sands crude in Michigan that 

spills of diluted bitumen (dilbit) may require different response actions or 

equipment from response actions for conventional oil spills.  These spills can also 

have different impacts than spills of conventional oil.  We recommend that these 

differences be more fully addressed in the Final EIS, especially as they relate to 

the fate and transport of the oil and the remediation that will be required….  We 

recommend that the Final EIS more clearly acknowledge that in the event of a 

                                                 
26

 See generally Exh. 20, American Petroleum Institute, High Production Volume (HPV) 

Chemical Challenge Program, Jan. 14, 2011. 

27
 See Exh. 21, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Effects of Oil Spills on Wildlife and Habitat, Dec. 

2004; Exh. 22, Oil Spills: Severity and Consequences to Our Ecosystem, Dartmouth 

Undergraduate Journal of Science, Mar. 11, 2012. 

28
 See generally Exh. 23, The Pembina Institute, Pipelines and Salmon in Northern British 

Columbia: Potential Impacts, Oct. 2009. 
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spill to water, it is possible that large portions of dilbit will sink and that 

submerged oil significantly changes spill response and impacts.
29

 

In fact, as of May 2013, there are 180,000 gallons of oil remaining in Kalamazoo River three 

years after the spill.
30

  See Exh. 7, Emerging Risks Task Force Report (2013) at 15-23 

(description and case studies of spills/clean-up of Bakken and tar sands crude); Exh. 11, 

Transporting Alberta’s Oil Sands Products: Defining the Issues and Assessing the Risk (Mar. 17, 

2013); Exh. 12, Tar Sands Pipeline Safety Risks (Feb. 2011) (cataloging diluted bitmen 

characteristics and particular risks). 

 

B. The Public Health Issues Raised by This Project Are Significant and Harmful. 

 The public health issues raised by a project of this size and extent include diesel pollution 

over different operational lifetime projections for the terminal, soil contamination by crude oil, 

odor pollution, and increased noise.  The EIS should include a specific focus on children, the 

elderly, and other vulnerable members of the community.  It should also consider cumulative and 

disproportionate impacts on communities already exposed to high levels of air and water 

pollution, particularly low-income communities and communities of color. 

 

 Further, a valid SEPA analysis must consider air pollution impacts that specifically 

accompany transporting oil.  Each trip of a fully loaded tanker will use diesel fuel and generate 

significant CO2 emissions as well as a variety of toxic and harmful air pollutants.  Relatedly, the 

EIS must consider idling ship emissions of cargo vessels at the dock and in transit through Grays 

Harbor; such emissions have been a significant source of toxic air pollution in other ports and are 

of concern here.
31

 

 

1. The Westway and Imperium projects will cause harmful air impacts. 

 The transport and multiple transfers of either tar sands or Bakken crude at the proposed 

terminals will release air toxins, including volatile organic compounds (“VOCs”) and benzene, 

depending on the type of crude.  These air toxins are harmful to human health.  The risks and 

                                                 
29

 Exh. 24, EPA Letter of April 22, 2013 on Keystone XL DSEIS at 3-4. 

30
 Exh. 25, US EPA, Volume Estimate for Submerged Line 6B Oil in the Kalamazoo River 

(May 1, 2013). 

31
 Exh. 26, CRS Report for Congress, Air Pollution and Greenhouse Gas Emissions from Ships 

(Dec. 23, 2009); Exh. 27, Air Pollution and Greenhouse Gas Emissions from Ocean-going 

Ships: Impacts, Mitigation Options and Opportunities for Managing Growth; Exh. 28, Protecting 

American Health from Global Shipping Pollution, Establishing an Emission Control Area in U.S. 

Waters (undated). 
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impacts of these emissions from tank cars and during unloading and loading must be examined 

in the EIS. 

 

 Transportation of crude oil long distances creates harmful air emissions from diesel 

locomotives.  These effects will have a significant impact on the ability of air quality control 

regions through which the trains will pass to meet the National Ambient Air Quality Standards, 

which are set to protect public health.  No matter which route the trains take to reach the Port of 

Grays Harbor, they will pass through numerous non-attainment and maintenance areas for the 

criteria pollutants they will be emitting.  For example, if the oil is transported via the Union 

Pacific rail line, it would pass through the Fort Hall PM-10 Nonattainment Area, the Portneuf 

Valley (Pocatello) PM-10 Maintenance Area, the N Ada County (Boise) PM-10 Maintenance 

Area, the Klamath Falls PM-10 Maintenance Area, the Tacoma PM-2.5 Nonattainment area, the 

Lewis and Clark County and Yellowstone County, and the MT SO2 Nonattainment areas, to 

name just a few.  If the oil is transported via the BNSF rail line, it would pass through at least the 

Sheridan County PM-10 Nonattainment Area, the Missoula County PM-10 Nonattainment Area, 

the Sanders County PM-10 Nonattainment Area, the Sandpoint PM-10 Maintenance Plan, and 

the Spokane PM-10 Maintenance Plan.  Therefore, the SEPA analysis should analyze the effect 

the transportation of oil will have on the air quality of communities through which the trains will 

pass. 

 

 It is also critical in conducting air quality modeling analysis to use reasonably 

conservative but realistic inputs into the model.  For example, it would be easy, but inaccurate, to 

assume an oil train travels at an average speed for its entire journey.  However, the reality is that 

heavy oil trains travel very slowly at certain points of their journey because of elevation 

increases or safety restrictions.  In addition, additional locomotive engines are needed at certain 

points of the journey to make it over hills and the engines have to work harder, and thus produce 

more emissions, at those points.  Moreover, trains idle along the way for various reasons like 

crew changes and train re-configurations.  Similarly, it would be easy, but inaccurate to assume 

that by the time the oil terminal is operating, only ultra-low sulfur diesel will be used in the trains 

and ships.  However, there are exceptions to the diesel regulations such as the provisions for 

using transmix diesel that has much higher sulfur content.
32

  Realistic assumptions of these 

factors need to be included in the analysis.  Modeling must take these inputs into account to be 

realistic. 

 

2. The Westway and Imperium projects will harm water resources. 

 The EIS must consider effects to all surface and ground water resources within the 

project area.  The EIS must consider all potential water quality impacts (e.g., increased sediment 

loads, possible spills, changes to alluvial groundwater quality, degradation of drinking well 

water) and water quantity impacts (e.g., drawdown of aquifers, diversions or diminutions of 

                                                 
32

 See, e.g., http://www.epa.gov/otaq/fuels/dieselfuels/documents/420f12081.pdf. 
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surface flow, hydrologic changes affecting seeps and springs, drinking water impacts) of the 

terminal’s construction and operation.  Hoquiam and Ecology should ensure that the EIS 

describes, in detail, the possible sources of all water needed for the railroad and associated 

drilling activities, including water originating in any over-allocated water source. 

 

 The analysis must consider acid deposition into waterways from the trains’ and ships’ 

diesel engines.  An analysis of the Port of Morrow proposed coal export terminal showed 

nitrogen deposition into the Columbia River many times above the ecological screening level of 

5 kg/ha/yr.  See Exh. 57 at 25.  These impacts crossed state boundaries.  These local impacts 

should be considered in the context of global acidification. 

 

 The analysis must assess not just the impacts of maintenance dredging in Grays Harbor to 

serve these projects, but also the effects of proposed deeper dredging.  See Exh. 87, FWS Letter 

Re Grays Harbor Dredging SEIS (Mar. 24, 2014) (“Based on the information available to us, the 

Service believes that the preferred alternative for the Grays Harbor NIP poses unacceptable risks 

to fish and wildlife trust resources….  Our contention is that the Corps’ and Port’s preferred 

alternative for the Grays Harbor NIP would facilitate, make possible, and promote or encourage 

selection of Grays Harbor as a destination for additional, future shipping and port operations, 

including candidate CBR bulk fluid storage and transloading/shipping operations.  These 

foreseeable indirect and cumulative effects raise for us very serious concerns regarding 

proximity to the Refuge, proximity to vulnerable habitats that support ESA-listed species, and to 

greater Grays Harbor waterfowl and migratory bird resources in general.”). 

 

 In addition to water availability considerations, the EIS must examine the project’s 

potential impacts to water quality.  Contamination of river and drinking water supplies can occur 

with diesel emissions and diesel spills both during project construction and during the ongoing 

operation of the project, which relies on continuous activity of trains.  Construction and 

operation of the railroad may also result in water quality impacts in the way of increased 

sedimentation and other changes.  The EIS must assess these impacts and detail how federal, 

state, and local water quality standards will be met, monitored, and maintained. 

 

C. Public Safety Will Be Jeopardized by Construction and Operation of the Westway 

and Imperium Projects. 

 The impacts to public safety run the gamut from increased train traffic and vehicle 

accidents, increased derailments and concomitant emergency response, travel time delays at 

specific intersections (including the economic impacts of those delays, and impacts to/delay of 

emergency services (fire, police, EMT)). 

 

 Threats from frequent long trains at rail crossings all along the route from North Dakota 

or Alberta, Canada will mean delayed emergency medical service response times; and increased 

accidents, traumatic injury and death.  Each 120-car unit train is approximately a mile-and-a-half 
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long, and this proposal would significantly increase the daily number of trains along the rail 

route.  These trains will bisect multiple communities along the route, leading to significant traffic 

delays and potential safety issues at grade-crossings.  For example, at 5 miles per hour, it will 

take at least 20 minutes for a single 1.5 mile unit train to pass a crossing (18 minutes at 12 

minutes per mile), blocking neighborhoods, businesses, and traffic.  Blockage will be longer if 

the train is stopped or delayed for any reason.  The delay of only a few minutes for an emergency 

response vehicle can mean the difference between life and death for citizens in these rural 

communities.  In addition, increased rail traffic will lead to increased collisions between 

passenger vehicles, pedestrians, and trains.  See Exh. 29, Daniel A. Lashof et al., Natural 

Resources Defense Council, Coal in a Changing Climate (Feb. 2007). 

 

 Preliminary traffic impact studies have been done for several communities along the 

proposed rail transportation route for the proposed coal export projects in Washington, including: 

 

 Exhibit 30, Coal Train Traffic Impact Study, Parametrix (Nov. 2012). 

 Exhibits 31-38, Gibson Traffic Consultants Reports for Bellingham, Burlington, 

Edmonds, Marysville, Mount Vernon, Seattle, and Stanwood. 

 Exhibit 39, Heavy Traffic Ahead, Western Organization of Resource Councils (July 

2012). 

 Exhibit 88, Heavy Traffic Still Ahead, Western Organization of Resource Councils 

(Feb. 2014). 

 

 In addition to the threat of delay, the EIS must review the threats associated with oil train 

derailments.  There is a serious risk to human health from a huge increase in oil train traffic 

along the route to and from North Dakota and Alberta drill sites.  Hoquiam and Ecology should 

also evaluate how local agencies will respond to oil spills that involve dangerous chemicals.  For 

example, according to the Washington Department of Ecology, spilled Bakken oil presents a 

significant risk to first responders as the oil and its diluent may contain elevated levels of 

benzene.  High levels of benzene or other dangerous chemicals may require emergency 

responders to wear respirators, delaying and complicating initial response to an oil spill.  

Benzene exposure is a concern with diluted bitumen from the Alberta tar sands as well. 

 Hoquiam and Ecology must also review geologic hazards.  Because of its setting within 

the Cascadia subduction zone, the coastal region of the Pacific Northwest has a high level of 

seismic activity.  For example, the U.S. Geological Survey estimated that there is an approximate 

14% chance that a Great Cascadia subduction earthquake (magnitude 8+) will strike the region in 

the next 50 years—the length of time regarded as typical design life of a structure or facility in 

the United States.  This probability is characterized as “quite high.”
33

  The EIS should analyze 

                                                 
33

 Petersen, M.D., Cramer, C.H., and Frankel, Simulations of seismic hazard for the Pacific 

Northwest of the United States from earthquakes associated with the Cascadia subduction zone: 

Pure and Applied Geophysics, v. 159, p. 2147-68 (2002). 
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the environmental impacts of the project in the event of an earthquake or cascading earthquake.  

This analysis should account for varying seismic events.
34

  The Shorelines Hearings Board 

highlighted the need to address seismic risks in its order vacating the permits for these facilities 

in 2013.  Quinault Indian Nation, 2013 WL 6637401, *17-19. 

 

 Site liquefaction is another important issue that the EIS must review.  Liquefaction is a 

major threat in Grays Harbor.  Exh. 86, Direct Testimony of Joseph Wartman, Ph.D. (Sept. 9, 

2013).  Additionally, global sea level rise, and its impacts to the Port of Grays Harbor, should be 

considered in the EIS. 

 

D. The Overall Economic Impacts of the Westway and Imperium Projects Are 

Likely Negative. 

 The economic impacts of this project must also be reviewed.  Issues here include the 

impact of dramatic increases in oil train traffic on real estate values and damage to property from 

diesel emissions, vibration, and noise.  There are also serious concerns relating to the impact of 

such a massive increase in oil rail traffic on other non-oil shippers of freight by rail, including 

ports and shippers of agricultural products.  These same issues may dramatically affect passenger 

rail interests.  These significant rail traffic increases are likely to create major impacts on 

communities affected by vehicle traffic problems related to delays at non-grade separated 

railway crossings, which will affect non-rail freight mobility, access to ports, retailers, tourist 

centers, and employers.  There will be impacts to other types of development in the Port of Grays 

Harbor itself, as well as the cities of Hoquiam and Aberdeen.  On the marine side, there are 

likely to be significant economic impacts on marine dependent industries such as commercial 

and tribal fisheries, tourism, and other businesses. 

 

 A report by Natural Resources Economics (“NRE”), Potential Socio-Economic Impacts 

of the Proposed Shipment of Crude Oil from Grays Harbor (Jan. 2014) (Exh. 89), critiqued an 

economic study commissioned by Westway and Imperium for failing to present a full picture on 

the economic impacts of crude-by-rail projects.  The report presented a number of possible 

scenarios resulting from the operation of these facilities and found that: 

Each of these scenarios would impose economic costs on and reduce the welfare 

of affected workers and families, the earnings of affected landowners and 

businesses, and the productivity of governmental infrastructure and workers.  As 

workers, families, landowners, businesses, and governments incur these costs, 

they likely would alter their expenditures, and the change in expenditures would 

have a negative impact on overall sales, jobs, and incomes for affected businesses 

                                                 
34

 See Cascade Subduction Zone Earthquakes (2013), http://www.dnr.wa.gov/publications/ger_ 

ic116_csz_scenario_update.pdf; http://www.oregonlive.com/environment/index.ssf/2012/08/ 

major_earthquake_in_oregon_cou.html. 
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and workers.  For example, if an oil spill were to reduce fish populations or to 

taint the value of the fish, tribal and non-tribal commercial fishermen would see 

their incomes fall and they would have less to spend.  As a consequence, local 

businesses would see a reduction in sales, workers would see fewer job 

opportunities and reduced earnings, and taxpayers would see an impairment of 

community services and infrastructure.  Closure or tainting of the statewide 

Dungeness crab fishery, alone, would jeopardize the revenue of commercial 

boats, which have realized ex-vessel sales of $30–50 million per year in recent 

years.  Similarly, an oil spill that taints shellfish or closes related activities in 

Grays Harbor and adjacent counties would jeopardize income for businesses and 

workers associated with a large portion of Washington’s cultivated shellfish 

industry, which currently experiences annual sales of about $108 million.  

Tainting of razor clams or closure of clam harvests on beaches on the south coast 

would jeopardize annual revenues expected to be about $38 million for local 

motels, restaurants, and other recreation-related enterprises. 

NRE Report at 2.  The study outlined areas of necessary investigation and concluded: 

In reality, the shipment of crude oil into and out of Grays Harbor would have 

negative, unintended economic impacts, as well as the positive, intended impacts 

examined by ECONorthwest.  The actual, overall positive impacts likely would 

be smaller than estimated, and smaller than the negative impacts for many 

households, businesses, and communities, especially if those that would be 

affected by oil spills, explosions, and other harmful events.  The public and 

decision-makers cannot fully understand all of the overall economic impacts of 

the proposed oil shipments without the completion of further investigation to 

determine the severity of their potential negative economic effects.  Additional 

investigation also is warranted to determine the distribution of the negative effects 

among different groups, including the Quinault Indian Nation. 

NRE Report at 30. 

 

1. The project, individually and in combination with other proposed coal and 

oil shipping projects, will create massive increases in rail traffic, with 

major impacts on other rail users and affected communities. 

 The increased rail traffic associated with full build out from the Westway and Imperium 

projects would represent a huge increase in freight rail usage and would likely present significant 

conflicts with other users of the rail line, including freight and passenger shippers.  According to 

the Washington State Department of Transportation (WSDOT), inbound freight rail traffic 

totaled 58 million tons in 2010.
35

  Based on WSDOT’s figures, rail tonnage associated with these 

                                                 
35

 WSDOT, Washington State Rail Plan Public Workshop Presentation (Slide 21), Nov. 2012. 
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projects at full build out would represent a substantial increase in the inbound rail tonnage on 

Washington rails.  These impacts are even more significant if you take into account the 

cumulative impacts on a regional perspective.  The authors of the Heavy Traffic Ahead study, 

Exh. 39, have estimated that combined rail traffic from the Powder River basin to the proposed 

northwest coal terminals (including projected growth in British Columbia, Canada) would equal 

as much as 157 million metric tons per year.  This would result in a nearly 200% increase of 

inbound regional freight rail traffic for just this one commodity.  It is critical that the EIS include 

a full analysis of the cumulative impacts from these proposals, including the capacity of the rail 

system to handle these increases without significant adverse impacts on other shippers, passenger 

rail users, and communities. 

 

 The most recent analysis of Washington’s freight capacity, conducted in 2009 (Exh. 40, 

Washington State Department of Transportation Freight Rail Plan 2010-2030), indicated that a 

number of critical sections of track, including the Columbia Gorge, were at or near capacity in 

2008 and predicted further congestion by 2028.  Other key chokepoints are identified in the Plan, 

the Washington State Transportation Commission’s Statewide Rail Capacity and System Needs 

Study, December 2006 (Exh. 41), and the Heavy Traffic Ahead (Exh. 39) and Heavy Traffic Still 

Ahead (Exh. 88) studies.  Additional critical bottlenecks include the Columbia Gorge and the 

Spokane-Sandpoint Corridor (known in railroad parlance as “the Funnel,” due to the fact that 

most major east-west rail corridors converge there). 

 

 Unless mitigated with significant capacity additions, the addition of the massive increases 

of oil train traffic is likely to present significant adverse impacts on other users of the rail line, 

including grain and fruit shippers, intermodal users, ports, industries, aircraft manufacturers and 

passenger rail—all of who are critically dependent on timely and affordable access to the rail 

system.  Heavy Traffic Ahead, Exh. 39.  Existing state studies indicate that coal rail traffic is 

already having a significant negative impact on the ability of Washington shippers to access 

markets where coal traffic from the Powder River basin is dominating the rail lines; experts 

working for the state have concluded that “the high volume of coal trains moving east out of the 

Powder River basin has made it virtually impossible to route time-sensitive intermodal trains 

moving from PNW ports to central and southeast gateways such as Kansas City and Memphis 

through the near continuous flow of slow-moving coal trains.  Adjusting to this, BNSF has 

shifted most intermodal traffic destined to locations south of Chicago to the Ports of Los Angeles 

and Long Beach.”  These reports also confirm that the railroad prioritizes unit trains, such as coal 

or oil trains, over other shippers.  The EIS should fully analyze the impacts on northwest 

shippers if inbound and outbound freight traffic is diverted or eliminated due to the competition 

with crude oil trains. 

 

 The EIS must also analyze impacts, mitigation measures, and potential funding relating to 

the use of passenger rail on these same lines.  As Exh. 42 discusses, the Amtrak Cascades Mid-

Range Plan (2008), Washington and passenger rail advocates have significant plans for increases 

of passenger rail capacity, including adding additional high-speed passenger trains on the I-5 
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corridor.  The EIS must analyze how existing and expanded passenger rail uses will be impacted 

if freight traffic increases.
36

  The EIS should also consider existing and prospective public 

funding for rail capacity to purchase passenger rail service.  The public has spent billions of 

dollars in rail improvements to ensure that passenger rail fits with existing capacity, and it is 

imperative that the EIS fully analyze the past and prospective investments to ensure that public 

funds are not spent for private purposes. 

 

 It will also be necessary to review the need for public investment spurred by this project.  

Rail infrastructure improvements are anticipated, although it is far from clear how those 

improvements will be funded.  Rail lines and infrastructure will also need to be regularly 

maintained, and there will be mitigation costs for structures such as overpasses, tunnels, and 

railroad crossings.  The EIS must also address whether the public will be expected to bear any 

costs for infrastructure constructed for private benefits.  Federal and State Governments 

commonly bear a significant share of the costs of freight rail capacity improvement projects.
37

  

The EIS should include all needed capacity improvements that will be required to address at least 

those areas where the planned oil train traffic will exceed the capacity of the existing system. 

 

2. The project is likely to create very significant impacts relating to rail 

traffic in dozens of impacted communities. 

 Numerous studies have confirmed that the massive increases in freight rail traffic for coal 

export will result in significant adverse impacts on other traffic and freight mobility within 

affected communities.  See Exhs. 30, 31-38, 39.  Each of these studies concludes that the level 

and type of coal train traffic associated with this project is likely to cause a number of affected 

intersections to reach unacceptable levels of service, including many intersections that are 

projected to reach level of service “D” or “F.”  These traffic impacts will cause direct economic 

losses to affected communities and businesses through interruptions of freight mobility, 

challenges for customers reaching businesses, and lost employee time.  Air pollution impacts 

related to increased idling and congestion may also directly impact growth in affected 

communities.  These studies apply to crude oil trains as well. 

 

 Although these studies show the likelihood of significant adverse impacts in a number of 

communities, it is imperative that the EIS fully analyze these issues in these and all other 

                                                 
36

 Passenger service that may be affected would include, among others, Sound Transit Sounder 

Commuter services as well as Amtrak intercity service and Empire Builder service between 

Seattle and Chicago.  The Empire Builder service also utilizes “The Funnel” in Spokane, which 

is expected to see the greatest increase in freight rail traffic because of the coal shipments. 

37
 See Sightline, January 2013, Who Pays for Freight Rail Upgrades? available at 

http://daily.sightline.org/2013/01/18/who-pays-for-freight-railway-upgrades/. 
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communities that are likely to be similarly affected along the entire corridor from drill sites in 

North Dakota, Montana, or Alberta, Canada to the proposed terminals. 

 

 The EIS must also look at necessary mitigation for these traffic and mobility concerns 

and the question of who will bear the costs of this mitigation.  Under federal law, railroads are 

generally limited to paying no more than 5% of the costs of grade separated crossings where at 

grade crossings are being eliminated.  Typically, the railroad pays far less than that amount.  

Given that the costs of grade separated crossings to address these traffic issues are in the $10s 

and $100s of millions, the EIS must analyze any mitigation that is needed to reflect the huge 

increases in oil train traffic associated with this project to ensure that the public does not pay for 

private benefits. 

 

 Finally, it is particularly critical that the evaluation of rail impacts be placed with the 

context of cumulative effects from multiple projects, currently under consideration, that will 

dramatically raise the amount of train traffic in Washington State.  There are numerous proposals 

to ship crude oil and coal that will in part use the same rail lines.  The EIS should evaluate the 

direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts of reasonably foreseeable projects, including crude oil, 

coal export, and liquefied natural gas terminals.  This includes the cumulative impacts associated 

with rail traffic, vessel traffic, and associated pollution and public health impacts. 

 

3. Other economic impacts and risks associated with the project will be 

significant. 

a. Property valuation 

 Although large increases in oil train traffic has not yet occurred, recent studies focused on 

proposed coal train traffic increases have indicated that the massive increases in train traffic may 

directly result in significant reductions in property values, affecting owners, other taxpayers and 

affected communities.
38

  A study conducted by the Eastman Company (a property valuation 

consultant company) relevant to the Gateway Pacific Terminal in Whatcom County concludes 

that property valuation losses are likely to be significant for properties located within 500 feet of 

the mainline tracks in Whatcom, Skagit, Snohomish, King, and Pierce Counties, due to the 

impacts related to traffic, safety, vibration, noise, pollution, and stigma and perception issues.  

For example, the study found that single family residential properties north of Everett could lose 

values in the range of 5-20%.  Other estimates included multi-family properties (5-15%); 

commercial properties (5-10%); and industrial properties (5-8%).  Using a database of assessed 

                                                 
38

 See Exh. 43, Increased Coal Train Traffic and Real Estate Values, The Eastman Company 

(Oct. 30, 2012); Exh. 44, The effect of freight railroad tracks and train activity on residential 

property values, Robert A. Simons R. & A. El Jaouhari (Summer 2004); Exh. 45, Examining the 

Spatial Distribution of Externalities: Freight Rail Traffic and Home Values in Los Angeles, 

Futch, M. (Nov. 11, 2011). 
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property values in the study area, the Eastman report concluded that even a 1% diminution in 

property value would result in a loss of approximately $265 million.  While we are not yet aware 

of any comparable study for Hoquiam or the greater Grays Harbor area, it is clear that a 

substantial increase in rail traffic has important impacts that need to be assessed.  The EIS should 

look at these issues along the entire corridor, using specific estimates of rail traffic associated 

with the project, as well as the cumulative impacts of proposed coal export facilities and other 

proposed crude-by-rail projects. 

 

b. Impacts on economies dependent on the marine environment 

 There are likely to be significant adverse impacts and major risks posed to Grays Harbor 

and aquatic ecosystems from this project.  In addition to the impacts on ecosystems, these issues 

must be evaluated for the impacts and risks that they pose for marine related businesses and 

economies, such as commercial, tribal and sports fisheries, tourism, and other related businesses.  

These businesses cumulatively provide billions of dollars in positive economic impacts to the 

state and region.  Exh. 16, National Wildlife Federation, The True Cost of Coal: The Coal 

Industry’s Threat to Fish and Communities in the Pacific Northwest (2012) at 9 (recreational 

fishing accounts for $2.7 billion a year to the Washington and Oregon economies; commercial 

fishing in Washington contributed $3.9 billion to economy).  Impacts to other forms of 

recreation, such as boating, fishing, hiking, and birding, should be closely analyzed. 

 

 Commercial and recreational fishing form a vital part of Washington State’s economy.  

As Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife found in 2008 (Exh. 76): 

Ultimately, our findings indicate that commercial and recreational fisheries not 

only contribute employment and personal income, but also contribute in several 

other significant ways to Washington’s economy, as well as to its residents’ 

quality of life. 

In terms of economic impacts, commercial and recreational fishing conducted in 

Washington fisheries directly and indirectly supported an estimated 16,374 jobs 

and $540 million in personal income in 2006.  When viewed in the context of the 

Washington state economy, these levels of employment and earnings account for 

about 0.4 percent of total statewide employment and about 0.2 percent of total 

statewide personal income in 2006. 

See also Exh. 77, Washington State Maritime Cluster Economic Impact Study (Nov. 2013). 

 

 All of these economic impacts beg the question whether the overall economic impacts of 

the projects are positive.  As Exh. 46 shows, The Impact of the Development of the Gateway 

Pacific Terminal on the Whatcom County Economy, the answer to this question is very likely no.  

This study, by one of the nation’s leading economic consulting firms, evaluated the positive 

economic impacts from a proposed coal export project in Whatcom County, and then compared 
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them to a wide range of negative economic tradeoffs and impacts.  It concluded that the overall 

economic impact would very likely be negative, even in the county with most of the positive 

economic benefits.  A similar review should be prepared specific to the locally impacted area of 

Hoquiam and Grays Harbor County as part of this EIS.  Additionally, the EIS should look at the 

overall economic impacts of these projects on a region-wide basis, particularly in light of the 

cumulative effects with multiple overlapping impacts. 

 

E. The Westway and Imperium Projects Will Increase Harm to Wildlife, Marine, and 

Aquatic Health. 

 The EIS must include an analysis of impacts to biological, marine, and aquatic resources 

on both public and private lands and waters in the affected area, that is, in the area from the 

drilling of the oil in the middle of the North American continent, through the rail corridor to the 

Westway and Imperium projects, through the loading and shipping of the oil through the Grays 

Harbor estuary, past Bowerman Basin National Wildlife Refuge, to its final, and currently 

unknown, destination and burning.  Such resources include marine and terrestrial mammals, 

game and non-game resident and migratory bird species, raptors, songbirds, amphibians, reptiles, 

fisheries, aquatic invertebrates, wetlands, and vegetative communities.  Hoquiam and Ecology 

must ensure that up-to-date information on all potentially impacted flora and fauna is made 

available, so that adequate impact analyses can be completed.  Habitat degradation, 

fragmentation, and loss must all be assessed, along with any resulting impacts to wildlife and 

marine species. 

 

1. Construction and operation of these projects will harm the ecology of 

Grays Harbor. 

 Risks to aquatic health in the important Grays Harbor estuary—including potential harm 

to important Grays Harbor and Chehalis salmon populations—stem from oil spills from bulk 

carriers, impacts during construction (seafloor disturbance, increased turbidity, noise, lighting), 

impacts during operation (endemic oil spills, shading from pier and wharf, toxics from terminal’s 

outfall pipes, night lighting, noise), chosen shipping routes and shipping traffic along those 

routes, and climate change itself.  Exh. 82, Direct Testimony of James E. Jorgensen (Sept. 5, 

2013); Exh. 85, Testimony of Ervin Joseph Schumacker (Aug. 29, 2013); Exh. 81, Direct 

Testimony of Brent Finley (Sept. 6, 2013). 

 

 Stormwater is another critical concern, given the toxicity of the material being shipped.  

The surrounding water bodies are already listed as impaired under the state’s § 303(d) list, and 

under Ninth Circuit precedent, any additional discharge to such impaired streams is prohibited.  

The provisions in the construction and industrial stormwater general permit are not adequate to 

the task of controlling toxic runoff from facilities into sensitive and impaired water bodies.  

These discharges should be regulated under an individual permit if not prohibited outright. 
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 As noted above, an evaluation of the proposed Morrow coal export facility showed 

nitrogen deposition from the diesel engines for the trains and ships significantly above the 

ecological screening level.  See Exh. 57 at 24-26.  The EIS should include a similar analysis for 

Westway and Imperium. 

 

 Increased wildlife mortality from railroad and drilling-related activity (including, but not 

limited to, increased human conflicts, habitat loss, and increased hunting pressure) must also be 

discussed.  Impacts to wildlife migration corridors must be evaluated. 

 

2. Increased shipping traffic caused by the Westway and Imperium projects 

will harm Grays Harbor and its already at-risk aquatic species. 

 Granting the requested permits would dramatically increase the amount of large-vessel 

traffic in Grays Harbor, a sensitive and critically important ecosystem.  See Exhs. 81, 82, 84, 85 

(Finley, Jorgensen, Rosenfeld, and Shumacker Testimony). 

 

 The dramatically increased shipping traffic brings with it an increased risk of collisions, 

groundings, spills, discharges, and accidents during vessel fueling.  Similarly, the potential for 

introduction of invasive species, including through ballast water, must be assessed, as tens of 

thousands of cubic meters of ballast water per visit will be discharged by the shipping vessels.  

Exh. 16, The True Cost of Coal: The Coal Industry’s Threat to Fish and Communities in the 

Pacific Northwest at 10.  Hull fouling presents a similar danger of invasive species introduction.  

All of these risks and impacts must be carefully scrutinized, particularly in light of cumulative 

effects like other proposed oil terminals in Grays Harbor. 

 

 This increased quantity of shipping, and the operations of the terminal site, will have 

effects on threatened, endangered, and candidate species that must be analyzed in the EIS.  This 

includes multiple ESA-listed salmon species and other species.  For species protected under the 

Endangered Species Act, federal agencies must consult with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

and the National Marine Fisheries Service (“NMFS”) under § 7 of the Endangered Species Act 

to determine whether the terminal, the proposed shipping activity and marine shipping routes, 

any of the proposed railroad routes, and the associated oil drilling and combustion activities will 

adversely affect these species or their designated critical habitat. 

 

3. A crude oil spill would be devastating to fish and wildlife. 

 Crude oil is extremely toxic to fish and wildlife.  Past oil spills have caused documented 

harm to aquatic fish and shellfish.  Oil spills release polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (“PAHs”) 

into surrounding waters.  PAHs include phenanthrene, anthracene, fluoranthene, pyrene, but, in 

general, low molecular weight PAHs can be directly toxic to aquatic organisms.  The metabolites 

of higher molecular weight PAHs are known carcinogens in humans.  Previous studies and 

reviews of oil spills have documented PAH’s rapid build-up in tissues of finfish and shellfish to 
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levels dangerous for human consumption following spills of varying size.  Seepage and small 

leaks over time may cause resident fish and shellfish to suffer chronic exposure to PAHs and 

allow these chemical compounds to accumulate in animal tissues. 

 

 An oil spill in the Chehalis River or Grays Harbor would have devastating impacts to fish 

and wildlife.  The EIS should review oil impacts (from everyday leaks to large spills) on 

salmonid fishes, non-salmonid fishes (forage base), crabs, and oysters at a minimum.  The EIS 

should include specific information on oil toxicity, human health issues related to fish 

consumption, and the length of time the environment will be degraded.  Exh. 75, Oiled Wildlife; 

Exh. 70, Altered growth and related physiological responses in juvenile chinook salmon from 

dietary exposure to polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons; Exh. 71, Effects of Diesel on Survival, 

Growth, and Gene Expression in Rainbow Trout Fry; Exh. 72, Leyda Consulting, Ecological 

Impacts of Proposed Coal Shipping (Oct. 30, 2012) at 14-16 (explaining, with references, harm 

to salmonids from petroleum products).  See also Exh. 59, NMFS Comments on Millennium coal 

(listing marine species at risk and requesting information for broad Endangered Species Act 

review). 

 

 Any potential spill discussion must include the Washington State coastline.  The bar at 

the mouth of Grays Harbor is considered a dangerous crossing.  Transporting or towing oil out of 

this harbor will always face risk and more so during winter storms and large tidal exchanges.  

Should a spill incident occur in this area, crude oil and components could potentially impact both 

inside the harbor and the Washington State coastline both north and south of the event dependent 

on wind, waves, and currents.  The 1988 Nestucca spill oiled beaches south into Oregon and 

north from Grays Harbor well into Canada.  See http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/spills/ 

incidents/Nestucca/NestuccaHistory.pdf .  Depending on the time of year, a spill event may be 

worsened by high-energy storms that could spread its impact widely both in the harbor, at sea, 

and on shorelands.   

 

IV. THE EIS MUST ANALYZE A REASONABLE RANGE OF ALTERNATIVES, 

INCLUDING A MEANINGFUL NO-ACTION ALTERNATIVE. 

 The range of alternatives “is the heart of the environmental impact statement.”  40 C.F.R. 

§ 1502.14.  It is well understood that “NEPA requires that an agency ‘rigorously explore and 

objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives.’”  Utahns for Better Transp. v. Dep’t of Transp., 

305 F.3d 1152,1168 (10th Cir. 2002) quoting 40 C.F.R. § 1502.14(a), modified on rehearing 

Utahns for Better Transp. v. Dep’t of Transp., 319 F.3d 1207 (2003).  The alternatives discussed 

should provide different choices from which decisionmakers and the public can make an 

informed choice after considering the environmental effects of the alternatives.  See Westlands 

Water Dist. v. U.S. Dep’t of Interior, 376 F.3d 853 (9th Cir. 2004).  The range of alternatives 

should also “include reasonable alternatives not within the jurisdiction of the lead agency,” and 

“include appropriate mitigation measures not already included in the proposed action or 

alternatives.”  40 C.F.R. § 1502.14. 
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 In addition to the need for thorough consideration of the impacts of constructing the 

Westway and Imperium projects, the EIS must consider the option of not constructing the oil 

shipping facilities at all.  Among the alternatives that must be considered in an EIS is the “no 

action” alternative.  40 C.F.R. § 1502.14(d).  Indeed, “[i]nformed and meaningful consideration 

of alternatives—including the no action alternative—is ... an integral part of the statutory 

scheme.”  Bob Marshall Alliance v. Hodel, 852 F.2d 1223, 1228 (9th Cir. 1988).  The evaluation 

of the no action alternative cannot be a meaningless exercise.  To satisfy NEPA, the EIS must 

consider this alternative without prejudgment of the outcome of its analysis.  “[F]ull and 

meaningful consideration of the no-action alternative can be achieved only if all alternatives 

available … are developed and studied on a clean slate.”  Bob Marshall Alliance v. Lujan, 

804 F. Supp. 1292, 1297-98 (D. Mont. 1992). 

 

V. THE CUMULATIVE IMPACTS OF ALL PROPOSED FOSSIL FUEL EXPORT 

TERMINALS MUST BE CONSIDERED AND ANALYZED. 

 The Westway and Imperium EIS must include review of the impacts of all other proposed 

fossil fuel export projects that use the same rail lines and/or use the same waterways.  The courts 

have found that even where several actions were not “connected” or “similar” enough to warrant 

consideration in a single environmental impact statement, their impacts must still be addressed as 

cumulative impacts.  Earth Island Inst. v. U.S. Forest Serv., 351 F.3d 1291, 1306 (9th Cir. 2003) 

(“Even if a single, comprehensive EIS is not required, the agency must still adequately analyze 

the cumulative effects of the projects within each individual EIS.”); see Quinault Indian Nation 

v. Hoquiam, 2013 WL 6637401. 

 

 Under NEPA, an EIS must analyze and address the cumulative impacts of a proposed 

project.  40 C.F.R. § 1508.25(c)(3).  A cumulative impact is defined as: 

[T]he incremental impacts of the action when added to other past, present, and 

reasonably foreseeable future actions regardless of what agency (Federal or non-

Federal) or person undertakes such other actions.  Cumulative impacts can result 

from individually minor but collectively significant actions taking place over a 

period of time. 

40 C.F.R. § 1508.7.  In other words, cumulative impacts are the result of any past, present, or 

future actions that are reasonably certain to occur within the action area.  Such effects “can result 

from individually minor but collectively significant actions taking place over a period of time.”  

Id.  In the coal context, the U.S. Supreme Court has held that, “when several proposals for coal-

related actions that will have cumulative or synergistic environmental impacts upon a region are 

pending concurrently before an agency, their environmental consequences must be considered 

together.  Only through comprehensive consideration of pending proposals can the agency 

evaluate different courses of action.”  Kleppe v. Sierra Club, 427 U.S. 390, 409-410 (1976). 
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 These proposals share space with proposals for coal export, other oil shipping, and 

liquefied natural gas export facilities.  Each of these proposals cannot be considered in a vacuum, 

for each will add impacts to an already stressed system.  As the Environmental Protection 

Agency noted, “[a]ll of these projects—and others like them—would have several similar 

impacts.  Consider, for example, the cumulative impacts to human health and the environment 

from increases in greenhouse gas emissions, rail traffic, mining activity on public lands, and the 

transport of ozone, particulate matter, and mercury from Asia to the United States.”  EPA 

Comment on Port of Morrow project (Apr. 5, 2012) (recommending a “thorough and broadly-

scoped” cumulative impacts analysis of all proposed coal export facilities).
39

 

 

 Further, the proposed fossil fuel terminals will be sited within the “usual and 

accustomed” fishing areas of Pacific Northwest Indian tribes, which have a sovereign 

government-to-government relationship with the U.S. federal government.  Under federal court 

precedent, the tribes are “co-managers” of these resources along with the state and wield 

considerable influence over decisions that affect fishing resources.
40

  The Affiliated Tribes of 

Northwest Indians called for full environmental review and government-to-government 

consultation with Indian tribes throughout the region.
41

  Seven different tribal organizations—the 

Lummi Indian Business Council, the Swinomish Indian Tribal Community, the Confederated 

Tribes and Bands of the Yakama Nation, the Makah Tribal Council, the Tulalip Tribes, the 

Nisqually Indian Tribe, and the Samish Indian Nation—submitted comments on the Cherry Point 

Gateway Pacific Terminal calling for full environmental review, government-to-government 

coordination, and protection for fish, wildlife, air and water quality, human health, and tribal 

sacred areas. 

 

 Other federal agencies have also identified common elements that call for area-wide 

review.  The U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development, in its scoping comments for 

the Gateway Pacific Terminal, stated that “HUD suggests the Co-Lead Agencies either include 

                                                 
39

 EPA reiterated this call for a complete cumulative impacts review in its scoping comments for 

the Gateway Pacific Terminal, stating that “EPA also recommends that environmental impacts 

from increases in regional rail traffic and combustion of coal in receiving markets be examined 

in the context of other proposed export facilities in the Pacific Northwest region, so that 

reasonably foreseeable cumulative environmental impacts from additional facilities can be 

understood before a decision is made, as NEPA contemplates. …  The cumulative effects 

analysis would appropriately include increases in regional train traffic and related air quality 

effects on human health, and the potential for effects to human health and the environment from 

increases in the long-range transportation of air pollution, including greenhouse gas emissions.”  

See http://www.eisgatewaypacificwa.gov/resources/project-library. 

40
 U.S. v. Washington, 384 F. Supp. 312 (W.D. Wash. 1974). 

41
 Available at http://www.atnitribes.org/sites/default/files/res_12_53_with%20attachment.pdf. 
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the cumulative impacts from all three proposed ports in this EIS, or conduct an Areawide EIS 

that covers all three ports.  The train traffic from all three ports could have a significant noise 

impact on communities on our region and in order to accurately and comprehensively address 

this impact, it needs to be considered as a whole.”
42

  The National Park Service similarly called 

for a cumulative effects EIS.
43

 

 

 Hoquiam and Ecology must examine the cumulative effects of other actions and 

programs of the state and federal government, and fully disclose the combined impact of ongoing 

and reasonably foreseeable future actions.  This includes the effect of Army Corps dredging 

projects and shipping traffic from existing terminals.  Hoquiam and Ecology must also analyze 

cumulative impacts from actions carried out by local and private entities. 

 

VI. FEDERALLY-GUARANTEED TREATY RIGHTS MUST BE RESPECTED AND 

PROTECTED. 

 These proposed oil terminals will be sited within the “usual and accustomed” fishing 

areas of the Quinault Indian Nation, which, as a sovereign government, has a government-to-

government relationship with the U.S. federal government and State of Washington.  In fact, the 

State of Washington and its agencies entered the Centennial Accord with federally-recognized 

Indian tribes in 1989, by which it recognized the sovereignty of Indian tribes and committed to a 

government-to-government relationship to resolve issues and disagreements.  “Centennial 

Accord between the Federally Recognized Indian Tribes in Washington State and the State of 

Washington,” August 4, 1989. 

 

 The Quinault Indian Nation is a signatory to the Treaty of Olympia (1856) in which it 

reserved a right to take fish at its “usual and accustomed fishing grounds and stations” and the 

privilege of gathering, among other rights, in exchange for ceding lands it historically roamed 

freely.  Treaties impose on the government the “highest responsibility” and create a special 

fiduciary duty and trust responsibility upon all agencies of the United States and states to protect 

treaty rights, including fishing rights.  Seminole Nation v. United States, 316 U.S. 286, 297 

(1942).  In a landmark court case known as the “Boldt decision,” a federal court confirmed that 

Indian tribes have a right to half of the harvestable fish in state waters and established the tribes 

as co-managers of the fisheries resource with the State of Washington.  United States v. 

Washington, 384 F. Supp. 312 (W.D. Wash. 1974).  Specific to the Quinault Indian Nation, the 

Boldt decision affirmed the Quinault usual and accustomed fishing areas include “Grays Harbor 

and those streams which empty into Grays Harbor.”  Id. at 374.  Subsequently-adopted federal 

regulations establish ocean treaty fishing areas for Quinault to include marine waters between 

Destruction Island and Point Chehalis.  50 C.F.R. § 660.50. 

                                                 
42

 Available at http://www.eisgatewaypacificwa.gov/resources/project-library. 

43
 Available at http://www.eisgatewaypacificwa.gov/resources/project-library. 
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 The Quinault have been called the Canoe people because of the primacy of the ocean, 

bays, estuaries, and rivers to every aspect of tribal life.  See generally Jacqueline M. Strom, Land 

of the Quinault (1990).  The Quinault Indian Nation’s Division of Natural Resources manages all 

aspects of its many fisheries, both on and off the reservation.  Quinault fishermen harvest 

salmon, sturgeon, steelhead, halibut, cod, crab, oysters, razor clams, and many other species in 

Grays Harbor. 

 

 The Chehalis and the Humptulips Rivers and the Grays Harbor estuary into which they 

flow provide the freshwater and marine habitat that support natural production for chinook, 

chum, and coho salmon and steelhead of critical importance to the Quinault Nation’s Treaty-

protected terminal river fisheries within Grays Harbor, managed jointly by the Quinault Nation 

and Washington State Department of Fish and Wildlife and governed by seasonal plans and 

agreements.  Grays Harbor nourishes other species of fish important to the Nation’s Treaty-

protected fisheries such as White Sturgeon and Dungeness Crab, an economically vital fishery on 

the coast of Washington.  Grays Harbor produces numerous species of invertebrates and finfish 

that provide important prey to species and stocks utilizing the harbor and adjacent marine areas.  

Many tribal fishers derive their entire economic livelihoods from fishing and shellfishing in these 

waters.  An oil spill would be disastrous to their families.  Indeed, it would be disastrous to the 

culture and spirit of the Quinault people, many of whom rely on fish and shellfish from Grays 

Harbor and adjacent marine waters for the subsistence.  The importance of subsistence fishing 

and shellfishing to the diet, health, and cultural and spiritual well-being of Quinault members 

cannot be overstated.
44

 

 

 Quinault weavers have gathered materials from the Grays Harbor area for many 

generations.  Sweetgrass, cattail, and other grasses and willow gathered from the Bowerman 

Basin are used by the Quinault as a material in the traditional weaving of baskets and mats, and 

for ceremonial purposes.  Weaving is as integral to contemporary Indian culture as it was in the 

past.  See K. James and V. Martino, Grays Harbor and Native Americans (1986), prepared for 

the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Contract #DACQ67-85-M-0093). 

 

 The Quinault Indian Nation has an obvious interest in protecting the fish and fish habitat 

that it relies on in Grays Harbor to exercise its federally-guaranteed treaty fishing rights, as well 

as the traditional areas used for gathering plants for traditional cultural use.  The risk of oil spills 

that may impact these federally-protected treaty resources must be considered and analyzed.  

Additionally, the Quinault Nation’s treaty fishing right includes a right of access to its traditional 

                                                 
44

 See generally, Catherine A. O’Neill, Variable Justice:  Environmental Standards, 

Contaminated Fish, and “Acceptable” Risk to Native People, 19 Stan. Envtl. L.J. 3, 73-75 

(2000); Catherine A. O’Neill, Fishable Waters, 1 Am. Indian L. Rev. 181, 255-260 (2013), 

available at http://www.law.seattleu.edu/Documents/ailj/Spring%202013/O'Neill-

Fishable%20Waters.pdf. 
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fishing areas and any impact to that right is an unconstitutional taking of a property right.  

Increased vessel traffic within the Quinault usual and accustomed fishing areas will impact that 

right of access and must also be analyzed.  The Quinault pursued earlier appeals and litigation 

over these two proposed crude-by-rail projects and will continue to oppose their permitting.  

Furthermore, the Quinault Indian Nation has economic interests that are at risk from an oil spill, 

including its Beach Resort and Casino and marina in Ocean Shores, which must also be 

considered.  Because treaties are the highest law of the land, the Quinault’s treaty rights have 

federal primacy and must be protected. 

 

 Many additional tribes have spoken out against permitting of coal terminals on the lower 

Columbia.  See Exhs. 47 through 53.  In a comment letter to the Corps regarding the Morrow 

project in Boardman, the Yakama Nation characterized coal export proposals in the Columbia as 

a “new front … in the war on the Yakama way of life,” describing in detail the risks to salmon, 

the safety of tribal fishermen, human health, water quality, and cultural resources.  Exh. 49.  The 

Nez Perce have also commented on the Morrow project, requesting that the Corps perform an 

EIS and assess cumulative impacts, citing concerns about “Tribal treaty rights, ESA-listed fish 

and lamprey and their habitat, Tribal traditional use areas along the coal transportation corridor, 

tribal cultural resources, and Tribal member health arising from coal dust and diesel pollution.”  

Exh. 50.  The Columbia River Inter-Tribal Fish Commission (“CRITFC”), which represents four 

Sovereign Tribal Nations (the Warm Springs, Confederated Tribes of Umatilla Indian 

Reservation, Yakama Nation, and Nez Perce) with treaty rights to salmon and other fish on the 

Columbia River, has also expressed opposition to the coal export proposals.  In a comment letter 

on the Morrow Pacific Project, CRITFC stated that it has heard “significant concerns from our 

member tribes about the project’s potential effects on tribal treaty fisheries.”  Exh. 51.  CRITFC 

noted that “the proposed project area is currently used for fishing by tribal members exercising 

their treaty fishing rights” and the area “is also within lands designated as Traditional Cultural 

Property (TCP) and may contain significant cultural resources.”  The Affiliated Tribes of 

Northwest Indians have called for full environmental review and government-to-government 

consultation with Indian tribes throughout the region.  Exh. 47.  The concerns of these Indian 

nations and tribal members must be taken into account and apply with equal force to Westway, 

Imperium, and crude-by-rail. 

 

 Indeed, for the Gateway Pacific Terminal in Bellingham, Washington, the Corps wrote to 

the Washington Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation seeking concurrence in its 

decision to define the Area of Potential Effect to include only the areas near the construction site 

itself.  See Exh. 54.  The Washington State Historic Preservation Officer Allyson Brooks 

disagreed, stating that the Area of Potential Effect was much greater, and that “the scope of this 

project, and the associated train traffic, poses unique issues when developing the necessary 

cultural resource studies.”  Exh. 55.  The letter also notes the need to consider the effects of the 

“seaward boundary of the [Area of Potential Effect].  The increased vessel traffic, associated 

wakes, waves, and shoreline erosion of these vessels and the increased risk of accidents, oil 

spills, and damage all need to be considered.”  Id. at 2.  For the Millennium Terminal, the 
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Department repeated these concerns and added issues of Native American burial sites along the 

Columbia River, as well as concerns about the impacts of vessel traffic: 

Panamax and Cape-sized dry bulk carriers along the Washington Coast and 

entering the Columbia River are clearly a reasonable and foreseeable effect of the 

Project that should create a seaward boundary of the EIS.  The increased vessel 

traffic, associated wakes, waves, and shoreline erosion of these vessels and the 

increased risk of accidents, oil spills and damage all need to be considered. 

Exh. 60. 

 

 Similarly, many tribes have expressed their concern and opposition to the Millennium 

coal export terminal.  See Exhs. 61-68, Comments of the Coeur d’Alene, Cowlitz, Nez Perce, 

Nisqually, Umatilla, Warm Springs, Yakama, and Upper Columbia River Tribes.  For example, 

the Nez Perce Tribe outlined its concerns with the impact of the Millennium project on treaty-

protected fishing: 

The lower Columbia provides crucial habitat for treaty-protected resources such 

as salmon, steelhead, lamprey and resident fish.  There are several ESA-listed fish 

in the project corridor including Lower Columbia River Chinook Salmon ESU, 

Upper Willamette River Chinook Salmon ESU, Snake River Fall Chinook ESU, 

Columbia River chum salmon ESU, middle Columbia River steelhead DPS, and 

lower Columbia River steelhead DPS.  These species are of critical importance to 

subsistence and culture of the Tribe.  In addition, lamprey, although currently are 

not a listed species but are culturally significant to the Tribe, are also located in 

the project 

The application contemplates a significant increase in vessel and rail traffic.  The 

analysis must include a thorough evaluation of the impacts of increased vessel 

traffic on anadromous and resident fish.  This analysis should include impacts to 

aquatic resources caused by ballast intake and wake strandings, as well as threats 

posed by increased turbidity, noise, lighting, and impacts during operations like 

coal dust and other toxics.  In addition, the increased rail traffic may affect Tribal 

member access to usual and accustomed fishing places and other traditional use 

areas as well as interfere with Tribal member use of those places through 

increased noise disturbances, coal dust, and diesel pollution.  For all these reasons 

the Tribe believes that the increase in vessel and train has the potential to interfere 

with tribal treaty fisheries. 

Exh. 63 at 4-5.  These concerns about impacts to native fish populations, fishing access, and 

vessel and rail traffic apply with equal force to the proposed Gray Harbor projects. 
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 In 2006, the Corps denied a permit for a new dock and terminal site on the Columbia 

River because it would affect tribal treaty fishing rights.  See Exh. 56.  A similar outcome is 

warranted here.  We ask that tribal sovereignty and treaties be fully respected. 

 

VII. ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE CONCERNS 

 All federal agencies are encouraged to consider environmental justice in their NEPA 

analysis, evaluate disproportionate impacts, and identify alternative proposals that may mitigate 

these impacts.  The fundamental policy of NEPA is to “encourage productive and enjoyable 

harmony between man and his environment.”  In considering how to evaluate progress in 

reaching these aspirational goals, the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) defined effects 

or impacts to include “ecological...aesthetic, historic, cultural, economic, social or health 

impacts, whether direct, indirect or cumulative.”
45

  Recognizing that these types of impacts 

might disproportionately affect different communities or groups of people, President Clinton 

issued Executive Order 12898 in 1994,
46

 directing each federal agency to, among other things: 
 

 “Make achieving environmental justice part of its mission by identifying and 

addressing, as appropriate, disproportionately high and adverse human health or 

environmental effects of its programs, policies, and activities on minority populations 

and low-income populations,” 

 “Identify differential patterns of consumption of natural resources among minority 

populations and low-income populations,” 

 Evaluate differential consumption patterns by identifying “populations with 

differential patterns of subsistence consumption of fish and wildlife,” and 

 “Collect, maintain, and analyze information on the consumption patterns of 

populations who principally rely on fish and/or wildlife for subsistence.” 

 

 CEQ’s Guidance for Environmental Justice under NEPA
47

 called for agencies to consider 

specific elements when considering environmental justice issues: 

 

 Agencies should consider the composition of the affected area, to determine whether 

minority populations, low-income populations, or Indian tribes are present in the area 

affected by the proposed action, and if so whether there may be disproportionately 

                                                 
45

 CEQ, Environmental Justice: Guidance Under the National Environmental Policy Act, 

December 10, 1997, available at http://ceq.hss.doe.gov/nepa/regs/ej/justice.pdf. 

46
 “Federal actions to address environmental justice in minority populations and low-income 

populations,” 59 Fed. Reg. 7629 (Executive Order 12898; February 11, 1994). 

47
 CEQ, Environmental Justice: Guidance Under the National Environmental Policy Act, 

December 10, 1997, available at http://ceq.hss.doe.gov/nepa/regs/ej/justice.pdf. 
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high and adverse human health or environmental effects on minority populations, 

low-income populations, or Indian tribes. 

 Agencies should consider the potential for multiple or cumulative exposure to human 

health or environmental hazards in the affected population and historical patterns of 

exposure to environmental hazards.  Agencies should consider these multiple, or 

cumulative effects, even if certain effects are not within the control or subject to the 

discretion of the agency proposing the action. 

 Agencies should recognize the interrelated cultural, social, occupational, historical, or 

economic factors that may amplify the natural and physical environmental effects of 

the proposed agency action.  These factors should include the physical sensitivity of 

the community or population to particular impacts; the effect of any disruption on the 

community structure associated with the proposed action; and the nature and degree 

of impact on the physical and social structure of the community. 

 Agencies should be aware of the diverse constituencies within any particular 

community.  Agencies should seek tribal representation in the process in a manner 

that is consistent with the government-to-government relationship between the United 

States and tribal governments, the federal government’s trust responsibility to 

federally-recognized tribes, and any treaty rights. 

 

 The EIS must examine the environmental justice impacts, including increased noise, 

flowing from this project.  Several low-income or minority communities stand to be 

disproportionately impacted by the oil shipping terminals, the rail transportation of crude, and its 

drilling/extraction.  As discussed above, traditional tribal lands will be affected by the Westway 

and Imperium projects.  Tribes along the rail route and in the area of increased drilling will be 

impacted by the proposed railroad and the increased drilling and extraction associated with this 

project. 

 

 The EIS must include demographic information for all communities at the terminal site 

and along the rail lines that would ship oil to the port, as well as at the drill sites.  Communities 

closest to the port site, along the rail line, and near the wells—many of which are low income or 

have high minority populations—will bear a disproportionate impact of the air and water 

pollution caused by crude oil transportation and export, as described above. 

 

VIII. THE THREAT OF CLIMATE CHANGE HAS SPURRED WASHINGTON’S 

COMMITMENT TO GREENHOUSE GAS REDUCTION. 

 United Nations’ Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (“IPCC”) released the fifth 

version of its frequently cited report reflecting the scientific consensus that unrestrained 

greenhouse gas emissions are the major cause of global warming.  As summarized by the IPCC 

in an accompanying press release: 
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Warming in the climate system is unequivocal and since 1950 many changes 

have been observed throughout the climate system that are unprecedented over 

decades to millennia.  Each of the last three decades has been successively 

warmer at the Earth’s surface than any preceding decade since 1850…  Thomas 

Stocker, the other Co-Chair of Working Group I said: “Continued emissions of 

greenhouse gases will cause further warming and changes in all components of 

the climate system.  Limiting climate change will require substantial and 

sustained reductions of greenhouse gas emissions.”
48

 

 Numerous studies predict severe impact from climate change in Washington State, 

including dramatic reductions in snowpack, declining river flows, increased deaths from 

temperatures and air pollution, increased risk of wildfires, loss of salmon and shellfish habitat, 

lost hydropower generation, and flooding.  In 2006, Washington commissioned a study “Impacts 

of Climate Change on Washington’s Economy,” which found that the cost of climate impacts 

would reach $3.8 billion annually by 2020.
49

  The state Department of Ecology in 2009 

summarized recent scientific studies specific to the Pacific Northwest as follows: “Each [of the 

studies] shows that without additional action to reduce carbon emissions, the severity and 

duration of the impacts due to climate change will be profound and will negatively affect nearly 

every part of Washington’s economy.”
50

 

 

 In February 2012, Washington Governor Christine Gregoire convened the Washington 

State Blue Ribbon Panel on Ocean Acidification to chart a course for addressing the causes and 

consequences of acidification.  The Governor charged the Panel to: 

 

 Review and summarize the current state of scientific knowledge of ocean 

acidification, 

 Identify the research and monitoring needed to increase scientific understanding and 

improve resource management, 

 Develop recommendations to respond to ocean acidification and reduce its harmful 

causes and effects, and 

 Identify opportunities to improve coordination and partnerships and to enhance public 

awareness and understanding of ocean acidification and how to address it. 

 

The Panel released its report and recommendations in the document Washington State Blue 

Ribbon Panel on Ocean Acidification (2012): Ocean Acidification: From Knowledge to Action, 

                                                 
48

 Available at http://www.ipcc.ch/news_and_events/docs/ar5/press_release_ar5_wgi_en.pdf 

(emphasis in original).  See also Exh. 73, Global Climate Change Impact in the United States 

(2009). 

49
 Available at http://www.ecy.wa.gov/pubs/0701010.pdf. 

50
 Available at http://www.ecy.wa.gov/pubs/0901006.pdf. 
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Washington State’s Strategic Response, H. Adelsman and L. Whitely Binder (eds).  Washington 

Department of Ecology, Olympia, Washington.
51

 

 

 In November 2012, Governor Christine Gregoire issued an Executive Order
52

 

acknowledging the particular harm that ocean acidification, caused by increased emissions of 

greenhouse gases into the atmosphere, inflicts on Washington.  “[I]t is critical to our economic 

and environmental future that effective and immediate actions be implemented in a well-

coordinated way and that we work collaboratively with federal, tribal, state, and local 

governments, universities, the shellfish industry, businesses, the agricultural sector, and the 

conservation/environmental community to address this emerging threat.  The Executive Order 

specifically directs “[t]he Office of the Governor and the cabinet agencies that report to the 

Governor to advocate for reductions in emissions of carbon dioxide at a global, national, and 

regional level.” 

 

 This warming threatens major environmental impacts in Washington, the Pacific 

Northwest, and worldwide.
53

  According to the U.S. Global Change Research Program 

(“GCRP”), climate change could affect the Pacific Northwest, including western Washington, by 

causing “declining springtime snowpack lead[ing] to reduced summer streamflows, straining 

water supplies, [and] … increased insect outbreaks, wildfires, and changing species composition 

in forests [that] will pose challenges for ecosystems and the forest products industry.”  Exh. 73, 

U.S. Global Change Research Program, Global Climate Change Impacts in the United States, at 

135-38 (Thomas R. Karl et al., eds., 2009).  In the northwestern United States, “salmon and other 

coldwater species will experience additional stresses as a result of rising water temperatures and 

declining summer streamflows.”  Id. at 136.  Global warming also could profoundly affect the 

health of western fisheries, by “hamper[ing] efforts to restore depleted salmon populations,” id. 

at 137. 

 

 Concentrations of CO2 in the atmosphere “are projected to continue increasing unless the 

major emitters take action to reduce emissions.”  Endangerment and Cause or Contribute 

Findings for Greenhouse Gases Under Section 202(a) of the Clean Air Act, 74 Fed. Reg. 66,496, 

66,539 (Dec. 15, 2009).  The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency recognized the cumulative 

nature of both the climate change problem and the strategies needed to combat it: 

                                                 
51

 Available at https://fortress.wa.gov/ecy/publications/SummaryPages/1201015.html.  The 

technical summary (Feely, R.A., T. Klinger, J.A. Newton, and M. Chadsey (2012): Scientific 

Summary of Ocean Acidification in Washington State Marine Waters.  NOAA OAR Special 

Report) is available at https://fortress.wa.gov/ecy/publications/SummaryPages/1201016.html. 

52
 Available at http://www.governor.wa.gov/execorders/eo_12-07.pdf. 

53
 And major economic impacts.  See Exh. 74, An Overview of Potential Economic Costs to 

Washington of a Business-As-Usual Approach to Climate Change, Feb. 17, 2009. 
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[N]o single greenhouse gas source category dominates on the global scale, and 

many (if not all) individual greenhouse gas source categories could appear small 

in comparison to the total, when, in fact, they could be very important 

contributors in terms of both absolute emissions or in comparison to other source 

categories, globally or within the United States.  If the United States and the rest 

of the world are to combat the risks associated with global climate change, 

contributors must do their part even if their contributions to the global problem, 

measured in terms of percentage, are smaller than typically encountered when 

tackling solely regional or local environmental issues. 

Id. at 66,543 (emphasis added).  Consistent with this finding, the Ninth Circuit has rejected the 

argument that individual actions represent too minor of a contribution to the global problem to 

merit consideration under NEPA: “The impact of greenhouse gas emissions on climate change is 

precisely the kind of cumulative impacts analysis that NEPA requires agencies to conduct.  Any 

given rule setting a [vehicle fuel-efficiency] standard might have an ‘individually minor’ effect 

on the environment, but these rules are ‘collectively significant actions taking place over a period 

of time.’”  Ctr. for Biological Diversity v. Nat’l Highway Traffic Safety Admin., 538 F.3d 1172, 

1217 (9th Cir. 2008) (internal citations omitted). 

 

 Both the United States and Washington have sought to meet the challenge of climate 

change with a variety of statutory and regulatory actions to reduce our reliance on fossil fuels 

and promote conservation and alternatives.  At the federal level, EPA has responded with a 

formal finding that greenhouse gases endanger the public health and welfare, 74 Fed. Reg. 66496 

(Dec. 15, 2009), the first step in comprehensively regulating greenhouse gases under the federal 

Clean Air Act.  EPA has already issued some regulations relating to reducing emissions from 

both mobile and stationary sources, including the June 2010 “tailoring rule” governing federal 

Clean Air Act requirements for greenhouse gas emissions from stationary sources, 75 Fed. Reg. 

31514 (June 3, 2010), passenger vehicle rules, see, e.g., 2017 and Later Model Year Light-Duty 

Vehicle Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Corporate Average Full Economy Standards, 77 Fed. 

Reg. 62,624 (Oct. 15, 2012), and proposed rules for power plants, see Standards of Performance 

for Greenhouse Gas Emissions for New Stationary Sources, 77 Fed. Reg. 22,392 (Apr. 13, 

2012). 

 

 Washington adopted greenhouse gas reduction standards via legislation adopted in 2008.  

See RCW 70.235.070(1)(a).  The statute establishes that by 2020, emissions shall be reduced to 

1990 levels.  By 2035, greenhouse gas emissions are to be 25 percent below 1990 levels and by 

2050, they are to be 50 percent below 1990 levels.  The state legislature has consistently 

reinforced its concern for greenhouse gas impacts on Washington’s climate and economy, for 

example: a) by taking measures to triple the number of green jobs by 2020; b) adopting a clean 

car standard that will reduce greenhouse gas emissions from mobile sources; c) dramatically 

increasing efficiency requirements for buildings; d) helping communities reduce greenhouse gas 

emissions by saving energy; e) requiring all state agencies to inventory and reduce emissions; 
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f) funding planning for climate change mitigation and adaptation; g) creating tax and other 

financial incentives to support low-carbon alternative energy sources; h) requiring new power 

plants to meet an “emissions performance standard” for greenhouse gases; and i) requiring new 

power plants mitigate 20 percent of life-time greenhouse gas emissions from the power plant. 

 

These legislative actions have been supplemented by a number of Executive Orders 

promoting reduction of greenhouse gas emissions and increasing the availability of energy 

alternatives.
54

  On October 28, 2013, Washington Governor Jay Inslee joined with Oregon 

Governor John Kitzhaber, California Governor Jerry Brown, and British Columbia Premier 

Christy Clark in signing the Pacific Coast Action Plan on Climate and Energy.  Exh. 92.  That 

accord commits Washington to lead national and international policy on climate change, account 

for the costs of carbon pollution, and invest in infrastructure that is climate smart.  Most recently, 

on April 29, 2014, Governor Inslee issued Executive Order 14-04, Washington Carbon Pollution 

Reduction and Clean Energy Action.  Exh. 91.  This order created a Carbon Emissions Reduction 

Taskforce directed to “provide recommendations on the design and implementation of a carbon 

emission limits and market mechanisms program for Washington,” as well as directed the 

Department of Ecology to review and update greenhouse gas emission limits. 

 

 In short, both the United States and Washington have made firm and clear commitments 

to address the causes of climate change and have committed to promote alternatives to projects 

that generate greenhouse gas emissions and mitigate those that cannot be avoided.  The proposal 

to construct two crude oil shipping terminals with massive direct and indirect greenhouse gas 

emissions needs to be evaluated in light of those statutory and regulatory commitments. 

 

*               *               * 

 

                                                 
54

 The laws and executive orders are available at www.ecy.wa.gov/climatechange/laws.htm. 
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SCOPING COMMENTS FROM THE QUINAULT INDIAN NATION ON PROPOSED 

WESTWAY AND IMPERIUM CRUDE-BY-RAIL TERMINALS (May 27, 2014) 

 

INDEX OF EXHIBITS 

 

 

Exhibit 

No. 

Title Date 

 

1 BP West Coast Products LLC, Material Safety Data Sheet—

Crude Oil, (flash point of 20° - 90° F). 

 

May 13, 2002 

2 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Screening-Level 

Hazard Characterization, Crude Oil Category, Sponsored 

Chemical, Crude Oil (CASRN 8002-05-9). 

 

March 2011 

3 Abrams, L., Fracking chemicals may be making oil more 

dangerous, Salon.com. 

 

August 13, 2013 

4 Letter from Thomas J. Herrmann, Acting Director, Office of 

Safety Assurance and Compliance, to Jack Gerard, American 

Petroleum Institute, regarding review of potential safety issues 

related to the transportation of crude oil by rail, at 4. 

 

July 29, 2013 

5 Statement of Adam Sieminski, Administrator, Energy 

Information Administration, U.S. Department of Energy, before 

the Committee on Energy and Natural Resources, U.S. Senate, 

at 2. 

 

July 16, 2013 

6 American Association of Railroads, Moving Crude Oil by Rail, 

at 3-5. 

 

December 2013 

7 Region 10 Regional Response Team and Northwest Area 

Committee, Emerging Risks Task Force Report—2013, Project 

Overview. 

 

2013 

8 The Globe and Mail, How oil is transported from North 

Dakota’s Williston Basin. 

 

December 2, 2013 

9 American Association of Railroads, AAR Reports Record 

Second Quarter Crude-by-Rail Data; Decreased Weekly Rail 

Traffic. 

 

August 29, 2013 
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10 American Association of Railroads, AAR Reports October and 

Weekly Rail Traffic Gains, 3Q Crude Oil Up Year Over Year. 

 

November 7, 2013 

11 A Joint Report by Shanese Crosby, Robin Fay, Colin Groark, 

Ali Kani, and Jeffrey R. Smith, Terry Sullivan, Transporting 

Alberta’s Oil Sands Products: Defining the Issues and 

Assessing the Risks. 

 

March 17, 2013 

12 A Joint Report by Natural Resources Defense Council, National 

Wildlife Federation, Pipeline Safety Trust, and Sierra Club, Tar 

Sands Pipelines Safety Risks. 

 

February 2011 

13 Washington State Department of Ecology, Publication No. 

97-252, Oil Spills in Washington State: A Historical Analysis. 

 

April 1997 

Rev. March 2007 

14 A Report, Analysis of the Potential Costs of Accidents/Spills 

Related to Crude by Rail, prepared by Ian Goodman and Brigid 

Rowan on behalf of Oil Change International, before the 

Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Administration. 

 

November 8, 2013 

15 Article from Los Angeles Times, Train in Alabama oil spill was 

carrying 2.7 million gallons of crude, by Soumya Karlamangla. 

 

November 9, 2013 

16 National Wildlife Federation Report, The True Cost of Coal: 

The Coal Industry’s Threat to Fish and Communities in the 

Pacific Northwest. 

 

2012 

17 Article from The Oregonian, New Dawn fuel barge ran 

aground in the Columbia River, response was confusion, report 

says, by Scott Learn. 

 

June 20, 2010 

18 Article from The Louisiana Weekly, River traffic resumes after 

barge accident but threats remain, by Susan Buchanan. 

 

June 4, 2011 

19 Article from the New York Daily News, Barge collision in 

Mississippi River causes oil spill. 

 

February 18, 2012 

20 The American Petroleum Institute, Petroleum HPV Testing 

Group, Category Assessment Document, High Production 

Volume (HPV) Chemical Challenge Program, submitted to the 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 

 

January 14, 2011 

21 U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Effects of Oil Spills on Wildlife 

and Habitat, Alaska Region. 

 

December 2004 
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22 Article from Dartmouth Undergraduate Journal of Science, Oil 

Spills: Severity and Consequences to Our Ecosystem. 

 

March 11, 2012 

23 Pipelines and Salmon in Northern British Columbia: Potential 

Impacts, prepared for the Pembina Institute by David A. Levy, 

Levy Research Services Ltd. 

 

October 2009 

24 Letter from Cynthia Giles, U.S. Environmental Protection 

Agency, to Jose W. Fernandez and Dr. Kerri-Ann Jones, U.S. 

Department of State, regarding the Keystone XL Project, at 3-4. 

 

April 22, 2013 

25 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Report, Volume 

Estimate for Submerged Line 6B Oil in the Kalamazoo River, 

prepared by Thomas P. Graan, Ph.D., Weston Solutions, Inc., 

and Ronald B. Zelt, Professional Hydrologist, U.S. Geological 

Survey. 

 

May 1, 2013 

26 Congressional Research Service Report for Congress, Air 

Pollution and Greenhouse Gas Emissions from Ships, prepared 

by James E. McCarthy, Specialist in Environmental Policy. 

 

December 23, 2009 

27 Air Pollution and Greenhouse Gas Emissions from Ocean-

going Ships: Impacts, Mitigation Options and Opportunities for 

Managing Growth, prepared by Axel Friedrich, Falk Heinen, 

Fatumata Kamakate, and Drew Kodjak. 

 

undated 

28 Protecting American Health from Global Shipping Pollution, 

Establishing an Emission Control Area in U.S. Waters, by 

Janea Scott and Hilary Sinnamon. 

 

undated 

29 Daniel A. Lashof, et al., Natural Resources Defense Council, 

Coal in a Changing Climate. 

 

February 2007 

30 Parametrix PowerPoint, Coal Train Traffic Impact Study. 

 

November 2012 

31 Gibson Traffic Consultants, Inc. Memorandum re Cherry Point 

Coal Export Facility Rail Operations – City of Bellingham. 

 

June 21, 2012 

32 Gibson Traffic Consultants, Inc. Memorandum re Cherry Point 

Coal Export Facility Rail Operations – Burlington. 

 

August 15, 2011 

33 Gibson Traffic Consultants, Inc. Memorandum re Cherry Point 

Coal Export Facility Rail Operations – City of Edmonds. 

 

May 22, 2012 
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34 Gibson Traffic Consultants, Inc. Memorandum re Cherry Point 

Coal Export Facility Rail Operations – City of Edmonds 

supporting documents. 

 

May 22, 2012 

35 Gibson Traffic Consultants, Inc. Memorandum re Cherry Point 

Coal Export Facility Rail Operations – Marysville. 

 

June 15, 2011 

36 Gibson Traffic Consultants, Inc. Memorandum re Cherry Point 

Coal Export Facility Rail Operations – Mt. Vernon. 

 

September 1, 2011 

37 Gibson Traffic Consultants, Inc. Memorandum re Cherry Point 

Coal Export Facility Rail Operations – City of Seattle. 

 

February 13, 2012 

38 Gibson Traffic Consultants, Inc. Memorandum re Cherry Point 

Coal Export Facility Rail Operations – Stanwood. 

 

August 8, 2011 

39 Heavy Traffic Ahead, Rail Impacts of Powder River Basin Coal 

to Asia by Way of Pacific Northwest Terminals, Report 

prepared for Western Organization of Resource Councils. 

 

July 2012 

40 Washington State Department of Transportation, Washington 

State 2010-2030 Freight Rail Plan. 

 

December 2009 

41 Washington State Transportation Commission, Statewide Rail 

Capacity and System Needs Study, Final Report. 

 

December 2006 

42 Washington State Department of Transportation, Washington 

State, Amtrak Cascades Mid-Range Plan. 

 

December 2008 

43 Valuation Consultation Report prepared by The Eastman 

Company for Climate Solutions regarding Increased Coal Train 

Traffic and Real Estate Values. 

 

October 30, 2012 

44 Article in Entrepreneur, The effect of freight railroad tracks and 

train activity on residential property values, by Robert A. 

Simons and Abdellaziz El Jaouhari. 

 

Summer 2004 

45 Michael Futch, Examining the Spatial Distribution of 

Externalities: Freight Rail Traffic and Home Values in Los 

Angeles. 

 

November 11, 2011 

46 The Impact of the Development of the Gateway Pacific 

Terminal on the Whatcom County Economy, prepared by Public 

Financial Management, Inc. for Communitywise Bellingham. 

 

March 6, 2012 
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47 Affiliated Tribes of Northwest Indians Resolution No. 12-53. 

 

Sept. 24-27, 2012 

48 Press Release: Northwest Tribes say no short-cuts for coal 

export proposals, distributed in conjunction with the Coast 

Salish Gathering and Association of Washington Tribes. 

 

September 27, 2012 

49 Confederated Tribes and Bands of the Yakama Nation 

comments on Permit Application NWP-2012-56. 

 

May 3, 2012 

50 Nez Perce Tribal Executive Committee comments on Permit 

Application NWP-2012-56. 

 

May 3, 2012 

51 Columbia River Inter-Tribal Fish Commission comments on 

Permit Application NWP-2012-56. 

 

May 7, 2012 

52 Region 10 Regional Tribal Operations Committee comments on 

Permit Application NWP-2012-56. 

 

May 15, 2012 

53 Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla Indian Reservation 

comments on Permit Application NWP-2012-56. 

 

March 28, 2012 

54 Letter from Chris Jenkins, Cultural Resources Program 

Manager, Department of the Army, to Allyson Brooks, Ph.D., 

State Historic Preservation Officer, Department of Archaeology 

and Historic Preservation, regarding NWS-2008-0260 Gateway 

Pacific Terminal Section 106 Initiation. 

 

July 9, 2013 

55 Letter from Allyson Brooks, Ph.D., State Historic Preservation 

Officer, Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation, 

to Chris Jenkins, Cultural Resources Program Manager, 

Department of the Army, regarding Gateway Pacific Terminal 

Project. 

 

July 17, 2013 

56 Letter from Thomas E. O’Donovan, Department of the Army, 

Portland District Corps of Engineers, to Tim Wetherall, Port of 

Arlington, regarding Department of Army Permit Application, 

attaching Department of the Army Environmental Assessment 

and Statement of Findings. 

 

Undated 

57 AMI Environmental, AERMOD Modeling of Air Quality 

Impacts of the Proposed Morrow Pacific Project – Final 

Report. 

 

October 2012 
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58 Comments from Babtist Paul Lumley, Executive Director, 

Columbia River Inter-Tribal Fish Commission, to Millennium 

Bulk Terminals—Longview EIS, regarding Millennium Bulk 

Terminals LLC, Longview Shipping Facility Project—Scoping 

Comments. 

 

November 18, 2013 

59 Comments from Kim Kratz, Ph.D., Assistant Regional 

Administrator, NOAA Fisheries West Coast Region, to 

Millennium Bulk Terminals EIS, regarding Scoping Comments 

on the Millennium Bulk Terminals—Longview, LLC 

SEPA/NEPA EIS. 

 

November 18, 2013 

60 Comments from Gretchen Kaehler, Assistant State 

Archaeologist, Department of Archaeology & Historic 

Preservation, to MBTL Coal Export Terminal, regarding 

scoping comments for the proposed Millennium Bulk Export 

Terminal Project, Longview, Cowlitz County, Washington. 

 

November 18, 2013 

61 Comments from Chief J. Allan, Chairman, Coeur D’Alene 

Tribe, to Danette Guy, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers; Mike 

Wojtowicz, Cowlitz County Department of Building and 

Planning; and Diane Butorac, Department of Ecology, 

regarding Comments on Millennium Bulk Terminals, 

Longview, LLC’s Coal Export Terminal at Longview, in 

Cowlitz County, Washington Proposal. 

 

November 8, 2013 

62 Comments from William Iyall, Chairman, Cowlitz Indian Tribe, 

to Col. Bruce A. Estok, Seattle District Commander, U.S. Army 

Corps of Engineers, regarding Scoping Comments for 

Millennium Bulk Terminals – Longview, LLC Project, 

NEPA/SEPA Environmental Impact Statement. 

 

November 18, 2013 

63 Comments from Silas C; Whitman Chairman, Nez Perce Tribal 

Executive Committee, to Millennium Bulk Terminals – 

Longview EIS, regarding Scoping Comments on the U.S. Army 

Corps of Engineers, Washington State Department of Ecology, 

and Cowlitz County Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact 

Statement on the Proposed Millennium Bulk Terminals—

Longview Shipping Facility Project. 

 

November 18, 2013 

64 Comments from David A. Troutt, Natural Resources Director, 

Nisqually Indian Tribe, to Millennium Bulk Terminals-

Longview EIS, regarding Comments of Scoping Notice, 

Proposed Millennium Bulk Terminals Longview EIS. 

 

November 18, 2013 
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65 Comments from Matt Wynne, Chairman, Upper Columbia 

United Tribes, to Millennium Bulk Terminals-Longview EIS, 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Washington Department of 

Ecology, and Cowlitz County Building and Planning, regarding 

opposing the proposed Millennium Bulk Terminal Coal 

Transport Facility located in Longview, Washington. 

 

November 14, 2013 

66 Comments from Eric Quaempts, Director, Department of 

Natural Resources, Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla Indian 

Reservation, to Millennium Bulk Terminals-Longview EIS, 

regarding Scoping Comments on Proposed Millennium Bulk 

Terminals Longview Shipping Facility. 

 

November 18, 2013 

67 Comments from “Bobby” Bmnoe, General Manager, Branch of 

Natural Resources, The Confederated Tribes of the Warm 

Springs Reservation of Oregon, to Washington Department of 

Ecology, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, and Cowlitz County 

Building and Planning, regarding Comments on Scope of EIS 

for Millennium Bulk Terminals, Longview LLC Coal Export 

Terminal. 

 

November 18, 2013 

68 Comments from Harry Smiskin, Chairman, Confederated 

Tribes and Bands of the Yakama Nation, to Lt. General Thomas 

P. Bostick, Brig. General John S. Kem, and Col. Bruce Estok, 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, and Maia Bellon, Washington 

State Department of Ecology, regarding Comments on the 

Scope of the NEPA & SEPA EISs for the Proposed Millennium 

Bulk Terminal at the Port of Longview. 

 

November 18, 2013 

69 Johan Rene van Dorp, Jason R.W. Merrick, Vessel Traffic Risk 

Assessment (VTRA), Final Report prepared for Puget Sound 

Partnership. 

 

September 18, 2013 

70 Article in Canadian Journal of Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences, 

Altered growth and related physiological responses in juvenile 

Chinook salmon (Oncorhynchus tshawytscha) from dietary 

exposure to polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs), by J.P. 

Meador et al. 

 

October 2006 

71 Article in Environ. Sci. Technol., Effects of Diesel on Survival, 

Growth, and Gene Expression in Rainbow Trout 

(Oncorhynchus mykiss) Fry, by Lizzy Mos, et al. 

 

2008 
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72 Leyda Consulting, Inc., letter regarding Ecological Impacts of 

Proposed Coal Shipping on the Columbia River Port of Morrow 

and Port Westward, Oregon. 

 

October 30, 2012 

73 Global Climate Change Impact in the United States, a State of 

Knowledge Report from the U.S. Global Change Research 

Program. 

 

2009 

74 Report from The Program on Climate Economics, Climate 

Leadership Initiative, Institute for a Sustainable Environment, 

and University of Oregon, An Overview of Potential Economic 

Costs to Washington of a Business-As-Usual Approach to 

Climate Change, prepared by Ernie Niemi, ECONorthwest. 

 

February 17, 2009 

75 Article on Oiled Wildlife Response, published by Northwest 

Area Committee/Regional Response Team. 

 

January 2013 

76 Economic Analysis of the Non-Treaty Commercial and 

Recreational Fisheries in Washington State, Final Report, 

prepared for Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife, by 

TCW Economics, with technical assistance from The Research 

Group. 

 

December 2008 

77 Washington State Maritime Cluster, Economic Impact Study, 

prepared for Economic Development Council of Seattle and 

King County and Workforce Development Council of Seattle 

and King County, by Community Attributes, Inc. 

 

November 2013 

78 Comments from Peter Goldmark, Commissioner of Public 

Lands, Washington State Department of Natural Resources, to 

Millennium Bulk Terminals EIS Co-Lead Agencies, regarding 

Scope of the EIS for Proposed Coal Export Terminal in 

Longview, Washington. 

 

November 18, 2013 

79 Article, The Daily World, Third grain train derailed. 

 

May 15, 2014 

80 Quinault Indian Nation, and Friends of Grays Harbor, Sierra 

Club, Surfrider Foundation, Grays Harbor Audubon, and 

Citizens for a Clean Harbor vs. City of Hoquiam, Washington 

State Department of Ecology, Westway Terminal Company, 

LLC, and Imperium Terminal Services, LLC, Shorelines 

Hearings Board for the State of Washington, Case No. 13-012c, 

Direct Testimony of Fred Felleman. 

 

September 9, 2013 
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81 Quinault Indian Nation, and Friends of Grays Harbor, Sierra 

Club, Surfrider Foundation, Grays Harbor Audubon, and 

Citizens for a Clean Harbor vs. City of Hoquiam, Washington 

State Department of Ecology, Westway Terminal Company, 

LLC, and Imperium Terminal Services, LLC, Shorelines 

Hearings Board for the State of Washington, Case No. 13-012c, 

Direct Testimony of Brent Finley. 

 

September 6, 2013 

82 Quinault Indian Nation, and Friends of Grays Harbor, Sierra 

Club, Surfrider Foundation, Grays Harbor Audubon, and 

Citizens for a Clean Harbor vs. City of Hoquiam, Washington 

State Department of Ecology, Westway Terminal Company, 

LLC, and Imperium Terminal Services, LLC, Shorelines 

Hearings Board for the State of Washington, Case No. 13-012c, 

Direct Testimony of James E. Jorgensen. 

 

September 5, 2013 

83 Quinault Indian Nation, and Friends of Grays Harbor, Sierra 

Club, Surfrider Foundation, Grays Harbor Audubon, and 

Citizens for a Clean Harbor vs. City of Hoquiam, Washington 

State Department of Ecology, Westway Terminal Company, 

LLC, and Imperium Terminal Services, LLC, Shorelines 

Hearings Board for the State of Washington, Case No. 13-012c, 

Direct Testimony of Paul S. O’Brien. 

 

September 9, 2013 

84 Quinault Indian Nation, and Friends of Grays Harbor, Sierra 

Club, Surfrider Foundation, Grays Harbor Audubon, and 

Citizens for a Clean Harbor vs. City of Hoquiam, Washington 

State Department of Ecology, Westway Terminal Company, 

LLC, and Imperium Terminal Services, LLC, Shorelines 

Hearings Board for the State of Washington, Case No. 13-012c, 

Direct Testimony of Paul Rosenfeld, Ph.D. 

 

September 9, 2013 

85 Quinault Indian Nation, and Friends of Grays Harbor, Sierra 

Club, Surfrider Foundation, Grays Harbor Audubon, and 

Citizens for a Clean Harbor vs. City of Hoquiam, Washington 

State Department of Ecology, Westway Terminal Company, 

LLC, and Imperium Terminal Services, LLC, Shorelines 

Hearings Board for the State of Washington, Case No. 13-012c, 

Direct Testimony of Ervin Joseph Schumacker. 

 

August 29, 2013 
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86 Quinault Indian Nation, and Friends of Grays Harbor, Sierra 

Club, Surfrider Foundation, Grays Harbor Audubon, and 

Citizens for a Clean Harbor vs. City of Hoquiam, Washington 

State Department of Ecology, Westway Terminal Company, 

LLC, and Imperium Terminal Services, LLC, Shorelines 

Hearings Board for the State of Washington, Case No. 13-012c, 

Direct Testimony of Joseph Wartman, Ph.D. 

 

September 9, 2013 

87 Comments from Ken S. Berg, Manager, Washington Fish and 

Wildlife Office, Fish & Wildlife Service, to Evan Lewis, Seattle 

District, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers; and Marc Horton, 

Director of Environment and Engineering Services, Port of 

Grays Harbor, regarding Public Notice and Supplemental 

Environmental Impact Statement Grays Harbor Navigation 

Improvement Project. 

 

March 24, 2014 

88 Heavy Traffic Still Ahead, a Report prepared by Terry C. 

Whiteside, Whiteside & Associates, and Gerald W. Fauth III, 

G.W. Fauth & Associates, Inc., for Western Organization of 

Resource Councils. 

 

February 2014 

89 Potential Socio-Economic Impacts of the Proposed Shipment of 

Crude Oil from Grays Harbor, a Report prepared by Ernie 

Niemi, Natural Resource Economics, for Earthjustice. 

 

January 2014 

90 The Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Administration, 

Safety Alert, Preliminary Guidance from OPERATION 

CLASSIFICATION. 

 

January 2, 2014 

91 Executive Order 14-04, Washington Carbon Pollution 

Reduction and Clean Energy Action, issued by Jay Inslee, 

Governor, State of Washington. 

 

April 29, 2014 

92 Pacific Coast Action Plan on Climate and Energy. 

 

October 28, 2013 
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Submission Number: 000000315 

Received: 5/27/2014 1:47:11 PM
Commenter: Richard  Mack
Organization: Riverside Fire Authority
Address: 1818 Harrison Avenue  Centralia, Washington 98531 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000315-63837.docx Size = 42 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
The Riverside Fire Authority provides full service response to fire, EMS, rescue and hazardous material emergencies to
 approximately 26,000 residents living in Northwest Lewis County and including the city of Centralia, Washington.
 These services are provided from eight fire stations to a geographic area of approximately 184 square miles comprised
 mostly of rural properties. There are two primary modes of commerce transportation through the Riverside Fire
 Authority's jurisdiction. They are Interstate 5 and the Burlington Northern Santa Fe Rail line which parallel one-another
 in a North/South orientation through the community. In addition, the Puget Sound and Pacific Rail line intersects with
 Burlington Northern Santa Fe in Centralia. This is the line proposed to be used to transport the commodity for the
 Westway and Imperium projects. This rail line crosses 9 residential streets and 2 major arterials along with 4 roads
 serving industrial complexes in the jurisdiction. The Riverside Fire Authority Governance Board adopted Response
 Time Objectives as a part of its Regional Fire Service Plan on August 7, 2007. The criteria which formulated the
 response time objectives is derived from the American Heart Association's recognition that once the heart stops beating,
 "there is a six minute window of opportunity for resuscitation and beyond that six minute window, there is only the
 slimmest margin of success." In addition, it is recognized that a fire originating in a room doubles in size for every
 minute of time lapse. At approximately 8 minutes a condition known as flashover occurs which means everything in the
 room of origin is involved in fire and the space is untenable for sustaining human life. The Riverside Fire Authority
 requests a study be conducted as to how the additional rail traffic will impact our ability to meet the response time
 objectives outlined in the Regional Fire Authority Service Plan. Moreover, the Riverside Fire Authority has limited
 capacity to provide fire and life safety service to its citizens threatened by a catastrophic release of the product carried
 in the tank cars. In fact, the city of Portland has gone on record to indicate that it lacks sufficient class B foam capacity
 to mitigate a fire involving the oil volume from a single tank car. Notwithstanding the predictably devastating
 environmental impact to a catastrophic release of product, the Riverside Fire Authority has a limited supply of foam
 product capable only of suppressing a very small class B fire. Finally, in most cases, there are only four on-duty
 firefighters in the Riverside Fire Authority to mount a response to emergencies. We have calculated certain acceptable
 risks to existing facilities, infrastructure, equipment and transportation emergencies. The addition of three oil trains
 daily increases the risk not only to the trains themselves, but to all existing facilities, infrastructure, equipment and
 transportation in the event of a catastrophic release. 
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Appendix C: Response Time Objectives 
 
DEFIBRILLATION AND CPR: The following graphic (figure 1) shows how the success 
of cardiac defibrillation erodes as time goes by.  At 3 – 4 minutes the chances of 
defibrillation being successful are less than 50/50. At 6 minutes, successful 
resuscitation rarely occurs. The participating fire jurisdictions currently provide 
defibrillation as well as significantly higher levels of emergency medical services by 
delivering advanced life support (ALS) via dual trained Firefighter/Paramedics.  
 

 
(Figure 1) 

 
As previously illustrated in the early defibrillation and CPR chart showing that once a 
heart stops there is a six minute window of opportunity for resuscitation and beyond that 
six minute window there is only the slimmest margin of success. Finally, add even 
another measure – The Golden Hour – which states the patient of a severe trauma has 
the best chance of survival if they reach surgery within one hour after the injuries are 
sustained. (Gunshots, car accidents, falls, etc., increase in fatality exponentially if the 
trauma is not surgically repaired within that first hour). 
 
HOUSE FIRES AND FLASHOVER: The time/temperature curve (fig 2) shows the 
relationship of time to the progress and intensity of fire. In a typical room in any house, a 
fire will double in size every minute, assuming it has a steady supply of fuel and oxygen.  
While the fire is growing the temperature in the room is increasing usually to about 1000 
degrees at ceiling level and a few hundred degrees at 3 feet high.  Eventually the room 
temperature reaches a point where everything in the room begins to burn – this is called 
flashover.  Flashover is deadly. After a flashover, the residence is no longer survivable 
for all occupants including firefighters beyond a brief exposure. In flashover everything 
in the room is damaged or destroyed and generally the heat in the rest of the house 
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is such that life would not be sustainable without intervention such as fire hoses or a fire 
protection sprinkler system.  Flashover is the eventual outcome of every house fire and 
occurs generally at about 8 minutes. That means that firefighters need to be on scene 
and working prior to that 8 minute benchmark to achieve life safety rescue and fire 
extinguishment.   
 
These measures establish what the RFPSA defines as “response time” as the most 
important measure of performance.  Other measures the RFPSA considers as critical 

service delivery  
(Figure 2) 

 
factors include the number of personnel responding, the capabilities and efficiency of 
the personnel once on scene, the capabilities of the equipment, and preventative or 
mitigation measures in place prior to arrival, such as sprinkler systems or fire 
extinguishers. The following graphic shows the various constituent elements of the 
“response time”: 
 

0 – 10 Min. 1 - 2 Min. 1 - 2 Min. 3 – 25 Min. 1 – 5 Min. 6 – 43 Min. 
Recognition 
of a problem.  
People try to 
extinguish fire 
before 911.  
People ignore 
chest pain 
and deny they 
have a 
problem. 

Calling 911:  
Once problem 
established 
finding a 
phone, an 
address etc. 
eats up some 
time. 

Dispatching: 
Determining  
type of 
emergency, 
jurisdiction to 
respond, 
broadcasting 
over radio. 

Travel to the 
Scene: Getting 
gear on, driving 
to scene, 
finding the 
address, etc.  – 
highly 
dependent on 
location in 
response area. 

Set up: 
Connecting to 
a hydrant, 
pulling hoses, 
Putting on air 
masks, etc., 
setting up a 
defib unit, 
putting 
oxygen on 
etc. 

The Total 
amount of 
time it takes 
to “respond to 
an 
emergency.     

*There are a number of factors that affect response time including station location, road conditions, and dispatch efficiency 
however adequate staffing and an effective use of volunteer resources are paramount in providing the highest level of service 
possible.   
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Submission Number: 000000316 

Received: 5/27/2014 1:51:33 PM
Commenter: Rozanne Rants
Organization: OLympia F.O.R.
Address: 1621 Tullis /st. NE  Olympia, Washington 98506 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
The effect of increasing the size of the oil terminal facilities in Greys Harbor would effect a wide area outside the
 immediate area. The increased transportation from the oil fields to the shipping terminals would have many ill effects
 all along the routes. These effects must be identified,examined and evaluated. 
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Submission Number: 000000317 

Received: 5/27/2014 1:57:01 PM
Commenter: Jennifer Custer
Organization: Freedom Sportfishing
Address: PO Box 1250  Westport, Washington 98595 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000317-63840.doc Size = 1472 KB
000000317-63841.jpg Size = 333 KB
000000317-63842.jpg Size = 692 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
Attached is a letter to be considered while setting the scope of the EIS from a Charter Fishermen prospective. 
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Submission Number: 000000318 

Received: 5/27/2014 2:07:56 PM
Commenter: Alan Richrod
Organization: Councilmember City of Aberdeen
Address: 707 W. 4th St.  , Washington 98520 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
My overarching concern is for the safety and well-being of the city and county. I remind you of the 4 derailments
 between Aberdeen and Centralia over the last couple of weeks. With the first one, the train was sitting in the yard and
 simply tipped over spilling its contents. The rest were rolling trains. Thankfully, they were just grain. The railroad says
 it’s because it rains here – to use their words. Is that not all the more reason not to bring volatile, poisonous crude oil
 here? There is no spill response for this area. If an oil spill happens east of town in the swamp land, no vehicle can get
 to it. There is no water passage, there are no roads. Imperium and Westway can store crude oil if they wish, just not
 here. Following reprinted by permission: One of the major arguments in favor of such construction is that of the jobs
 such a facility will bring to the area. Crude oil storage does indeed bring a certain number of employment positions. But
 my question is how many jobs will there be. In reviewing such facilities across the country, the number of jobs
 promised has always been grossly overinflated. Factoring in such things as the size and number of facilities to be built
 here, there cannot logically be more than 10 to 12, or perhaps 15 positions at the automated facilities. Say, for the sake
 of argument, that there are 50. An important question to ask is: are those jobs, or any others, worth the cost of 10 to 20
 times that number should an accident arise and petroleum is spilled into the harbor - a scenario which seems
 increasingly likely. As to the vast amount of money that is said to be coming into this area from such an operation, we
 could just as well offer to store nuclear waste. We would likely be able to garner not only vast sums more money but
 the eternal gratitude of a grateful nation for taking what no one else will. But would not that money simply go to the
 port of Grays Harbor anyway? Would we the city of Aberdeen and its good citizens see any of it? Another point that I
 hear often is that at meetings of people opposed to oil storage on the harbor and mile and a half long oil trains, one
 always sees the same people attend time after time. Really? Perhaps. However setting aside the fact that that is not
 literally true, if one turns the tables and were to attend meetings of supporters of the project, would one not see all the
 same people at those meetings albeit probably a different group? I have attended several of the meetings against oil
 storage and while most of the attendees are those that show up at all of the meetings, there is a constant stream of new
 faces. The argument that since I drive a car that has an engine powered by gasoline, therefore I cannot be against the
 storage of crude oil is a hollow and pointless one. It is true I drive a vehicle that runs on petroleum fuel but had I the
 money to do so, I would change that situation in an instant. As my financial situation improves I shall do just that. I
 drive a gas powered, car because I have no choice. Lastly, petroleum is a dead technology and one with no future. It is
 only one of millions of commodities which can be transported to and from Grays Harbor. Support of a petroleum
 storage and shipping facility, or as I am led to understand multiple facilities, is not in the interests of the Grays Harbor
 area. The benefits are insignificant when weighed against the probable cost – a cost which will be paid by the entire
 area. I further remind you of the FRA's own statement that transporting crude oil by rail cannot be made safe. That
 sentiment was echoed by the Canadian Government. Imperium was billed and built as a biofuel production facility.
 That is all well and good but the vast majority of people in this area feel betrayed and are against this proposal. We all
 urge rejection of the permit to allow storage of crude oil. 
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Submission Number: 000000319 

Received: 5/27/2014 2:19:04 PM
Commenter: Bruce Hoeft
Organization: 
Address: 508 N 11th St  Tacoma, Washington 98403 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
The EIS should identify the safety of the spur rail line from Centralia to Hoquiam, the capacity for local emergency
 response teams to deal with spills in the riparian areas, the impact spills would have on downstream and estuarine
 species, and who would pay for cleanups when spills occur. Presumably you are aware of the significance of the Grays
 Harbor Estuary to the survival of migratory shorebirds. An April spill could threaten extinction for certain populations,
 if not species. The EIS should quantify how many migratory bird species depend on a healthy estuary, what percent of
 the Western Flyway populations those numbers represent, the cumulative impact on avian health of incidental spills
 that will occur if one or all oil ports are constructed, as well as the impact on those birds should a catastrophic spill
 happen. You should investigate the ability of local spill teams to respond effectively should a major accident occur, and
 who would pay for these measures. The EIS should identify the likelihood of an accident due to tanker and oil barge
 traffic into, out of, and across the estuary, what measures would be necessary to enhance transport safety, and who
 should pay for these measures. The EIS should quantify the degradation to the health of the estuary, and the birds that
 depend on it, due to channel dredging that would occur if tankers are brought into the proposed ports, what steps can be
 taken to minimize that impact, and who would pay for those steps. 
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Submission Number: 000000320 

Received: 5/27/2014 2:21:41 PM
Commenter: Sean Guard
Organization: City of Washougal
Address: 1701 C Street  Washougal, Washington 98671 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000320-63846.pdf Size = 608 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
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Submission Number: 000000321 

Received: 5/27/2014 2:24:16 PM
Commenter: Carrie Larson
Organization: 
Address: 711 7th Street  Hoquiam, Washington 98550 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Bringing oil by rail to Grays Harbor, especially to multiple storage sites, is fraught with concerns, environmental and
 otherwise. Increased rail traffic bisects cities (Elma) and commercial centers (East Aberdeen) creating serious vehicular
 traffic issues, particularly in the event of emergencies, medical or otherwise. Our County’s limited emergency
 personnel and resources are not equipped nor prepared to handle potential spills or fires—how will this be addressed?
 The track itself crosses multiple waterways, with the capacity to endanger countless estuaries and habitats. In the past
 couple of weeks alone we’ve seen three derailments—what does this mean for the safety of the line, particularly in the
 event of markedly increased rail traffic? Derailments impact other commercial traffic, rail and otherwise, causing
 problems for other area industries—how will this be addressed or mitigated? Highway 12 runs parallel to much of the
 track and through many of our cities; this thoroughfare is heavily used not only by residents but by tourists headed to
 the beach, particularly during summer months. Substantial train traffic will create serious problems at crossings and, in
 the event of derailment or explosions, significant danger to the public. In the event of a spill, who will be responsible
 for cleanup, how will it be paid for, and how will it impact fish and shellfish industries and tourism, and the families
 that rely on those jobs to make their livelihoods? How will it affect the health of all county residents? Earthquake and
 tsunami danger to the proposed storage areas is also of concern, since our flatlands are pure fill, subject to liquefaction.
 What will be done to maximize safety in the event of natural disaster? How can the proposed “benefits” of these oil
 facilities possibly outweigh the risks associated with the transport, storage, and shipping of oil in our fragile Harbor
 environment?
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Received: 5/27/2014 2:59:35 PM
Commenter: David  Beugli
Organization: Willapa-Grays Harbor Oyster Growers Association
Address: PO Box 3  Ocean Park, Washington 98640 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000322-63848.rtf Size = 3795 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
Please see attached comment letter.

703

file:///C|/Users/15425/Documents/HOQ/cbeard/000000322-63848.rtf
http://www.adobe.com/products/acrobat/readstep2.html


 
 

5/27/2014 
 
 
Westway & Imperium EIS 
c/o ICF International 
710 Second Avenue, Suite550 
Seattle, Washington 98104 
 
 
RE:  The Willapa Grays Harbor Oyster Growers Association (WGHOGA) present the 
following scoping comments and inquiries we would like addressed in the 
environmental impact statement for the proposed Imperium and Westway projects. 
 
 
As many residents of Washington and Oregon are finding out, the two states are being eyed as 
shipping ports for coal and tar sands oil from the middle northern states and Canada. Many questions 
regarding potential problems arise as citizens learn of these large multi-faceted proposals.  Examples 
would range from traffic delays caused by up to forty daily 1.5 mile train trips, the tons of coal dust from 
the open gondola train cars, general spillage at points of transfer, potential river and marine pollution 
along the routes and of course the increase to atmospheric carbon dioxide with associated warming 
and ocean acidification when eventually oxidized (burned).  After a long list of public concerns 
including increased pollution, costly spills, explosions, and long term often irreversible damage the 
public is beginning to learn that most if not all the coal and oil from the north mid continental US is 
extracted from public lands and being removed with little say of or benefit to local citizens.  Of all the 
aspects which should invoke discussion the main aspect is the fact that it will be the public and their 
properties which take all the risk for a few to profit. 
 
One portion of this large western United States and Canadian project is planned to have a number of 
these trains travel to proposed terminals at the margin of Grays Harbor.  A train which utilizes the 
same older design of vulnerable tank cars and travels the rails and bridges constructed long ago and 
have suffered years of neglect poses unacceptable risk.  The huge volumes each train is capable of 
transporting (each tank car at 34,500 US gals) would be transferred to large near shore storage at 
Westway, Imperium and US Development terminals.  Next the oil would be transferred to large oil 
tankers that would then traverse Grays Harbor and go north, south or direct to Asia.  At all points of 
this transport and transfer are the chance of spills, ruptures or accidents and explosions.  This would 
not be all focused in Grays Harbor but would be impacting all railways, road crossings, urban areas 
boarding tracks, the rivers and tidal waterways near of over which the tar sand bitumen will pass.  
 
Thus as Shellfish Growers and Processors and as part of the valuable seafood industry along the 
Washington coast we have numerous questions based on many serious concerns.  Not only could 
these projects directly impact our shellfish growing areas but they also run the risk of negatively 
impacting many areas of the upland and marine habitats. 
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The following scoping comments and inquiries need to be addressed in the 
environmental impact statement for the proposed Imperium and Westway projects. 
 
 

• The legislature passed in 2012, a law directing that carbon production be assessed in 
Washington with goals set to consider steps to reduce Washington's carbon emission 
footprint.  Recently, Governor Inslee through executive order established a task force to 
begin an implementation plan around the legislature's action in 2012.  By allowing carbon 
based fuels to pass through Washington Ports so as to increase global carbon pollution, it 
must be considered a large increase in the State's carbon footprint.  How will this project be 
considered within the task force's work?  How will this project reconcile this increase in 
production with the states statutory goals to reduce the Washington's contribution to the 
global carbon footprint? 

 
• Washington State has specific statutory requirements in regard to Coastal Marine Spatial 

Planning (CMSP) through entities such as the State Ocean Caucus, Washington Coastal 
Marine Advisory Council, etc.  One key element of statue is the requirement to "Protect and 
Preserve Existing Sustainable Uses".  This ties specifically to insuring that new or expanded 
uses do not significantly impact existing marine uses.  How is this project specifically 
addressing CMSP statutory requirements around new and expanded uses? 
 

• The outgoing chair of the National Transportation Safety Board, Deborah Hersman said on 
April 21 in her farewell address that U.S. communities are not prepared to respond to 
worst-case accidents involving trains that carry crude oil and ethanol.  Hersman also said 
that the NTSB is overwhelmed by the number of oil train accidents because of a lack of rail 
investigators.  What steps will be taken to respond to emergency accidents or spillage?  Are 
all agencies on board, e.g. firefighters, police, coast guard, etc.?  Are plans proposed to 
make sure spill response equipment and supplies will be available in accordance to the 
magnitude of and volume of the oil shale bitumen that is planned to be transported?  Where 
is spill containment equipment going to be stored? 
 

• An estimate from a US Coast Guard representative in regard to the percent of a spill that 
could be recovered in a coastal estuary and the near shore waters was approximately 5%.  
This estimate was provided during an oil spill preparation presentation.  What this clearly 
implies is that if an oil spill were to occur, it could destructively modify the benthic habitat 
critical to shellfish farms, as well as, the near shore habitat for crab and other commercial 
species along Washington's coast.  Large private investments have been made into these 
resources.  How will the project proponent be required to assure full and immediate financial 
restitution is forthcoming to offset all short and long term damage?  Will measures take into 
account the fact that tar sands oil damage might be permanent (as in the Gulf BP spill) when 
the hardened asphalt like crude becomes incorporated into the sediments especially when 
cleanup proves impossible.  The actual damage to the benthic food chain might eventually 
allow some productivity to occur but will the damage perceived by customers and the 
resulting financial loss to shellfish farmers be accounted for?  This was and continues to be 
a problem in the Gulf.  Is the City of Hoquiam in a position to adequately build and respond 
to an emergency at the future size and dangers of the tank farms?  If not who will pay these 
costs and who will fund the upgrade?  Will the City of Hoquiam be a responsible party for 
marine near shore damage when it occurs? 
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• The current railroad infrastructure (rails, beds, trestles, etc.) is severely neglected.  With the 
several derailments and collisions with resulting spills and explosions of oil trains over the 
past few years it has been pointed out the DOT-111 cars have been declared unsafe to carry 
hazardous liquids.  Will the railroad infrastructure be upgraded to meet not only the greatly 
increased volume and weight but update all safety features to transport these highly 
dangerous materials and thus avoid collisions or derailments?  Are these tank car types to be 
replaced or rebuilt/reinforced?  Is Washington going to allow them to pass through our cities 
and towns?  Is the increase in number of trains being considered in the spill and explosion 
considerations?  

 
• Perhaps one of the most important consequences of a spill within the bay or near shore along 

our coast would be the financial loss for a substantial period of time and perhaps permanently 
to industries such as oyster and clam farming.  One of the long term impacts of both the BP 
spill in the Gulf ± 4 years ago and the more recent Galveston Bay spill (150,000 gal) was and 
continues to be the reduction, abnormal growth and loss of marine organisms.  In addition, for 
a long period, the perception by people that seafood is bad because oil was spilled in a 
particular bay.  The Gulf Coast seafood industry continues to suffer from that today.  What 
financial liability and by who would the financial burden fall (oil companies, railroads, tanker 
companies, City of Hoquiam or Port of Grays Harbor) in the loss of a large part of the shellfish 
industry.  This also should be asked of the other fisher groups on, Dungeness crab or salmon 
both of which the juvenile stages utilize the bays and benthic for this stage of their life.  Can 
guarantees be put into place for possible levels of damage settlement before it actually 
occurs?  What baseline studies might be planned to document benthic conditions of the near 
shore marine areas before any construction and oil storage?  One important aspect in 
assessing damages when a spill occurs is a complete documentation of the sediment 
modifications.  Are sediment analysis and sampling planned ahead of any project approval 
as part of the permit procedure? 
 

• We have seen what destruction can be imposed (reference Fukushima Japan) upon near 
shore facilities when an earthquake and tsunami strikes.  Instead of radioactive material 
spread over the area this facility and huge storage tanks would seem to hold promise of 
heavy crude oil over the urban area.  What plans or provisions are being made for this very 
real eventuality along the west coast?  The impacts of earthquakes, resulting tsunamis and 
severe storms become more probable as sea level continues to rise (currently around 5 mm 
per year).  Are the costs of these critical geological impacts factored in?  What sort of bond or 
arrangement will form a guarantee?  Ironically the atmospheric increase in certain gases 
(e.g.CO2) will be exacerbated by the shipping of oil shale bitumen.  Has a tax or fee on those 
profiting from the overseas sale been proposed to offset these long term costs especially to 
local areas and industries? 
 

• Grays Harbor is a relatively shallow river embayment with rapid aggradation of sediments 
which it is assumed would require constant maintenance dredging to permit passage of the 
large tankers.  The EIS should detail this factor.  How much bay modification will need to be 
done to permit the large tankers to access the terminals?  How deep and how often and what 
happens to the spoils?  Will contamination be monitored and dredge spoils be segregated 
away from shellfish growing beds and other critical benthic areas?  Will spoils be deposited 
upon major Dungeness crab foraging areas?  How will the loss of these foraging areas be 
replaced?  Has the transporting plans taken into account the often very severe weather and 
high surf conditions over this difficult bar?  These same tidal and weather conditions only 706



allow access to intertidal shorelines for a few hours of each day.  This would make sediment 
cleanup of a spill very difficult and costly.  How is this being factored into the overall cleanup 
assessment and plan?  If oil tankers are traveling from Asia to Grays Harbor are provisions 
being addressed to keep invasive species out of the bay that are attached ships hulls or 
released from the bilge water?  Has WDFW set forth rules on this possible problem?  Will the 
large tankers cause navigational problems in this relatively restricted waterway? 
 

• One overall question community members and especially those involved in marine activities 
such as our shellfish industry has is:  Who is liable upfront for damages this project will probably 
cause to a greater or lesser degree along the entire route through western states?  Who is 
covering the risk along the entire rail course along the Columbia River, through the small towns 
and urban areas, through the Chehalis basin, around the marine terminal and the shipping 
route across Grays Harbor and off the coast?  Who is on guard to protect from oil which might 
spill into the Columbia River then by long shore currents work its way north along the beaches 
and bays such as Willapa and Grays Harbor?  Could the responsible parties in this project 
provide surety bonds or some means of making available the potential cost of the damage that 
has a high degree of probability of occurring?  The guarantee or responsibility is what shellfish 
farmers and other who would be impacted by spills or explosions seek for both the short term 
and the more likely, when truly assessed, long term damage? 

 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Westway and Imperium projects.  The Willapa 
Grays Harbor Oyster Association is made up of Shellfish Growers and Processors from both 
Willapa Harbor and Grays Harbor working together to achieve common agricultural, 
environmental, and educational goals. 

 
 
 

Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Don Gillies 
WGHOGA President 
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Submission Number: 000000323 

Received: 5/27/2014 3:01:21 PM
Commenter: Karuna Johnson
Organization: 
Address: 1024 Lincoln Street  Hoquiam, Washington 98550 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
"Washington has the lowest spill volume in the nation and we are continually striving for a rapid, aggressive and well-
coordinated response to incidents with a goal of reaching ‘Zero Spills’ as stated in our Legislative direction."
 Washington DOE website How does Westway and Imperium plan to reach this goal? How many spills are likely to
 occur in the first year? Second year? 10th year? 50th year? Please provide a data analysis of the likelihood of a spill.
 Please include data from the massive number of spills and accidents over the past 36 months. With volumes of evidence
 that oil trains are not safe, explode, and derail, what realistic numbers do Westway and Imperium have to describe the
 risk of a derailment, an explosion, and a spill in our county, along the tracks, and at the waterfront? Please describe in
 excruciating detail how you plan to clean up a spill. Please describe how your spill mitigation plan will leave a residue
 that lasts for thousands of years. Please describe how that will affect the livelihood of marine and human life in our
 Harbor and rivers for the next seven generations. Please provide an analysis of the impacts for seven generations. In
 every analysis of the benefit of your plan, please include an analysis of the effects of your actions for seven generations
 hence. What substances do you plan to spray on the land and water to dissolve the oil after a spill? What are the health
 effects of substances used to mitigate a spill? Please list each substance and quantify the number of people that you
 project will be harmed by the residue of a spill and the substances used to clean it up. Please detail the neurological,
 respiratory, dermatological, reproductive, and other biological impacts of these poisons when they contact human life.
 How many children live along the rail route in GH County? How many elderly? How many immune compromised?
 How many are confined to home or nursing homes? How will these people be affected by the emissions from the oil
 tanker cars? What substances are found in the emissions from oil tanker cars? How many of those substances are
 known carcinogens? What is the incidence of cancer in GH County? How much is the incidence expected to increase
 due to exposure to oil and diluent emissions? What is the plan for protecting workers from emissions? What is the plan
 for taking care of workers who become ill from handling these materials? How many doctors specializing in industrial
 chemical exposure are working in GH County? In the State? Where will workers go to be helped with health problems
 due to occupational hazard? "Environmental justice research demonstrates that people of color and low-income persons
 are disproportionately exposed to environmental hazards, such as pollution and chemicals, in their communities,
 schools, and at work." US Dept Health and Human Services, 2010, Bullard 2007) Isn't it true that Westway and
 Imperium assume that the low socioeconomic status of Grays Harbor implies that the people who live here are
 collateral damage to their profit motive? What mitigation projects do Westway and Imperium plan to benefit the
 community, such as parks, trails, recreation opportunities along the waterfront? 
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Submission Number: 000000324 

Received: 5/27/2014 3:14:41 PM
Commenter: Craig Zora
Organization: 
Address:   ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000324-63851.rtf Size = 99 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
Scoping comments attached. Craig Zora 360-589-9854
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May 27, 2014   
 

Diane Butorac 
Regional Planner Southwest Region  
State of Washington Department of Ecology  
Southwest Regional Office  
300 Desmond Drive, Lacey  
PO Box 47775  
Olympia, WA 98504-7775 
Diane.Butorac@ecy.wa.gov 
(360) 407-6594 
 
 
Dear Ms. Butorac, 
 
RE: Scoping comments for the Crude by Rail Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).  
 
I am very concerned about the Crude by Rail (CBR) project to allow construction of two 
facilities (and a third one) for the storage and shipment of crude oil that would arrive on Grays 
Harbor by rail. Please make sure the EIS addresses the following points completely: 
 

• Analyze impacts and determine direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts to species and to 
their habitats. Assure a transparent process which uses public and peer reviewed data and 
scientific models. 

• There is growing talk of lifting the ban on the export of domestically-produced crude oil. 
If the ban is lifted Grays Harbor may become the gateway to oil markets throughout East 
Asia especially if the CBR project is allowed to be constructed. Direct export does not 
require refining so increased vessel/rail traffic would significantly impact the Harbor and 
surrounding communities. Address these potential cumulative impacts. If the ban was 
lifted would this action trigger another Determination of Significance?  

• Model additional NOAA GNOME spill scenarios in conjunction with on-water spill 
response exercises to determine if Ecology spill plan would adequately contain a Bakken 
Crude spill especially under severe weather conditions. If the oil spill occurred off the 
coast under what current/wind conditions would Willapa Bay be impacted? When will a 
GNOME model be created for Willapa Bay? 

• Analyze impacts to forage fish in the Grays Harbor estuary from a major Bakken Crude 
spill incident and exposure to chronic small-scale spills resulting from loading operations. 
Will baseline data be collected before any construction?  

• Analyze impacts to Natural Area Preserves (North Bay, Sand Island, Goose Island, 
Whitcomb Flats, and the Chehalis River Surge Plain) and the Natural Resources 
Conservation Area (Elk River) located in Grays Harbor County. 
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• Bakken Crude often contains high levels of hydrogen sulfide gas, a colorless, flammable, 
and toxic gas. Chronic exposure to sulfide gas can cause lung, liver and kidney damage, 
infertility, immune system suppression, disruption of hormone levels, blood disorders, 
gene mutations, birth defects, and cancer (Utah Department of Environmental Quality, 
Adverse Health Effects from Exposure to Crude Oil Mixtures June 2010). In the EIS 
address these potential adverse health effects on the residents of Grays Harbor. 

• Discuss the pungent strong odor of Bakken Crude. How will the release of fumes from 
the railcars be prevented?  

• Over 80% of reported oil spills occur within port and harbor areas, however the majority 
are small in size and result from normal operations such as loading and bunkering. Very 
little literature describes the effects of chronic discharges from run-off or numerous small 
discharges of oil, which are common in port and harbor areas. The EIS needs to address 
this concern about the chronic exposure to small-scale spills of Bakken Crude. Will a gap 
analysis study be funded? What are the long term consequences of this chronic exposure? 
Will baseline studies be conducted followed by ongoing monitoring of the estuary? How 
will this monitoring plan be implemented?  

• A Canadian government study in 2002 estimated that approximately 300,000 seabirds are 
killed each year off the Grand Banks as a result of illegal discharges of oil from ships. 
The study also collected oil from bird plumage in the Atlantic and the North Sea over a 
10-year period. When the oil was analyzed, they found that more than 90 percent was 
composed of heavy fuel oil mixed with lubricating oil, which is only found in the bilges 
of large ships. An oil spill does not have to be large in order to devastate a bird 
population. Please address in the EIS how impacts to seabirds will be examined and 
mitigated. 

• Support funding for a gap analysis study to better understand the effects of Bakken Crude 
on the marine environment and estuaries in particular. Will there be funding for research 
to accomplish this task? Please cover this topic in the EIS. 

• Ship impacts to marine mammals such as the gray whale (Eschrichtius robustus) risk 
being struck by ships, causing injury and death. For example, if a ship is traveling at a 
speed of only 15 knots, there is a 79 percent chance of a collision being lethal to a whale. 
One notable example of the impact of ship collisions is the endangered North Atlantic 
right whale, of which 400 or less remain. Deaths from collisions has become an 
extinction threat. Examine how increased shipping traffic will impact marine mammals 
and what steps will be implemented to prevent ship impacts. How will ship impacts be 
monitored and prevented? 

• Right now the City of Vancouver is enthusiastic about a new waterfront development 
where a proposed oil terminal (Tesor-Savage oil terminal) would be sited. The waterfront 
development along the Columbia River will provide public access and many more jobs. 
This is the choice for this community. For our community the cost of required mitigation 
for the significantly impactful CBR project would far exceed the potential benefits. CBR 
represents a significant impact that cannot be adequately mitigated without the proposal 
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being economically unfeasible. Please provide a cost-benefit analysis for the CBR project 
in the EIS. 

• How will storm water be managed at the sites to prevent Bakken Crude and other 
contaminates from entering Grays Harbor. Will baseline data be collected before 
construction begins? Describe the monitoring plan in detail.  

• In the EIS describe the effect of the CBR project on multiple historical cultural resources 
in Grays Harbor.  

• Provide a rating of the toxicity/explosive potential for Bakken Crude compared to other 
oils to provide an index of risk that can be used to evaluate alternatives. Develop 
mitigation. 

• In the EIS evaluate the no action alternative with benefit-cost analysis.  
A performance bond from the railroad company, the two bulk storage facilities, and the shipping 
companies is an essential requirement. Right now BP is in court fighting claimants who are 
waiting for claims to be processed. Please address the complex issue of risk management in the 
EIS. 
All legislation related to oil safety introduced this year in Olympia failed. If legislation fails 
again next year how will this absence of political support affect the CBR project? Clearly there is 
no political support for this significantly impactful project. Moving ahead with the project will 
result in decades of litigation.     
I again request that the Department of Ecology extend the scoping comment period for one 
month and schedule scoping meetings in Westport, Elma, and McCleary. All three cities will be 
significantly impacted by the CBR project. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Craig Zora 
4 Perth Place 
Cosmopolis, WA 98537-1006 
czora@comcast.net 
360-589-9854 
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Submission Number: 000000325 

Received: 5/27/2014 3:58:47 PM
Commenter: Ben Stuckart
Organization: City of Spokane
Address: 808 West Spokane Falls Blvd  Spokane, Washington 99201 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000325-63853.pdf Size = 52 KB
000000325-63854.pdf Size = 252 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
Please see my letter and the signed resolution passed by the Spokane City Council. 
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Submission Number: 000000326 

Received: 5/27/2014 4:07:10 PM
Commenter: Barbara Scavezze
Organization: 
Address:   Olympia, Washington 98501 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Please consider the following: 1)climate change impacts caused by drilling, shipping and burning petroleum products
 and biofuels 2) the ability of train tracks to safely transport increased train traffic carrying very heavy loads 3) the
 impact on traffic congestion at railroad crossings in affected communities 4) the potential for deadly explosions, and the
 ability of emergency management personnel to handle them 5) the impact on Puget Sound and other waterways if any
 of the shipping containers or storage facilities leak. 
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Submission Number: 000000327 

Received: 5/27/2014 4:16:32 PM
Commenter: Tami  Pokorny
Organization: North Pacific Coast Marine Resources Committee
Address: JCPH 615 Sheridan Street  Port Townsend, Washington 98368 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000327-63857.pdf Size = 333 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
Please refer to the attached letter. 
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STEVE ALLISON 

Hoh Tribe 

 

ROD FLECK 

City of Forks, WA 

 

JOHN HUNTER 

Citizen, Clallam County 

 

KATIE KRUEGER 

Quileute Tribe 

 

CATHY LEAR 

Clallam County 

 

ROY MORRIS 

Citizen, Clallam County 

 

RICH OSBORNE 

Citizen, Clallam County 

 

TAMI POKORNY 

Jefferson County 

 

JOHN RICHMOND 

Citizen, Jefferson County 

 

DANA SARFF 

Makah Tribe 

 

JILL SILVER 

Citizen, Jefferson County 

 

CHIGGERS STOKES 

Citizen, Jefferson County 

 
 

May 27, 2014 
 
 
Westway and Imperium Renewables Expansion Project EISs 
c/o ICF International 
710 Second Avenue, Suite 550 
Seattle, WA 98104 
 
RE: Westway and Imperium Expansion Proposals - EIS Scoping 
 
The North Pacific Coast Marine Resources Committee (NPC MRC) is a local science-
based group, formed under Chapter 36.125 RCW, dedicated to marine stewardship 
and citizen engagement focused on the resources and communities of the North 
Olympic Peninsula’s Pacific Coast. We would like to comment on the scope of the EIS 
for these proposals to expand existing bulk liquid storage, and to allow receipt of 
crude oil, at the Port of Grays Harbor.  
 
These projects will increase the risk of oil spills in Grays Harbor, a particularly 
sensitive estuarine environment of nation-wide importance both ecologically and 
commercially, and to cause other serious and enduring environmental harms and 
economic impacts to the region. The projects, by facilitating the release of carbon 
dioxide to the atmosphere, also add to the growing risks of catastrophic climate 
disruption, sea level rise and ocean acidification. Consequently, the broadest possible 
scope and a comprehensive approach to the EIS are necessary and justified.  
 
We understand that the Westway and Imperium expansion proposals would result in 
at least a 300% increase in the number of vessel entry and departure transits over 
2012 levels (168 to 688), and a 133% increase in the number of train transits (730 to 
1703), and the train “units” will include at least 100 train cars. The total storage 
liquid fuel storage capacity would increase by 72.2 million gallons and up to 749.9 
million gallons would pass through the facility each year. A third proposal from US 
Development, now under consideration by the City of Hoquiam, would add an 
additional 42 million gallons of storage capacity and another train transit every two 
days.1 
 
The proposed expansion sites and rail corridor are located on fill and other soils 
prone to liquefaction, post liquefaction settlement, and lateral spreading in the event 
of Cascadia Subduction Zone Interplate events (earthquakes) which “have occurred 
in the prehistoric past and will occur in the future.”2 The site and corridors also 

                                                 
1
 http://cityofhoquiam.com/rail-terminal/GHRT-Shoreline-Permit-App.pdf 

2
 http://cityofhoquiam.com/rail-terminal/GHRT-Geotech-Report.pdf 
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coincide with, or are adjacent to, flood and tsunami hazard zones and critical habitat 
for ESA-listed species.  
 
The NPC MRC strongly recommends that: 
 
1. EIS scoping be delayed until the 2014 Marine and Rail Oil Transportation Study is 
complete and its findings reviewed in the context of other proposed tank farms and 
coal terminals in Washington State.  
 
2. The EIS for the Westway and Imperium proposals consider the cumulative effects 
of oil transport through Grays Harbor, to include US Development’s Grays Harbor Rail 
Terminal (and tanks)3, on vessel and train traffic and patterns, on levels of 
environmental risk, on existing economic activities and on the quality of life for 
people living in the region.  
 
3. The EIS consider potential failures, of structures or processes, that would cause oil 
to spill into the environment – such as derailments or other damage caused by 
earthquakes of various magnitudes, river flooding and associated debris, or tsunamis. 
 
4. The EIS determine what additional infrastructure, plans, procedures and 
equipment should exist in order to minimize damage to the environment from a 
forecasted tsunami and to coordinate with the evacuation and other needs of the 
local population. 
 
5. The EIS identify and quantify any new costs to the public of effective emergency 
response such as costs to station an ocean rescue tug in Grays Harbor and costs to 
upgrade emergency response capacity on land. 
 
6. The EIS characterize how the risks of derailments and other train wrecks in the 
Grays Harbor Region would change as a result of the proposals.   
 
7. The EIS describe in detail the direct and indirect effects of a major spill of 1). Crude 
oil from the Bakken Formation and its associated impurities (fracking chemicals) and 
2). Canadian tar sands and associated impurities (synthetic crude and butimen with 
diluents) on the ESA-listed western snowy plover (Charadrius alexandrinus nivosus), 
streaked horned lark (Eremophila alpestris strigata), and their designated critical 
habitats.  
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment.  
 
Sincerely,  
 
The Members of the NPC MRC 
 
cc:  
OCNMS (L. Antrim, C. Bernthal) 

                                                 
3
 http://cityofhoquiam.com/rail-terminal 
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WA Sea Grant (I. Miller) 
ONP (S. Creachbaum) 
ONRC (F. Hanson) 
Grays Harbor MRC 
Pacific County MRC 
Wahkiakum County MRC 
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Submission Number: 000000328 

Received: 5/27/2014 4:19:15 PM
Commenter: Sherri Garland
Organization: 
Address: 3712 Mayberry Road  Centralia, Washington 98531 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
This country was built on industry and anything to stimulate our economy is good. But I am very concerned about these
 gas/oil trains coming through my community of Centralia. The tracks are old and, I am under the impression,
 susceptible to derailments. It has happened several times just recently -- thankfully, with no major damage to lives or
 private property. Plus, we already have a lot of train traffic through our community and don't believe we can handle
 more. And that's my two cents on the matter! Thank you.
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Submission Number: 000000329 

Received: 5/27/2014 4:28:06 PM
Commenter: Judy Carter
Organization: citizen
Address: 315 Lawrence Drive  Hoquiam, Washington 98550 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Land use and public infrastructure requirements and alterations including new roads or bridges/overpasses necessary to
 decrease disruption of current traffic flow. Decrease of land values due to increased rail disruption, traffic congestion,
 noise, potential for spills/explosions. These should be considered both separately and cumulatively in conjunction with
 the increased flood insurance costs imposed on most areas near the rail lines within the Aberdeen and Hoquiam areas.
 Native American issues including treaty fishing rights - loss/interruption of usual and accustomed fishing sites.
 Shellfish and crab viability Power used to operate Port Facility – amount and source. Backup sources for power outages
 similar to 2007 storm or greater. Air quality measures during operation. Wetlands – loss from fill; stormwater runoff
 pollution including from rain or spray of water to tanks and piping at site and on loaded and empty cars; and mitigation.
 Setback from Fry Creek and other Critical Areas Ordinance (CAO) areas. Water Resources: Fresh water, both surface
 and groundwater – for use at Imperium and Westway, define source and amount; normal/permitted pollution from
 discharges, stormwater runoff, from petroleum products and solvents and other industrial fluids and substances; from
 heavy metals from brakes; and from accidents; and salt water – normal/permitted pollution from discharges including
 sewage, ballast, bilge, stormwater, petroleum products and solvents and other industrial fluids and substances; from
 accidents and from introduction of invasive species. Special attention to aquatic areas defined as “critical” under
 relevant Critical Areas Ordinances and to the Grays Harbor National Wildlife Refuge next to which the US
 Development Project will be located. Physical oceanography and coastal processes including alteration of littoral drift.
 Changes due to dredging activities. Erosion potentials. Coastal and nearshore ecosystem changes due to shading from
 docks and lingering boats, both as to vegetative and animal habitat issues. Human Health impacts especially from
 increased industrial-type pollution and from crude oil. Animal and plant - The impacts of oil spills on marine mammals
 and seabirds are well documented. Direct mortality results from contact with the floating and/or sinking oil and long-
term exposure to oil toxins residing in the spill-affected areas. Impacts on the following including identification of
 abundance status (e.g., there are over 50 species in the Grays Harbor and Washington Coast area determined either
 federally or state endangered or threatened, state sensitive or candidates for protection status or federal species of
 concern. Discussion should include impacts from any alteration in landform or physical oceanographic change/habitat
 change (e.g., changes in nearshore currents); light changes (on land or at water, light pollution at night, changes in
 ability of light to penetrate water columns and to reach bottom such as shading from dock/lingering ships); noise
 pollution from operation of Port Facility or from vessels; from other pollution, both permitted and accidental, oil spills,
 ballast and bilge water or storm water discharges); and implications of expected changes in species composition,
 distribution and absolute numbers as a result of the above, including introduction of invasive species from hull fouling
 and ballast water discharge with special attention being paid to species in areas defined as “critical” under relevant
 Critical Area Ordinances. These should include, but not be limited to: terrestrial mammals, terrestrial and fresh and salt
 water plants, birds, terrestrial invertebrates, amphibians, reptiles, fresh and saltwater fish, marine mammals, marine
 invertebrates. 
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Submission Number: 000000330 

Received: 5/27/2014 4:35:06 PM
Commenter: Judy Carter
Organization: citizen
Address: 315 Lawrence Drive  Hoquiam, Washington 98550 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Hazardous materials to be present at Facility, used or generated with disposal protocols and accident prevention and
 remediation measures in place. Rail traffic analysis given current state of infrastructure; discuss percentage rail
 infrastructure is fully utilized pre-Facility, accident likelihood and recent experiences, impacts response capability and
 remediation. The rail from Centralia to Hoquiam is about 59 miles long, but this does not adequately reflect the impacts
 nor dangers of CBR. What is the statistical danger of over 1100 rail miles? Please address the decreased ability to repair
 infrastructure due to rail traffic. A current TIGER grant application from the City of Chehalis states that the current
 grain and auto traffic to the Port of Grays Harbor is “overwhelming the system.” Please study the logistics of added rail
 use and its impacts to existing rail customers. Road and highway infrastructure and traffic changes due to interruption
 by rail or trucks that are project-associated, increased likelihood of accidents as well as need for additional roadside
 armoring indicated by climate change-induced sea level rise. Who will pay? Vessel traffic along the Washington coast,
 the Grays Harbor estuary and destination routes to California and the Straits of Juan de Fuca including pre-facility
 status, vessels as to age and structural and electronic components; detail normal/permitted pollution impacts of air and
 water including from fuels, engine exhausts, crude oil, ballast or bilge water, noise and direct physical interactions or
 caused avoidance behavior; pollution due to accidents by fuels, crude, etc.; history of single and multi-ship accidents of
 any nature and consequences for such vessels, current risk analysis and the prevention and remediation measures
 proposed including discussion of needed updates of Geographic Response Plans and any need for/who pays cost
 for/what time period needed to implement as to new deployment strategies and associated response equipment in Grays
 Harbor in spatial relation to shipping lanes; interference by these vessels with other necessary ocean transportation uses
 both commercial including fishers, and as well as with recreational and tribal users; interference by these vessels with
 marine mammal social structure and health including physical interaction through striking; identification of location of
 anchorages for delayed/backed up vessels that cannot be at Facility dock. Grays Harbor Safety/ Geographic Response
 Plans – Plan is based on slack tide, what would happen and how would the plan be deployed in alternate tides, surge
 and weather conditions? Time to respond, training for first responders, time to respond for back-up responders if initial
 team is unavailable or inadequate to control the spill, impacts of response if not done in a speedy manner prior to tidal
 changes, and the subsequent damage to the surrounding environment due to the tides and inadequate response; training
 concerns for response teams: is it adequate, are enough people trained, have they been able to train on the equipment
 and are they skilled with using the boom, and how will this impact the environment if all factors are not done in a
 smooth, quick and skilled manner. Air quality: from operation of Port Facility machinery; due to associated train, truck,
 ship engine pollution; (include vehicles delayed by rail traffic); from fugitive air escape from crude from all aspects of
 operation including from rail transport, off-loading, storage, vessel loading and shipping – extent and impact to human
 health and to other creatures in natural environment, both terrestrial and fresh and salt water 
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Noise and vibration: from operation of the Port Facility machinery, and increased train, truck and vessel traffic:
 Assessment of potential for increased land/mudslides and derailment due to more and longer trains and the associated
 increase in trains, and vibration; Impacts on marine life from significant increase in underwater noise associated with
 increase in vessels. Impacts and modeling of wake stranding due to vessels. Light pollution at night from Facility and
 vessels. Socioeconomic issues related to human health affects, reduced employee productivity, increased health care
 costs, increased stress due to traffic congestion/noise/pollution Fisheries, especially for Salmon, Shellfish, Crab;
 Agriculture/Aquaculture: impacts due to spills, both near shore and in the ocean; transportation issues related to
 increased traffic congestion; air quality Tourism: impacts due to increased traffic congestion, spill/explosions/air
 quality concerns, noise, visual impact, perception of community Potential for change in values of property affected by
 increased rail, road or vessel traffic, or by other Port Facility- related alterations of the environment such as air, light
 and noise pollution; and fears of derailments, explositions and spills. Ecological damage from a severe natural disaster
 such as an earthquake or tsunami – discuss mitigation planned to prevent massive pollution. Cumulative Impacts,
 relative to crude: if one to three projects are fully built out and all proposed west coast crude export ports come on line
 and all coal export ports come on line (including the Oregon Gateway Terminal at the Port of Coos Bay, Oregon; the
 Coyote Island Terminal site at the Port of Morrow, Oregon; at the Millennium Bulk Logistics site in Longview,
 Washington; two separate facilities at the Port of St. Helens, Oregon [Ambre Energy and Kinder Morgan]) there could
 be a projected total annual potential western coal export of hundreds of metric tons - and there are upwards of 70 mmt
 that may be exported from Canadian ports; relative to vessel traffic: all of the above export vessels will use Grays
 Harbor, the Salish Sea, the ocean coast, the Strait of Juan de Fuca and, in addition, further expansion of Kinder
 Morgan’s pipeline and the subsequent increase in tanker traffic in and out of the Port of Vancouver must be considered.
 Recreational parks and facilities: accessibility for people attending events at these destinations, noise disruption during
 the event due to increase train traffic, community loss of these public venues for events, due to access, noise, safety and
 the impacts upon a sense of place and community heritage; increased safety concerns because of train traffic, train
 derailment (actual and perceived)l and access of first responders to any emergencies at the events. We have had
 emergencies at past events and this is a significant concern to mitigate Business entities rely upon the easy and safe
 access to their places: impacts to businesses of increased traffic congestion, derailments, explosions, train stoppages in
 traffic areas. Visual and aesthetic considerations State contributions to infrastructure. In 2003 the State of Washington
 contributed $2 million to the Port of Grays Harbor Grain Terminal Loop Track. How will the citizen’s dollars be
 protected when a spill or explosion happens involving crude oil? 
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Concerned about containment design, mitigation issues, “bathtub” effect of containment, sea level rise and projected
 rises, tsunami hazard zone, tsunami-caused flood inundation, effects of liquefaction, disruption of electricity for
 monitoring and safety components/emergency power resources; storage of spill containment equipment and location;
 treaty rights, consequences of ignoring treaties. Any oil spill would have devastating impacts to Grays Harbor, which
 contains unique wetlands and habitats and has been designated a shoreline of Statewide Significance. A spill would
 impact an Area of Hemispheric Importance for migratory birds, which are directly threatened by the presence of crude
 oil tanks, tankers, and railcars. Also at risk would be one of only two known glass sponge coral reefs and numerous
 threatened and endangered species. Placed at risk would be marine industries that account for 31% of the Grays Harbor
 workforce. How does the DS address the potential loss of function, value and workforce? The increase in train traffic
 through Grays Harbor County will have a significant impact on communities that are literally bisected by the train
 tracks. Emergency access can be delayed over 15 minutes due to mile long rail cars blocking crossings. In addition, rail
 cars cross over more than 100 creeks, rivers and streams, the majority fish-bearing. We are also concerned about
 impacts to surface transportation in the Hoquiam/Aberdeen facilities. How will the EIS address surface traffic along the
 rail into Washington heading towards Centralia to Hoquiam? How will the EIS adequately address facility operations,
 including storage, existing piers and transfer methods? What is the analysis of impacts on marine transportation to and
 from facilities, Panamax ships, Articulated Tug Barges, other vessels, including present traffic and projected additional
 traffic? What is the analysis of impacts on land use and public infrastructure requirements, including alterations to
 roads, culverts, bridges, and overpasses in order to decrease disruption of current flows, analysis of costs and methods
 of payment to achieve these goals? What is the analysis of impacts on cultural, historical and archeological issues, e.g.,
 Treaty fishing rights/loss or impairment of usual and accustomed fishing sites? What are the short-term and long-term
 effects of negative impairment of totemic species, e.g., salmon, razor clams, Orcas and other cetaceans and migratory
 birds? What are the effects to the function and value of wetlands due to modification, or loss from fill, stormwater
 runoff pollution including from rain or wash down facilities and increased impervious surfaces and potential oil spill?
 How will water resources, including fresh water, surface and groundwater be impacted? The DS does not consider
 water use at Facilities and pollution discharges. Salt water concerns: normal/permitted pollution from discharges
 including sewage/ballast/bilge/stormwater/petroleum products, solvents and other industrial substances including those
 unknown substances that are part of the crude oil fracking process; from accidents and from introduction of invasive
 species. How has the DS addressed these specific concerns? There are potential impacts to sensitive areas within the
 Harbor and on the open ocean coast. How will these areas be protected? Aquatic invasive species introduction due to
 increased freight traffic – rail and vessel are a significant probability. How will these issues be addressed and
 controlled? Nearshore changes due to increased shading from added vessels, including impacts to plants and animals.
 How will this be minimized or eliminated? Human health, increased diesel fumes from trains, vessels and loading
 equipment. What preventive measures will be taken to eliminate or avoid these impacts? How will health issues that
 arise from this increase be addressed and paid for? 
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Impacts to federally-listed or state-listed and concerned marine species, including but not limited to: changes to
 currents, alteration of landforms; light changes (on land or at water), light pollution at night, changes in ability of light
 to penetrate water columns and to reach bottom as shading from dock/lingering ships noise pollution from operation of
 Port. How will these issues be eliminated or averted? Impacts to salmonid species, sea run cutthroat, bull trout, pacific
 sand lance, smelt, English sole, essential forage fish, shellfish, razor clams, oysters, etc. could be catastrophic and long-
term. What preventions will be in place and what mitigation would in place if a problem occurred? Would those
 affected be compensated? Who would pay that compensation? Impacts due to increased vessel traffic to visiting whale,
 gray whale, harbor seals and other large animals? Impacts to migratory birds. Grays Harbor is a hemispherically
 important stopping point for 500,000 – 1,000,000 migratory shorebirds. GH hosts over 50% of the western Red Knot
 population each year. What would be the effect of an incident on the mudflats and feeding grounds for the migratory
 bird population? What are the hazardous materials on hand as part of operations and how are they protected from
 entering the waste flow on-site and off-site? Vessel traffic increases and conflicts with existing marine resource uses
 such as crabbing, trolling and recreational fishing. How will these traffic flows be monitored and enforced? If the tide
 or fishing window is optimal for existing marine resource industries and a vessel is scheduled to depart, who will have
 precedence? Air Pollution. Studies assessing the potential impacts of international shipping on climate and air pollution
 demonstrate that ships contribute significantly to global climate change and health impacts through emission of GHGs
 (for example, carbon dioxide [CO2], methane [CH4], chlorofluorocarbons [CFC]), aerosols, nitrogen oxides (NOx),
 sulfur oxides (Sox), carbon monoxide (CO) and particulate matter (PM). Air quality impacts may result from the
 chemical processing and atmospheric transport of ship emissions. For example, NOx emissions from ships can combine
 with hydrocarbons in the presence of sunlight to produce ozone pollution, which can potentially affect visibility
 through haze, human and environmental health and has been associated with climate change effects. All classes of
 ocean-going marine vessels equipped with engines have the capacity to cause air pollution. Will there be facilities to
 allow the vessels to operate on cleaner energy while in port? Because more than 50% of a ship’s operating expense is
 generally the cost of fuel oil, most of the world’s ship operators seek the cheapest fuels available; in which high levels
 of pollutants is the price of their cheaper cost rather than cleaner alternatives. Accordingly, the diesel engines that
 power the vessels are often significant mobile source emitters of pollution in terms of sulfur oxides, fine particulate
 matter, nitrous oxides and resultant low-level ozone. How will these be addressed and eliminated or minimized? Visual
 and aesthetic considerations, as the area becomes an oil port. How will this affect housing, business and other real
 estate values? Tourism has become an increasingly important revenue generator and business generator in Grays
 Harbor. What will be the visual and aesthetic considerations regarding tourism in Grays Harbor? 
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Increased global climate change and ocean acidity due to burning of the product. The global warming impacts of this
 facility would be significant, both on a local and global scale. The Westway facility alone would generate
 approximately 15,000 metric tons/year of CO2 equivalent from rail, marine vessel, automobile, and Marine Vapor
 Combustion. Further, 10 million barrels of new shipping capacity will expand a presently transportation constrained
 market, allowing for increased rates of extraction, refining and end-use consumption that will lead to significant global
 warming pollution. Increased production also threatens public health as there is little to no regulation on toxic pollution
 coming out of wells and facilities where hydraulic fracturing is the primary mode of extraction. The significant influx
 of rail, automobile and shipping transportation resulting from the crude-by-rail shipping facility also will have impacts
 on local air quality and will exacerbate traffic congestion. How will this affect global greenhouse gas emissions and
 efforts to control these issues? How will this meet the intent of Executive Order 14-04? Wave and current impacts from
 increased ship activity. Dredging depths impact inner Harbor mudflats and sand islands. Decrease in lease values or
 elimination of oysterlands. How will increased vessel-oriented maintenance support current marine resources? Impacts
 of the additional transportation of crude oil into domestic ports in Washington State and California. What has been the
 analysis of the indirect impacts of the proposed project(s)? Inadequate discussion of fire and emergency response along
 the entire rail line. Hoquiam has been experiencing increased incidents with fewer personnel and less equipment to
 respond. If there were more than one incident at one of the terminals or elsewhere in the City, how would the
 emergency services be able to respond? How would any of the emergency services be able to respond within the entire
 Grays Harbor area, both individually and collectively? What impacts due the recent lay-offs of fire fighters in Hoquiam
 have on this situation? Special fire-fighting equipment and supplies are required depending on the type of fire. What
 supplies would be needed to suppress and extinguish a unit train accident? Where would these supplies be stored and
 made available? Who will pay for them? Who will ensure they are maintained adequately, kept in good working
 condition, and that staff is properly trained in using them? Increased vessel traffic will impact the estuary and the ocean
 shipping lanes. What is the risk of these vessels as they traverse towards Anacortes, through the Marine Sanctuary, and
 as they traverse southward to California. What are the potentials for conflict in the shipping lanes and reaching
 destination in a timely manner? Finally, These Global Issues Must Be Addressed Increased presence of mercury in
 environment due to increased use of crude. Increased ocean acidification from burning more carbon. Climate change:
 Impacts such as sea level rise and greater erosion from more intense storms on the planet, and especially implications
 for dredge filled areas. Option of not building the terminals. Discussion of leaving the crude in the earth and of
 domestic fuel security issues. What is the impact on every community, eco-system, waterways, and all lands between
 the point of extraction to the point of delivery for refinement?
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Please consider this aspect raised by EarthIsland today: "...Yet, as a recent Earth Island Journal investigation found (read, “Warning, Highly
 Flammable”), despite the rapidly growing business of shipping crude by rail across North America, the railroad industry has been slow to
 provide even rudimentary information to local officials and emergency responders about shipments of Bakken crude." and "An air of secrecy
 has surrounded the booming oil by rail industry since last year’s devastating accident in Lac-Megantic. Since then trains carrying Bakken
 crude have derailed in Alabama, North Dakota, Pennsylvania, and now Lynchburg. No new regulations, other than the DOT’s recent
 emergency order, have been issued. The industry continues to argue that oil from the Bakken formation is no more dangerous than other
 forms of crude." How will responders be able to put out a fire if they are not informed as to what it is? How will we know how air is affected
 if we don't know what is in Bakken Crude? There simply are not enough regulations in place to safely approve this project going forward.
 Please do not assume the regulations will catch up afterwards.
 http://www.earthisland.org/journal/index.php/elist/eListRead/despite_bakken_crude_train_derailments_details_about_oil_shipments_hard_to_/
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As the downstream recipient of any problems that might occur with the proposed project, I implore you to expand the
 scope of this project to include all upstream and downstream potential impact. As a resident and small business owner
 in Ocean Shores, we depend on the waters that surround us. Tourism is our only industry. They come for the beach, the
 clean air, the abundant wildlife, local seafood and the beauty of the area, all of which can be wiped out in an instant as a
 result of this project. A seismic event, flood, significant storm, train derailment, or an act of treason would cost our city
 it's only source of employment. The effects of even a minor spill would linger for years to come. The port may benefit,
 Imperium certainly will benefit, but the people of Grays Harbor will live with risk. It will impact the attractiveness of
 this location for future growth. Our current infrastructure simply does not support this project as evidenced by the
 recent train derailments. Are we any better prepared for the shipping? I urge you to expand the scope of this
 determination to include all areas of potential impact. I urge you to require infrastructure improvements that will protect
 our rivers, beaches, wildlife and shellfish. I thank you for allowing input and do not envy you the burden of this
 decision. Sincerely, Lillian Broadbent Ocean Shores, Wa 
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As the downstream recipient of any problems that might occur with the proposed project, I implore you to expand the
 scope of this project to include all upstream and downstream potential impact. As a resident and small business owner
 in Ocean Shores, we depend on the waters that surround us. Tourism is our only industry. They come for the beach, the
 clean air, the abundant wildlife, local seafood and the beauty of the area, all of which can be wiped out in an instant as a
 result of this project. A seismic event, flood, significant storm, train derailment, or an act of treason would cost our city
 it's only source of employment. The effects of even a minor spill would linger for years to come. The port may benefit,
 Imperium certainly will benefit, but the people of Grays Harbor will live with risk. It will impact the attractiveness of
 this location for future growth. Our current infrastructure simply does not support this project as evidenced by the
 recent train derailments. Are we any better prepared for the shipping? I urge you to expand the scope of this
 determination to include all areas of potential impact. I urge you to require infrastructure improvements that will protect
 our rivers, beaches, wildlife and shellfish. I thank you for allowing input and do not envy you the burden of this
 decision. Sincerely, Lillian Broadbent Ocean Shores, Wa 
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Though trains traveling over the historic Northern Pacific route into Grays Harbor have a long history of hauling all
 manner of cargo -- even bulk hazardous liquids -- nothing in the past rivals the volume of shipments being proposed in
 these two crude oil plans. Imperium is proposing to add two unit trains per day, Westway is seeking to add 1.25 unit
 trains a day. Though not under consideration here, a third company, U.S. Development Corp., is seeking to add its own
 bulk shipping station with at minimum a similar number of trains each day. Considering the Puget Sound and Pacific
 Railroad's already busy rail business on Grays Harbor -- hauling automobiles, agricultural products, other bulk liquids,
 lumber, etc. -- does the existing rail infrastructure have the capacity to safely handle this greatly increased rail traffic?
 The three recent derailments on this railroad suggest that the existing single line may not be able to safely withstand
 even existing heavy use. Much of the railroad's route through Grays Harbor comes in close proximity to fragile aquatic
 lands and across numerous streams and several rivers. Does adequate manpower, money, and equipment exist to handle
 crude oil contamination of these waterways in the event of a derailment or other spill? Has any consideration been
 given to establishing a special tax on the shipment of crude oil to be banked as an insurance fund to cover the broad
 costs of damages done by a spill or explosion? Is there even a way to accurately calculate what impact a crude oil
 catastrophe could have on Grays Harbor economically or environmentally? And if so, would the introduction of high-
volume crude oil shipments have such a substantial net economic benefit to a large enough percentage of Grays Harbor's
 population to outweigh the ruin such a disaster could bring? 
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To Whom It May Concern: Please accept these comments from the Washington State Department of Natural Resources
 (DNR) regarding the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for two proposed Westway and Imperium
 expansion projects. DNR is the manager of over 3 million acres of trust lands comprised of forest, range, commercial,
 and agricultural lands, and 2.6 million acres of state-owned aquatic lands. In addition, DNR administers the state Forest
 Practices Rules on more than 12.7 million acres of non-federal, public, and private lands. DNR is committed to
 sustainably managing the state's resources, relying on sound science, and making transparent decisions in the public's
 interest and with the public's knowledge throughout the environmental review process. DNR is regarded as possessing
 special expertise under Washington State's Environmental Policy Act rules, Washington Administrative Code (WAC)
 Chapter 197-11-920, related to the following areas: water resources and water quality of state-owned aquatic tidelands,
 shorelands, harbor areas, and beds of navigable waters; natural resources development; energy production,
 transmission, and consumption (geothermal, coal, and uranium); land use and management of state-owned or managed
 lands; recreation; and burning in forests. Imperium Renewables is a bulk liquid storage terminal and currently handles
 the receipt, storage, and shipment of biofuels such as ethanol, biodiesel and additional feedstocks for biofuel
 production. The expansion project involves expansion of its existing bulk liquid storage terminal to allow for the
 receipt, storage, and shipment of petroleum products including crude oil renewable diesel and renewable jet fuel. The
 project includes construction of new storage tanks, expanded and improved rail infrastructure, pipelines, and a marine
 vapor combustion unit to incinerate vapors displaced during vessel loading. Terminal operations would handle up to
 200 vessels a year (400 entry and departure transits). The Westway project involves a two phase expansion of the
 existing bulk liquid storage terminal to allow for the receipt of crude oil unit trains, storage of crude oil, and shipment
 of crude oil by ship or barge from the Port of Grays Harbor Terminal 1 (shared by both Imperium and Westway).
 Imperium and Westway EISs May 27, 2014 Page 2 of 2 The existing dock would be modified to add loading arms and
 parts of a marine vapor combustion system. Phase I would result in 128 vessel/barge movements and Phase II would
 result in 238 new vessel entry and departure transits and 17 million barrels of thru-put per year. No in-water work is
 proposed for either project. The upland areas associated with the two projects are owned by the Port of Grays Harbor
 (Port). The actual footprint of the marine terminal is state-owned aquatic lands, and managed by the Port for the state of
 Washington under a specific delegation of authority. The Port has authority to authorize infrastructure development and
 operational management in the area. The Port must manage the state-owned aquatic lands consistent with all laws and
 regulations pertaining to aquatic lands management and all regulations and policies adopted by the Board of Natural
 Resources. DNR has direct control of most bedlands and state-owned tidelands and shorelands along the coast of
 Washington. DNR appreciates the opportunity to submit comments on the scope of the EIS, which are provided in the
 attachment to this letter. The attachment identifies project alternatives to the proposal that should be considered in the
 EIS. The comments that follow identify analyses for each element of the environment identified under WAC
 Chapter197-11-444 where DNR has identified probable, significant adverse impacts needing analysis in the EIS. For
 each issue of concern identified in this letter, DNR requests that the EIS identify the potentially affected resources;
 analyze the probable impacts to tho
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How are we to have any assurance that the rail company is able to clean up after a spill? We have seen the responsible
 rail company go bankrupt after the explosions in Lac-Megantic, leaving the community with $180M clean-up costs.
 Does Genessee Wyoming have deep enough pockets, or will we be in that same situation? "“There is not currently
 enough available coverage in the commercial insurance market anywhere in the world to cover the worst-case
 scenario,” James Beardsley, an executive with Marsh & McLennan Cos.' Marsh Inc. insurance brokerage unit, told the
 Wall Street Journal in January." ( http://www.desmogblog.com/2014/03/17/record-year-oil-train-accidents-leaves-
insurers-wary ) Genessee Wyoming has a spill in Aliceville, AL that it still has not adequately cleaned up, months later.
 ( http://www.paradisepost.com/news/ci_25352091/months-after-oil-train-derailment-crude-still-found. ) What
 assurances do we have that Genessee Wyoming can or will be bothered to clean up Grays Harbor or Washington state?
 If you cannot find those assurances, will you deny this application?
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I appreciate the opportunity to comment and voice my concerns about the Imperium and Westway proposed projects. I
 would like to incorporate by reference comments from Audobon Societies, the Quinalt Indian Nation, Friends of the
 Earth(FOG) and Friends of Grays Harbor(FOGH). The following needs to be discussed as areas of concern. Our home
 is located within the location of railroad tracks referred to as "the incineration zone". Study and specify all areas from
 the point of oil extraction to Hoquiam and super-impose them on a map, determining how and what can be done to
 mitigate public safety and loss of property and loss of life. Also, consider the devastating, destructive effects on public
 health and quality of life that these proposals will potentially cause, and who will pay for this? This includes air quality
 and water quality to sustain health for our families and communities.Increased safety concerns because of train traffic,
 derailment and potential explosions (actual and perceived). The negative effects on all economies and loss of revenue
 and decreased property values need to be mitigated for all areas along the rail lines from point of extraction to
 Hoquiam. Consider also the potential harm to fishing,recreation and tourism. Also consider and investigate the effects
 of all weather and natural disasters and discuss mitigation to prevent massive pollution.What effect does out annual rain
 fall totals have on the rail lines and the proposed projects. Please don't allow these projects to proceed. 
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I support the largest possible scoping for the EIS because I oppose the enlargement of these terminals. Two of my
 concerns revolve around possible earthquakes. If an earthquake off the coast occurred, a tsunami could wipe out the
 tank farms, spreading oil all the way up and down the coast. Another possibility concerns the tanks and their footing.
 Other tanks have failed due to poor footing in earthquakes, among other reasons, as seen in the report, "Review of
 Failures, Causes & Consequences in the Bulk Storage Industry." This report examines accidents worldwide, including
 one in Hertfordshire, UK, in 2005, that "resulted in what is widely regarded as the largest explosion in Europe since the
 Second World War." 
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Above and beyond all the very real concerns about oil trains and safety, which I do not believe can be positively
 addressed by either the train or oil companies, there would be extreme life style changes for those of us who live in
 Grays Harbor County. My wife and I retired to Hoquiam because we believed it to be a quiet place, close to the ocean
 and forests we love. Trains, long trains, coming in and out of our town would be most disruptive to our way of life.
 They would destroy whatever rustic beauty we now enjoy. Even the promise of "jobs" is not enough to dissuade us to
 believe such a trade-off would be worth it. And, frankly, I do not begin to believe that the oil terminals would bring the
 county that many jobs. We feel that a lot of smoke is being blown. The oil and train companies main interests are
 profits and not for the safety and enjoyment of our chosen home. Thank you for your consideration.
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These projects are disasters for Grays Harbor, WA state, MT, ID and ND, also for the Pacific Rim countries from Tierra
 del Fuego to Alaska. Scoping must include effects analyses of 1. Effects on birds and economies of shore communities
 on Pacific Flyway of migratory birds from Tierra del Fuego to AK; 2. Effects on fish and all other aquatic organisms in
 Grays Harbor and tidally influenced reaches of all rivers entering it; 3. Effects of greatly increased train traffic on all
 communities, all rivers, streams and wetlands, and agricultural areas all along the rail corridor from North Dakota to
 Grays Harbor estuary; 4. Condition of railroad infra structure between ND and Grays Harbor, taking into account
 expected increases in precipitation in the NW and drought in the midwest; 5. Effects of global warming and sealevel
 rise in Grays Harbor and tidally influenced rivers; 6. Effects of train derailments, their increased frequency, explosive
 contents, massive fires and air pollution from such fires, communities' ability to respond, evacuate, treat, etc. citizens;
 7. Economic effects on Grays Harbor area if port turns into a tank farm with the increased noise, air pollution, traffic
 delays, fear of train explosions by nearby residents, reduction in property values, loss of tourism, loss of business
 resulting from the above, lowered tax base and resources for education;. Effects on land and waters currently conserved
 for fish and wildlife along the Chehalis, Hoquiam and other nearby rivers; 9. Capacity of oil storage tanks, loading and
 unloading facilities during trunamis, earthquakes and inevitable sealevel rise, all identified for this zone; 10. Economic
 effects on an oil spill or chronic leaks on local fin fishing shellfish and nature-watching industries, including the effects
 on organisms serving as food sources for the fish, shellfish, birds and wildlife. All these factors, and others, will be
 effected by the construction and operation of oil storage facilities for Bakken crude oil in the Grays Harbor area. All
 must be analyzed before any decision is made. Thank you for this opportunity to make recommendations.

752



Submission Number: 000000345 

Received: 5/27/2014 6:07:43 PM
Commenter: Tim  Dawdy
Organization: Clark County Fire & Rescue
Address: 911 N 65th  Ridgefield, Washington 98642 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
05-27-14 Clark County Fire & Rescue is pleased to participate in the 2014 comment period for the Imperium
 Renewables and Westway Terminal Company, who are each proposing to expand existing bulk liquid storage terminals
 located at the Port of Grays Harbor Terminal 1. The Fire District neither advocates nor discourages development
 projects of any kind. This proposed project is examined for impact upon the Fire District operations. Our
 recommendations are based on best fire suppression practices, and the 2012 International Fire Code and the City of
 Ridgefield Fire Code. Fire Protection Analysis • Clark County Fire & Rescue provides fire/rescue service for the
 north/south main BNSF rail line as it passes through our fire district and the cities of Ridgefield and Woodland,
 Washington. This rail line will serve the projects listed above. Fire District Concerns • The addition of trains carrying
 hazardous materials will compound fire and health risks to the residents of the fire district. • Access to remote sections
 of the rail line is problematic for the fire district. Provisions for fire district access should be made by BNSF. •
 Firefighting equipment access and Emergency Medical Service access must be provided. • Equipment for the transport
 of the sick and injured should be provided by BNSF. • Methodology for the rapid application of firefighting foam in
 these remote locations. The Fire District has no provision for the application of firefighting foam in these locations.
 BNSF should provide local foam resources to meet this need. Rail Crossings • Clark County Fire & Rescue protects the
 BNSF rail crossings in the cities of Ridgefield, Washington and Woodland, Washington. The Fire District is concerned
 about the public safety issues surrounding these busy rail crossings. • These tracks and crossings have a deadly history.
 The increase in rail activity will compound the problem. • The improvement of the rail crossings in the city of
 Ridgefield and in the city of Woodland must be provided by BNSF • Additional financial support from BNSF is needed
 for the Port Of Ridgefield Overpass Project. We believe that these engineering requirements are essential for
 firefighters’ access and public safety in emergency situations. Tim Dawdy Battalion Chief – Fire Marshal - PIO Clark
 County Fire & Rescue 911 N 65 Ave Ridgefield, WA 98642 (360) 887-4609 tim.dawdy@clarkfr.org 
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Submission Number: 000000346 

Received: 5/27/2014 6:21:06 PM
Commenter: Beverly  Bassett
Organization: Retired State RN
Address: 1218 Marion St NE  Olympia, Washington 98506-4435 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Thank you for accepting and considering my comments for the scope of environmental review of the proposed Westway
 and Imperium oil terminal projects. I will get to the point: I would like to see an EIS to include all impacts, from local
 to global. From risk related to rail and marine shipping. To overall economic and ecological impacts. In specific, human
 societies currently exist beyond the sustainable carrying capacity of the planet. The oil terminals would be slated to
 handle fuels from extreme extraction projects, like Bakken formation fracking, and Canadian oil sands. How do these
 extreme extraction projects stand to affect the current overall unsustainable economic relationship between human
 societies and the planet? Is it possible that they will push activities even further beyond the point of sustainability? Do
 we owe it to future generations to bring overall activities back into sustainability (much less harmony) with the natural
 world? Or do we send a curse along to grandchildren and future generations. 
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Submission Number: 000000347 

Received: 5/27/2014 6:26:37 PM
Commenter: Brian Sterling
Organization: Private citizen
Address: 701 Cleveland Street  Hoquiam, Washington 98550 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
I believe that I can offer a somewhat different and technical perspective on the hazards of transporting crude oil by
 railroad. I am a degreed chemical engineer with many years of experience working in the petroleum refining, storage
 and transportation business. I was the General Manager of a 600,000 BPD (barrels per day) petroleum refinery in the
 US Virgin Islands for Hess Oil Virgin Islands Corp. I have fought many major petroleum fires, where, as the Refinery
 Manager, I was the Incident Commander on site. As a result of my experience, I am quite familiar with the hazards of
 handling petroleum products, and particularly "wild" or high vapor pressure crude oil. I have personally witnessed
 boiling liquid, expanding vapor explosions (or BLEVEs) similar to the one that launched a rail car over 3600 feet in
 Murdoch, Illinois in 1983. I do not believe that our communities have the resources to fight large scale oil fires, which
 are much different than residential or commercial structural firefighting. Petroleum firefighting takes specialized
 training, specialized equipment, and massive quantities of firefighting foam concentrate to safely fight these fires. I
 know because I have done it. Without such equipment, our firefighters will put themselves at grave risk should a major
 fire occur. My question is, who will provide the necessary personnel and equipment to fight oil fires when (not if) they
 occur? And who will pay for it? Will the burden be placed on our local fire departments? If so, are our local fire chiefs
 aware of this? I request that these issues be addressed under the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement for the
 proposed projects. I would like to state my belief that Bakken crude oil is far too dangerous to transport in atmospheric
 rail cars such as the obsolete and fragile Type 111 cars that are prevalent. I do not want these in my town, or any other
 town. I want the people living along the rail lines, and the firemen that protect them, to understand how much risk this
 poses to them and their fellow citizens. Thank you. 
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Submission Number: 000000348 

Received: 5/27/2014 6:30:50 PM
Commenter: Casey Dennehy
Organization: The Surfrider Foundation
Address: PO Box 754  Westport, Washington 98595 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
The mission of the Surfrider Foundation is the protection and enjoyment of oceans, waves and beaches through a
 powerful activist network. The crude oil export projects proposed by Westway and Imperium, if approved, would pose
 a significant threat to numerous assets of Grays Harbor and the state of Washington, including marine life, the
 economy, and recreational activity. As advocates for smart economic development that benefits the local economy and
 protects our ecological assets, we insist that a comprehensive assessment of the environmental impacts posed by these
 projects be performed. Additionally, an assessment of the cumulative impacts of these proposals must be considered,
 including the foreseeable US Development project in Grays Harbor. If it is determined that there would be a reasonable
 risk to marine life, the local economy, or recreational activity, then these projects should not be approved. Below are
 specific questions we believe need to be addressed for an adequate EIS. Marine Life The natural resources of Grays
 Harbor County and Washington’s Pacific coast are world class and their protections should be a top priority when
 considering the proposed projects. These questions need to be thoroughly investigated: 1. How would native wildlife
 and vegetation (including fish, birds, amphibians, mammals, shellfish, benthic invertebrates, algae, plankton and
 wetland systems) be impacted in the event of a large oil spill? 2. How would native wildlife and vegetation be impacted
 by small cumulative oil leaks due to shipping and transport? 3. Can these projects guarantee there will be no impact to
 state and federally listed endangered species? If not, why should these projects be allowed to move forward? The Local
 Economy Grays Harbor and Pacific counties are marine dependent economies that would be severely impacted by
 small or large oil spills. 1. In the event of a large oil spill, what would happen to the fishing and aquaculture industries
 in Pacific and Grays Harbor counties? How many jobs would be lost? 2. Would demand for local seafood products be
 negatively impacted due to the proximity of large oil export facilities? 3. How would local property values respond to
 the approval of these projects, and how would that impact tax revenue for local governments? 4. How would recreation
 and tourism be impacted by an oil spill? 5. Who will compensate fishermen, oyster growers, and other local businesses
 if they are impacted by an oil spill? What level of compensation will be available? Transportation These projects
 require moving crude oil by train, transferring to ship, and then navigating Grays Harbor before making it to the open
 ocean. There are significant risks with these modes of transport. 1. Is the current railroad infrastructure adequate to
 safely move crude oil, especially in light of the numerous derailments that have occurred recently? 2. What is the safety
 record for the ships that will be moving the oil via the ocean? 3. How do the hazards, such as extreme wind, rain, and
 surf, compare in Grays Harbor to other major ports? Are the risks significantly higher? 4. In the event of a major oil
 spill, either by rail, ship, or transferring, what is the response plan? How much oil could be recovered under ideal
 circumstances? How much could be recovered under the worst circumstances such as an earthquake or tsunami? 5.
 How would the increase of rail transport impact the ability of first responders to answer public health emergencies,
 either due to congestion or derailment?
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Submission Number: 000000349 

Received: 5/27/2014 6:39:23 PM
Commenter: Michael Bruce
Organization: City of Westport
Address: PO Box 505  Westport, Washington 98595 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Dear Department of Ecology and City of Hoquiam, The Westway and Imperium terminal expansion proposals in Grays
 Harbor may have significant impacts on our communities, our waterways, and livelihood. The Environmental Impact
 Statement (EIS) for these projects should include an evaluation of: 1) The increased risks related to all these projects
 and the impacts they would have on Westport, coastal communities, Grays Harbor County and our region. 2) The
 consideration of the risks of oil spills in our marine environment what the economic impacts of a spill, including to the
 shellfish, fishing, and tourism industries, would have on Westport, coastal communities, Grays Harbor County and our
 region. 3) The risks, resources needed to prevent spills, and response required related to the distribution and
 manufacturing of oils. 4) The infrastructure and quality of the rail lines and bridges as well as the community impacts
 of more trains causing traffic backups which may impact accessibility between homes, businesses, emergency
 resources, and communities on both sides of the rail in Grays Harbor communities. 5) The environmental impacts,
 including threats to streams, wetlands, fishing areas, shellfish beds, and migratory bird habitats. Thank you, in advance,
 for your consideration of my recommendations, Michael Bruce, Mayor of Westport, WA 
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Submission Number: 000000350 

Received: 5/27/2014 6:41:51 PM
Commenter: Beverly Bassett
Organization: none
Address: 1218 Marion St NE  Olympia, Washington 98506 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Thank you for taking my comment. The scope of this extreme oil extraction and transport through the decrepit old
 unsafe rails in single walled DOT 111 rail cars is sure to result in derailments and oil spills onto wetlands and
 waterways eventually. Probably sooner rather than later. And then it will be burned in Asia--not even domestically to
 meet our own needs! Our lands and waters will be degraded by spills, fumes, and explosions that will endanger people
 within a quarter mile of the tracks--and that's a lot of people--even in Grays Harbor County. Our children will be
 impacted adversely for many generations--as many as there will be--considering that we are now in the 6th Great
 Extinction which will include humans, most other creatures, and most of the plants and animals in our current world.
 This is happening now and is irreversable--the only control we have is over the time frame. And at our current rate, it is
 likely to be within 100 years for 99+% of earth's populations... This project will hasten extinctions. Time for the Dept
 of Ecology to work on behalf of the people who pay the taxes and live in Washington and DISALLOW these terminals
 and the transport of these volatile/explosive filthy dirty extreme extraction fossil fuels through our precious lands!
 Sincerely, Beverly Bassett
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Submission Number: 000000351 

Received: 5/27/2014 6:46:34 PM
Commenter: Marsha Lovely
Organization: 
Address: 1027 Fairway Terrace  Aberdeen, Washington 98520 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
The scope of any EIS should be as thorough and as strict as possible. Any oil filled train coming to the port of Grays
 Harbor has to pass over,or by, numerous waterways with any potential accident and spill affecting fish, shellfish, birds,
 migratory pathways for birds and much other plant and animal life, as well as people. In lieu of the many recent
 derailments and other accidents involving train traffic lately in this area and others it would seem a no brainer to look
 very hard at potential environmental and economic impacts. It is obvious that the present state of the rails is not sturdy
 or strong enough to withstand the current increased number of trains, the cars they haul and their increased weight. Do
 not let money for a minority be the deciding factor in your decisions.
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Submission Number: 000000352 

Received: 5/27/2014 6:53:18 PM
Commenter: Albert Carter
Organization: citizen
Address: 315 Lawrence Drive  Hoquiam, Washington 98550 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
The complete EIS should include the following: A full analysis of rail infrastructure, including all rails, bridges,
 roadbed, culverts and any infrastructure that will bear the weight of trains. A full analysis of the potential traffic
 interruptions when trains are present to local businesses? A full analysis of impacts to the fishing industry (both Tribal
 and non-tribal to include: impacts to all fish and shellfish beds and spawning areas. Loss of income, both current and
 future. Who will be libel for losses to existing industries should their be an oil spill. There should be clear language
 about who bears the responsibility in the event of a spill. Who compensate local investors in the event of an oil spill for
 loss of property values? Who will be responsible for maintaining, equipping local fire departments to combat an oil
 fire? All inspection reports on the status on rail infrastructure should be make public for an independent peer review.
 Who will be responsible for mitigation for increased noise, for air quality degradation, and for water degradation? Will
 the oil storage tanks be built to withstand and earthquake and the resulting tsunami? How much liability will the city of
 Hoquiam, Aberdeen, Montesano, Elma, Cosmopolis, Westport Oakvile and Ocean Shores bear in the event of an oil
 spill? Who will compensate the taxpayers for the cleanup expense and loss of investments. Study the impacts to
 existing rail customers of adding additional trains running on the same infrastructure. Study the impacts of trains
 blocking emergency access points. Study the impacts of additional vessels traffic in Grays Harbor on existing fishing
 industries both Tribal and non-tribal. What will be the impacts to the bird population on Grays Harbor? Grays Harbor is
 an area of hemispheric significance for nearly a million shorebirds, study the impacts to the mudflats and feeding
 grounds of migratory birds. Study the impacts to current response plans? Who pays for updating of those plans? Study
 the cumulative impacts of all three projects being built out to completion. Study the impacts to the tourism and
 recreational industries. Study the impacts to the agricultural industries in Grays Harbor. In event of a spill who will
 compensate farmers for loss of production? 
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Submission Number: 000000353 

Received: 5/27/2014 6:56:16 PM
Commenter: Carolyn  Avery
Organization: Jefferson County
Address: 1820 Jefferson St.  Port Townsend, Washington 98368 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000353-63885.pdf Size = 594 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
Please see the attached letter. 
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Submission Number: 000000354 

Received: 5/27/2014 6:57:35 PM
Commenter: Steve Stuart
Organization: City of Ridgefield
Address: 230 Pioneer St  Ridgefield, Washington 98642 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000354-63887.pdf Size = 1274 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
The City of Ridgefield appreciates the opportunity to submit the attached comments directed at the scoping of the EIS.
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Submission Number: 000000355 

Received: 5/27/2014 6:58:10 PM
Commenter: Robert Gebhart
Organization: City of Chehalis Fire Department
Address: 455 NW Park  Chehalis, Washington 98532 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
As the Interim Fire Chief in Chehalis my concern is the increase in rail traffic transporting crude oil and the possibility
 of a spill or fire. Chehalis has several crossings over the rail system that the fire department uses to access emergencies
 on the West side of the city. We do have an overpass that we can utilize so rail traffic cannot completely cut us off from
 the West side but can delay or slow our response. There have been numerous derailments throughout the US and
 Canada involving trains transporting crude oil. I am encouraged that the rail industry is in the process of providing
 specialized training to emergency responders on how to respond to these emergencies. . I would ask that the following
 be studied as part of the EIS: • An analysis of the fire and life safety risk and probability of error based on the volume
 of crude oil and transport type, including risks to homes and businesses along the rail system. • An examination of the
 impacts on the fire department's ability to respond to emergencies and an identification of deficiencies and needed
 mitigations such as training or equipment. • An evaluation of the proposed fire and spill protection systems along the
 rail system. 
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Submission Number: 000000356 

Received: 5/27/2014 6:59:32 PM
Commenter: Carol Bernthal
Organization: NOAA - Olympic Coast National Marine Sanctuary
Address: 115 E. Railroad Ave  Port Angeles, Washington 98362 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000356-63890.pdf Size = 150 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
scoping comments from OCNMS are attached
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      May 27, 2014 
 
Imperium and Westway EISs 
c/o ICF International 
710 Second Ave, Suite 550 
Seattle, WA 98104 
 
 
Re: Scoping comments on Westway and Imperium facilities EISs 
 
This letter provides comments on scope of the environment impact statements (EISs) 
required for the proposed Westway Bulk Liquid Facility Project and the Imperium Bulk 
Liquid Facility Project in Grays Harbor.   
 
Olympic Coast National Marine Sanctuary (OCNMS or sanctuary) was designated in 
1994 as one of our nations marine protected areas, spanning 3,189 square miles of marine 
waters off the western Olympic Peninsula.  The sanctuary is home to many species of 
marine mammals and seabirds, diverse populations of kelp and intertidal algae, 
productive commercial and recreational fisheries and thriving invertebrate communities.  
Along this coast are hundreds of islands where many of the largest seabird breeding 
colonies in the region thrive under the federal protection provided by the Washington 
Islands National Wildlife Refuges.  The mainland shore adjacent to the sanctuary is 
owned by Native Americans (the Makah, Ozette, Quileute, Hoh, and Quinault 
Reservations) or Olympic National Park.  South of the Quinault Reservation, the 
shoreline is designated as the Washington State Seashore Conservation Area.  The Grays 
Harbor estuary hosts concentrations of wildlife and is a seasonally important feeding or 
foraging area for wildlife.  The estuary is a critical nursery and foraging area for juvenile 
salmonids and Dungeness crab.  Commercial aquaculture and wild capture fisheries are a 
large part of regional economy.  The various natural and cultural resource conservation 
designations along this coast substantiate the ecological importance of this special place.  
In addition, the economies of outer coast communities are strongly reliant on the 
abundance of natural resources to support commercial fisheries.   
 
Although the Westway and Imperium projects are not within the sanctuary, products 
spilled in Grays Harbor could flush from the estuary and be carried into sanctuary waters 
and onto adjacent shorelines.  In addition, each of these projects anticipates a significant 
increase in petroleum product transport through Grays Harbor and along the outer 
Washington coast, which increases the risk for petroleum spills in open ocean areas.  In 
this letter, OCNMS limits comments to the increased risk of petroleum product spills into 
estuary and marine waters, and the private and public capacity to respond effectively in 
the event of a spill with potential to affect the sanctuary.   

 1 
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The draft EIS outline provided with these projects’ Determination of Significance 
documents include two topics for analysis where OCNMS requests a strong focus - “Oil 
spill prevention, preparedness, response” and “Vessel Traffic”.   
 
The vast majority of shoreline habitat in the Grays Harbor estuary is characterized 
through the environmental sensitivity index as the shoreline type most severely impacted 
by an oil spill.  Within Grays Harbor, highest priority should be placed on prevention, but 
rapid and effective containment and response capacity for a worst case spill is needed.  
This need is reinforced by the types of petroleum products associated with these terminal 
projects, Bakken crude and biofuels, which are difficult, if not impractical or impossible, 
to recover during spill response in estuarine or marine areas.   
 
Grays Harbor Geographic Response Plan shows the area includes water bodies with a 
wide range of response classifications including shallow, calm and protected water, high 
current, open water, and open rough water (>6’ wave height).  According to the Region 
10 Regional Response Team/Northwest Area Committee listing of regional spill response 
equipment, all the equipment available, with the exception of perhaps 2 small emergency 
response trailers, is owned and/or managed by one response organization, Cowlitz Clean 
Sweep.  Response equipment in the immediate vicinity of Grays Harbor and the adjacent 
offshore area appears to be quite limited in both quantity and suitability for response 
under various conditions.   
 
Specific recommendations for this EIS scoping are: 

• A vessel traffic risk assessment (similar to one completed in March 2014 by 
George Washington University for northern Puget Sound) is recommended 
because of the significant increase in commercial vessel traffic anticipated with 
these proposals.  This study and analysis of spill response capacity and needs 
should be completed before permits are issued for these projects.  

• With or without a vessel traffic risk study, the EIS should review regional changes 
in tanker and tug/barge traffic risk associated with these projects, including the 
hazardous crossing of the bar into Grays Harbor estuary and increased vessel 
traffic in the shipping lanes in the estuary and river.   

• The EIS should include analysis of the existing spill response capacity for the area 
and the required expansion of response capacity if each project is operational.  
This analysis must include both Grays Harbor and the adjacent outer coast of 
Washington.  A professional and unbiased analysis will be required to determine 
if available equipment includes boom and response vessels appropriate for 
response in a variety of conditions and spill scenarios, including response to a 
spill near the estuary entrance or open marine waters.  It appears that existing 
response capacity for the area is minimal and certainly will require significant 
investment to match the expanded fuel transport scenarios anticipated with these 
projects.   

• The EIS should include analysis of the response options associated with the 
different fuel types and probable fate of spilled materials for the full geographic 
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scope of the projects - at the facilities, within the estuary, and along the coast 
outside of the estuary.   

• The costs to the public of modifications to the regional response capacity should 
be identified clearly. 

• The proposed U.S. Development Corp project would also increase spill risk and 
can be considered a reasonably foreseeable project.   Therefore, this project 
should be included in the vessel risk and response capacity analyses. 

• The EIS should include analysis and description of requirements for channel 
dredging beyond what is currently completed for existing vessel traffic through 
the estuary and river.    

• The EIS should include modeling of spill trajectories and analyze potential 
impacts to coastal resources in the event of a major spill, including the potential 
for a spill in either estuary or open ocean areas to reach and injure sanctuary 
resources. 

 
We appreciate the opportunity to provide comments on these proposed projects. 
 
      Sincerely, 

 
      Carol Bernthal  
      Sanctuary Superintendent 
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Submission Number: 000000357 

Received: 5/27/2014 6:59:40 PM
Commenter: Marcie Keever
Organization: Friends of the Earth
Address: 2150 Allston Way, Ste. 240  Berkeley, California 94704 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Friend of the Earth activists and members submitted more than 18,500 comment letters to the Washington State
 Department of Ecology and the City of Hoquiam on May 27, 2014 by flash drive along with comments from Sierra
 Club and Washington Environmental Council and other groups. The letters from Friends of the Earth activists asked for
 the following: The Westway and Imperium terminal proposals in Grays Harbor will have significant impacts on the
 community, environment, waterways of Washington, and the future of Washington State and the region and we urge
 you to fully assess the environmental and cultural threats from these proposed projects. The Environmental Impact
 Statement for these projects should include an evaluation of: -Cumulative impacts. Cumulative impact of the proposed
 projects in Grays Harbor, and other similar oil and fossil fuel transport projects across the region. The evaluation should
 include the increased risks related to all these projects and the impacts they would have, cumulatively, on the region. -
Risks of oil spills in our marine environment. Increased vessel traffic and associated increased amounts of oil traveling
 through waterways mean a higher risk of oil spills, especially given the lack of tug escorts available to tankers. The EIS
 should also consider what the economic impacts of a spill, including to the shellfish, fishing, and tourism industries,
 would have on Grays Harbor and the entire region. -Risks from crude oil. Putting in place this infrastructure would
 allow Bakken crude oil and oil from the Canadian tar sands to come to Grays Harbor. The EIS should include an
 evaluation of the risks, resources needed to prevent spills, and response required related to these different oils. Bakken
 shale crude oil has been shown to be more explosive, putting our communities and first responders at greater risks. Tar
 sands sink and make cleanup of any spills much more difficult and expensive. -Impacts to Grays Harbor communities.
 Community impacts, particularly the impacts of more trains causing traffic backups that will impact accessibility
 between homes, businesses, emergency resources, and communities on both sides of the rail tracks from Spokane to
 Grays Harbor. -Public health impacts. The EIS should include the health risks to communities from Spokane to Grays
 Harbor from increased train traffic, air emissions from the diesel used in the trains, and the emissions from storage
 tanks and transfer of the oil to oil tankers. Evaluation should include a separate Health Impact Assessment, an objective
 evaluation of the potential health impacts of the projects. -Environmental impacts, including threats to streams,
 wetlands, fishing areas, shellfish beds, and migratory bird habitats. These threats should be evaluated along the entire
 transport route of the crude oil -- from possible areas where the crude oil is sourced to Grays Harbor to where the crude
 oil goes from Grays Harbor. This includes threat of oil spills, air emissions, accidents, and the infrastructure updates
 required to transport the crude oil on the environmental resources. -Climate impacts related to the greenhouse gas
 emissions from the fracking, tar sands extraction, transporting -- both by rail and marine vessel -- as well as the refining
 and burning of this crude oil. Of particular importance is the threat of oil spills and other accidents and the impact based
 on the type of crude oil -- Bakken shale or Canadian tar sands -- and how, based on the type of crude oil, a spills and
 accident would be prevented, and, in the case of an accident, cleaned up. Based on the far reaching impacts of this
 project, we urge you to reject these unprecedented applications for the Westway and Imperium terminals in Grays
 Harbor. Please let me know if you have any questions or need additional electronic copies of the letters from Friends of
 the Earth activists. 
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Submission Number: 000000358 

Received: 5/27/2014 7:00:54 PM
Commenter: Michele Culver
Organization: Washington Dept of Fish and Wildlife
Address: 48 Devonshire Road  Montesano, Washington 98563 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000358-63893.pdf Size = 3702 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
The Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife submits the attached comments on the scope of the environmental
 reviews for the Westway Expansion Project and the Imperium Renewables Proposal.
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Submission Number: 000000359 

Received: 5/27/2014 7:02:13 PM
Commenter: Timothy  Manns
Organization: Skagit Audubon Society
Address: P.O. Box 1101  Mount Vernon, Washington 98274 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000359-63895.pdf Size = 110 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
Please see the attached letter with Skagit Audubon Society's scoping comments. Thank you.
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Skagit Audubon Society 
P.O. Box 1101 
Mount Vernon, WA 98273 
 

 

May 26, 2014 

  

Imperium and Westway EISs 

c/o ICF International 

710 Second Avenue, Suite 550 

Seattle, WA 98104 

 

Dear City Administrator Shay and Regional Director Toteff: 

 

I am writing on behalf of Skagit Audubon Society to submit scoping comments for the draft 

Environmental Impact Statements (EISs) for the proposed bulk liquid storage facility expansions 

by Westway Terminal Company and Imperium Renewables at the Port of Grays Harbor in 

Hoquiam. 

 

Skagit Audubon is one of 25 National Audubon chapters in Washington State. Most of our 210 

member families live in or close to Skagit County. Many of us visit the Grays Harbor area at 

least yearly to see the birds for which Grays Harbor is such important habitat. When we attend 

the shorebird festival, for example, we contribute to the local economy in multiple ways. If 

Hoquiam and other Grays Harbor communities fail to adequately protect the area’s very 

important bird-related habitats, we will have no reason to visit and spend our money. However, 

our concerns related to the proposed projects have much less to do with the enjoyment we derive 

from Grays Harbor birds than with the essential role the area plays in the lives of many 

thousands of them and a myriad of marine creatures as well. 

 

We are certain you are receiving many requests for a thorough analysis of the potential impacts 

to human health and safety directly, indirectly, and cumulatively related to the proposed two 

terminal expansions. As residents of another part of Washington State already being impacted by 

unit trains carrying Bakken crude, we share those concerns. However, in this letter we will focus 

our scoping comments on potential impacts to natural resources, particularly birds.  

 

Channel dredging and its effects are inseparable from the terminal expansion projects 

We note that on March 24, 2014, the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service (USFWS) submitted a letter 

to the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers expressing extensive concerns. These addressed the very 

real potential for adverse impacts from the Grays Harbor Navigation Improvement Project on 

Grays Harbor National Wildlife Refuge, on the habitat of the Snowy Plover and Streaked Horned 

Lark, both listed under the Endangered Species Act, and for the area’s many migratory 

waterfowl. The dredging this project entails has much to do with the proposed terminal 

expansion projects which are the subject of the present scoping and which the USFWS letter also 

addresses. The Fish & Wildlife Service concludes that the dredging and terminal projects pose 

unacceptable risks to the listed species and other resources for which the agency is responsible, 

and for which, we would submit, you as public servants and we as the general public are 

responsible too.  
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We request that the E.I.S.’s for the 2 proposed terminal expansions thoroughly study all potential 

direct, indirect, and cumulative effects of the construction at the terminals, the shipping traffic to 

and from the terminals and related dredging and shoreline erosion due to passage of larger ships 

on the migratory shorebirds, waterfowl, and ESA-listed Snowy Plover and Streaked Horn Lark 

and their designated critical habitats. 

 

 

Hemispheric importance of the Grays Harbor area for shorebirds 

For migrating shorebirds Grays Harbor is one of the two most important stopover areas on the 

west coast of the United States. For example, at least half the populations of Red Knots and 

Western Sandpipers depend on this area. If their necessary habitat is degraded due to an oil spill 

or other contamination, a drastic decline in their populations is a very real possibility. We note 

that the spoils from the channel dredging project deemed unsafe for open-water deposition would 

be placed on a City of Hoquiam-owned site directly adjacent to Grays Harbor National Wildlife 

Refuge. On the face of it, this proposal takes impressive risks with maintaining a resource 

recognized as of Hemispheric Importance in the Western Hemisphere Shorebird Reserve 

Network and of Global Significance in the international Important Bird Area program. We 

therefore request that the E.I.S.’s for the terminal expansion projects especially examine the 

potential adverse effects on Grays Harbor National Wildlife Refuge and the habitats and birds it 

protects, and that the impacts from all projects in any way related to the terminal expansions, 

including dredging to accommodate deep-draft vessels, be included in the E.I.S. analyses. 

 

Shellfish and Forage Fish 

We request that the E.I.S.’s thoroughly analyze all direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts of the 

proposed projects and their associated marine transportation on the shellfish areas and forage fish 

spawning or rearing habitat in greater Grays Harbor. Shellfish and forage fish are of great 

importance to both people and wildlife. Negative impacts to them have adverse implications for 

birds, marine mammals, people, and the economy. Jobs created by the terminal expansions will 

be offset by those lost in tourism and in the harvesting of food from the marine environment. 

 

Tourism 

We request that the E.I.S.’s analyze all direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts to the tourism 

industry of the greater Grays Harbor area from the terminal expansion projects and related 

activities such as channel dredging and increased rail traffic. 

 

Fresh and Marine Waters 

We request that the E.I.S.’s analyze all direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts of the unit trains 

bringing Bakken crude and other fuel stocks to the terminals on the rivers, streams, and wetlands 

which the trains will cross or parallel from the point of loading to the terminals.  We request that 

the same thorough analysis be done of the potential effects to the marine waters and marine 

species at the ports to which barges and tankers will be transporting the transferred crude and 

other materials from the Imperium and Westway terminals and impacts to the waters the ships 

and barges will traverse en route. Among other areas, this analysis should include the Port of 

Anacortes and the vicinity of the Shell and Tesoro refineries there, Padilla and Fidalgo Bays, the 

San Juan Islands, Strait of Juan de Fuca and other waters which the ships and barges would 

traverse. Padilla Bay is the only National Estuarine Research Reserve in Washington and one of 
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only 28 such reserves in the United States. The only more extensive eel grass meadow on the 

west coast of the U.S. is in Alaska. This highly productive habitat which supports salmon, 

Dungeness crabs, many marine species, the entire wintering population of Gray-bellied Brant, 

and much more, is highly susceptible to damage from oil spills. We would also note that adjacent 

Fidalgo Bay is one of Washington’s few Aquatic Reserves, designated for its variety of habitats, 

spawning areas for Pacific Smelt, Sandlance, and Pacific Herring and vital wintering habitat for 

many bird species. 

 

Cumulative impacts of all fossil fuel transport projects  

As residents of another area of Washington State being increasingly impacted or threatened by the adverse 

effects on people and the environment of fossil fuel transportation by ship and rail, we request that the E.I.S.’s 

assess the cumulative impact of the proposed Grays Harbor projects and other oil and fossil fuel transport 

projects across the Northwest. The evaluation should include the increased risks related to all these projects 

and the impacts they would have, cumulatively, from the point of origin of the crude or other materials to their 

destination by ship or barge. The analysis should not omit potential impacts on the dwindling population of the 

ESA-listed Marbled Murrelet, which frequents Skagit County marine waters. 

 

Oil spill response 

The possibility of an oil spill in Grays Harbor related to the expanded terminal operations or the associated 

marine traffic cannot be fully discounted, as many others have noted. Therefore, all direct, indirect, and 

cumulative impacts of potential spills on ESA-listed species and their designated critical habitats as well as on 

non-listed but protected species must be considered. The effects of chemicals used in response to oil spills on 

these species must also be addressed. If tug escorts are not currently required for tankers entering and leaving 

Grays Harbor, we request that you analyze how that simple measure might mitigate the threat of an oil spill.  

 

Rail accident response 

We request that the E.I.S.’s thoroughly examine what equipment, personnel, and training would 

be necessary to ensure an adequate and timely response to and restoration after potential oil spills 

and/or fires both in the marine environment, at the terminals, and at all points along the rail 

transportation route to the terminals from the point of origin. Response needs should be analyzed 

keeping in mind the different impacts of the various types of crudes, from Bakken shale oil with 

its headline-generating volatility to Canadian tar sands crude with its high viscosity and tendency 

to sink and make recovery even more difficult. The source of funding for this necessary response 

and restoration capability should be identified. We assume that Hoquiam is as concerned about a 

Bakken crude explosion in the midst of its community as we are for the safety of our 

communities of Mount Vernon, Burlington, etc. Our fire departments do not have the capability 

to deal with such an incident. Does yours? Are the resources at hand to treat the large quantities 

of oiled birds and contaminated habitat which are the potential outcome of a spill in Grays 

Harbor? 

 

Diesel emissions and air quality 

Terminal expansion will entail a large increase in rail and shipping traffic with a related increase 

in diesel emissions. We request that in preparing the E.I.S.’s you conduct a thorough analysis of 
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the impacts on human health and on wildlife and vegetation of these increased emissions and 

subsequent reduced air quality. 

 

Global Warming 

Obtaining, transporting, refining, and eventually burning the fossil fuels passing through the 

proposed expanded terminals will all contribute to greenhouse gas emissions. We request that all 

direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts of these emissions on global warming and ocean 

acidification be included in the E.I.S.’s for the proposed projects. 

 

We appreciate the opportunity to provide scoping comments for these important Environmental 

Impact Statements.   

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

Philip Wright 

President 

Skagit Audubon Society 

 

 

Timothy Manns 

Conservation Chair 

Skagit Audubon Society 
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Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
At this crucial time we should slow the pace,not accelerate the marketing of these carbon producing resources. The full
 impact is not understood for the environment and all living things. We have had and will have continue tragic and toxic
 events in relation with transporting and storing these fuels. North America should not export crude oil now. Rail
 conditions,parking location of full or empty tank cars, traffic delays at rail crossings and security of tank farms must be
 studied closely. History tells me the whole world will be fracked far too soon. LM 
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Please find attached the comments of Friends of the Earth, Protect Whatcom and Safeguard the South Fork regarding
 the scope of the EIS for the proposed Imperium and Westway oil terminals in Grays Harbor. Please let me know if you
 have any questions or have trouble with the attached PDF.
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336 36th St., No. 605 

Bellingham, WA 98225-6580 

info@protectwhatcom.org 

    

 

7001 Seaview Ave., NW, Ste. 160-233 

Seattle, WA 98117 

www.foe.org 

May 27, 2014 

 

Imperium and Westway EISs  

c/o ICF International 

710 Second Avenue, Suite 550 

Seattle, WA 98104 

 

VIA Attachment to Online Form:  

https://public.commentworks.com/cwx/westwayimperiumcommentform/  

 

RE: Request for Comments on Scope of the EIS 

 Imperium Bulk Liquid Facility Project 

Westway Bulk Liquid Facility Project 

 

Dear Madam or Sir: 

 

 The undersigned represent three organizations. Protect Whatcom is a local grassroots 

organization whose members are residents of Whatcom County, dedicated to informing the public 

about the impacts of fossil fuel proposals – particularly the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal – on our 

county’s human health, environment, and economy.  Safeguard the South Fork is a local grassroots 

organization whose members are Whatcom County citizens dedicated to preserving the quality of life 

and economic base of agricultural lands and communities in Whatcom County. As Whatcom County-

based groups, we have allied with Friends of the Earth, a national environmental organization the 

focus of which in the Pacific Northwest is the protection of our coastal waters. Friends of the Earth’s 

activists and members have submitted more than 18,500 letters supporting these comments.   

 

Estuaries like Grays Harbor have long been recognized as nurseries for numerous pelagic 

species of recreational, commercial and cultural importance. The designation of the Grays Harbor 

National Wildlife Refuge acknowledges its hemispheric importance to migratory seabirds. World 

authorities in seabird biology wrote strong comment letters on the PEIS for the Grays Harbor Estuary 

Management Plan underscoring the importance of protecting seabird habitat.
1
 

 

We align ourselves with and incorporate by reference the May 27, 2014 comments of Friends 

of Grays Harbor submitted to the record for these proposed projects, and further ask that the 

Imperium and Westway EIS’s address the following: 

 

1. Cumulative Maritime Impacts. 
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The most important aspect of an environmental impact statement is to appropriately evaluate 

the cumulative impacts associated with the proposed development in context to existing and proposed 

developments that further contribute to the impacts of the proposal.  In this context it is critical that 

not only are the rail impacts, including the third terminal being proposed by the US Development 

Group LLC, be considered but the maritime impacts as well. 

 

Our organizations have compiled data for known proposals in the region which would add to 

maritime traffic: 

 

Table 1
2
 

FOSSIL FUEL TERMINALS AND REFINERIES,  

PROPOSED FOR CONSTRUCTION OR EXPANSION
3
 

 

Terminal or Refinery/Location 

(North to South) 

 

Proposed Vol. 

(bpd
4
 or 

mmta
5
) 

 

Possible 

Additional 

Unit Trains  

per Day  

(one way) 

Possible 

Additional 

Vessels  

per Annum
6
 

(one way) 

Puget Sound 

1 Westridge Marine Terminal,
7
 Burnaby, BC 590,000

8
 bpd pipeline    348

9
 

2 Ridley Terminals,
10

 Prince Rupert, BC 13 mmta
11

 2
12

   n.a.
13

 

3 Neptune Terminals,
14

 Vancouver, BC 6 mmta
15

 1
16

   52
17

 

4 Fraser-Surrey,
18

 Vancouver, BC 8 mmta
19

 1.3   40
20

 

5 Westshore Terminal, Vancouver, BC 6 mmta
21

 1   104
22

 

6 Gateway Pacific Terminal (coal),
23

 Ferndale, WA 48 mmta
24

 9
25

   487
26

 

7 Petrogas Ferndale LPG Storage & Dist’n Facility
27

 30,000 bpd
28

 Unknown 15 

8 BP Cherry Point Refinery,
29

 Blaine, WA 71,500 bpd 1
30

   33 

9 Phillips 66 Refinery,
31

 Ferndale, WA 35,750 bpd 0.5
32

   17 

10 Tesoro Refinery,
33

 * Anacortes, WA 50,000
34

 bpd 1
35

   36 

11 Shell Refinery,
36

 Anacortes, WA 61,286 bpd 1
37

   45 

12 U.S. Oil & Refining Co.,
38

  Tacoma, WA 40,000
39

 bpd 0.6   29
40

 

13 Targa Sound Terminal,
41

 Tacoma, WA 30,000
42

 bpd 0.4   22
43

 

              Total Possible Additional Vessels in the Puget Sound (2012 traffic:  6272)
44

 1228 

Grays Harbor, Hoquiam, WA
45

 

14 Imperium Bulk Liquid Terminal, T1
46

 82,192 bpd
47

 

[68,250 bpd] 

2
48

 

[1] 

200
49

 

[200] 

15 Westway Terminal Co., T1
50

 48,918 bpd
51

 

[28,692] 

1.3
52

 

[0.4] 

104
53

 

[60] 

16 Grays Harbor Rail Terminal, T-3
54

   50,000
55

 bpd 0.7 54
56

 

            Total Possible Additional Vessels in Grays Harbor (2012 traffic:  82) 358 

Columbia River
57

 

16 Oregon LNG,
58

 Warrenton, OR 9 mmta pipeline 125
59

 

17 Millennium Bulk Logistics (coal), Longview 44 mmta 7.4 850 

18 Haven Energy LPG Terminal, Longview 47,000 bpd
60

 0.6 50 

19 NW Innovation Works, Kalama methanol facility
61

 33,000 bpd
62

 pipeline 35 

20 NW Innovation Works, Port Westward methanol
63

 33,000 bpd
64

 pipeline  35 

21a Port of Morrow,
65

 Boardman, OR (coal) 8 mmta 1 624 barge tows 

21b Port Westward, Clatskanie, OR See 17a n.a. 156 
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22 Vancouver Energy Dist’n Term., 
66

 Pt of Vancouver 360,000 bpd
67

 5 386 

23 Columbia Pacific Bio-Refinery,
68

 Port of St. Helens, 

Port Westward Industrial Park, Clatskanie, OR 

 

28,600 bpd
69

 

 

0.4 

 

31 

            Total Possible Additional Vessels on the Columbia River (2012 traffic:  1422) 2292 

            Total Possible Additional Trains (one way) 37.2  

 

We note that the Imperium and Westway proposals’ volumes increased from the time of initial 

application for permits, and the documents submitted in support of the EIS required as a result of appeal to 

the Shoreline Management Hearings Board. Due to the fluidity of the information furnished by the 

proponents, we ask that the agencies consider market forces that may cause further increases in volume and, 

therefore traffic, particularly if the U.S. export ban on domestic crude is lifted.
70

 The EIS must document how 

the volume of oil being transferred at the terminals will change as a result of the projects as well as the 

increase in risk of an oil spill as a result of cargo and bunker/diesel spills both at the terminal and from ships 

underway.   

 

Specific issues which the EIS’s must address include: 

 

a. Operating protocols for tankers, tugs, barges, and ATBs both within the Harbor and offshore 

need to be specified and evaluated for changes in risk exposure along all routes taken within 

and adjacent to Washington waters.  The degree to which tank vessels will bunker in Grays 

Harbor and the source of the fuel needs to be defined and evaluated for risk exposure.   

 

b. A description of terminal operators’ prebooming protocols must include how often they 

determine it will be “safe and effective” to preboom due to currents as a percentage of the 

transfers they are expected to make, and discuss consequences for failure of the terminal 

operator to preboom a transfer. 

 

c. Discussion of the percentage of time during which transfers occur that spill responders will be 

able to implement the GRP’s for the Harbor in light of the fact that they are only defined to 

work at slack tides. 

 

d. If dispersants will be allowed within the Harbor or offshore, the EIS must describe whether 

there will be a preapproval zone or whether consideration will be made on a case by case 

basis. 

 

e. Discussion of locally specific oil spill prevention measures and their enforcement should 

include whether tug escorts will be required for laden tank vessels and, if so, who determines 

for what size vessels or the suitability and number of tugs for escort, and the consequences of 

failure to utilize escorts. 

 

f. Discussion of the effect on operations in the Harbor of the Coast Guard’s changes to the bar 

closure (Fed. Reg. Vol. 79, No. 71 20797-20800), including the number and status of suitable 

anchorages for vessels waiting to cross the bar. 

 

g. Discussion of any protocols in place to minimize the likelihood of collisions with migratory gray 

whales, and acoustic disturbance to cetaceans associated with the increased vessel traffic. 
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h. Discussion of what, if any liability, terminal operators have for spills that occur prior to or after 

oil cargo approaches or leaves the dock, including methods to guarantee payment prior to 

incident. Specifically, please address whether parent companies will guarantee liability for the 

subsidiary companies proposing the facilities. 

 

i. Determine whether the State of Washington intends to sign an MOU with the Federal Rail 

Association (FRA) as the State’s of Maine and New York have to empower them to inspect 

trains as Washington has done with the US Coast Guard targeting substandard ships. 

 

2. The proposals should be part of a programmatic regional analysis of cumulative rail impacts. 

 

Additional rail traffic described in the table above will overwhelm the existing infrastructure in 

the state. At the same time we were compiling data, the Washington Department of Transportation 

(WSDOT) was finalizing the 2013 Draft State Rail Plan
71

 (“Rail Plan”) released to the public for review 

and comment on September 30, 2013. 

 

 According to WSDOT, by 2035, volume on the Washington rails could increase to 260 million 

tons per year, “more than double” the 2010 volume.
72

  Presumably, then, in 2013 there were roughly 

130 million tons of all freight on the rails. Over half of that freight is bulk goods from out-of-state, 

most of which is bound for our ports,
73

 a major employer and economic driver for our state. The Port 

of Seattle, for example, estimates it could add 100,000 jobs in the next 25 years based on long-range 

forecasts of demand for capacity at its container terminals.
74

  Canadian grain growers currently 

cannot reach markets because of inaccessibility to rails clogged by crude,
75

 and that is Washington’s 

future. It therefore is hugely relevant that our rails are at over 85% capacity, as described by the Rail 

Plan.  

 

 Together, all proposals described in Table 1 could result in over 37 additional loaded trains per 

day passing through Spokane. If those trains average 1.5 miles in length, there would be a total of 

over 100 miles of train going and coming. This only accounts for Powder River Basin coal and North 

Dakota crude oil traveling to terminals proposed for construction or expansion on the Columbia River 

and in the Salish Sea; it does not account for the fact that Alberta tar sands may be shipped to and/or 

through the state via rail. In addition, the Washington Department of Transportation (WADOT) 

calculates, based on best available statistical analysis, other freight on Washington rails will increase 

by a compound rate of 3.4 percent per year.
76

 

 

 The proposed terminals would add well over 50 million tons of North Dakota crude to the 

rails, assuming the refineries are accurately reporting the number of trains they expect to receive. 

WSDOT reports the BNSF Pasco-Spokane subdivision currently operates at 87% capacity,
77

 so 

regardless of what percentage of total freight currently uses that line, the Bakken shale crude – all of 

which would move on the Pasco-Spokane subdivision – would overwhelm rail capacity there. The 

same would pertain to all other subdivisions traversed by CBR, from Pasco to the Columbia River 

Gorge, and up the coast to Grays Harbor, Tacoma, and the refineries in Skagit and Whatcom 

Counties. Because all rail expansion previously deemed necessary by 2035 must come on line 

immediately as rail-dependent proposals come on line, WSDOT recommends the state “take an active 

leadership role to build on existing multistate coalitions to address rail system and corridor needs 
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across the Northwest.”
78

 Specifically, it recommends collaboration with Oregon, Idaho, California, and 

British Columbia regarding “corridor-level improvement opportunities.”  

 

 Crude trains from the Bakken shale beds of North Dakota must follow similar routes as coal 

trains from the Powder River Basin, as explained in the Rail Plan
79

 and illustrated in an info graphic 

developed by the undersigned.
80

 The Surface Transportation Board and the Federal Railroad 

Administration should have been co-leads with agencies from the beginning of this process.  As 

described above, WSDOT now says a regional approach to rail planning, from California to Canada, 

must occur immediately because once our infrastructure reaches capacity, which will happen soon if 

even some of the over 20 proposals in Table 1 come on line, WSDOT assumes BNSF will use rate 

manipulation to control access to the rails, with some quantity of Washington and out-of-state freight 

products bound for our container ports necessarily defaulting to our highways.   

 

 The rail impacts discussion in the EIS must consider how many trains will use all lines and not 

merely the Puget Sound and Pacific Line (PS&P), from source of the crude to the destination. PS&P 

already averages 3-4 derailments per year according to the Federal Railroad Administration, and the 

cumulative traffic increases on the main BNSF line will only increase risk of track fatigue and failure.  

 

Because of the cumulative impact of our rail system approaching full capacity on communities 

and economies, the state and federal governments should be involved in addressing how interstate 

commerce will occur at all if we essentially dedicate our rail lines to fossil fuels. We have 130 mmta of 

freight on the rails now and are at over 85% capacity. Fossil fuel proposals would add over 150 mmta 

coal and crude to the rails. If volume of freight is any measure of capacity, current proposals require 

all the existing rail capacity Washington currently has, which has enormous implications for inter- 

and intra-state commerce for all other freight. At the least, these proposals represent unprecedented 

levels of wear and tear of the rails, increasing the risk of incidents involving freight including crude, 

and the passenger trains that share many of those lines. At some point, state and federal agencies 

must address whether existing rail infrastructure in the region will be dedicated to fossil fuel 

transport, whether we will subsidize the fossil fuel industry with massive infrastructure expansion, or 

whether we will examine how to approach these fossil fuel proposals in a programmatic way. In the 

meantime, the EIS must address these issues and regional economic, health, environmental, and 

safety issues. 

 

3. Crude is a hazardous material. 

 

 In November 2013, the federal government issued an advisory, re-emphasizing that crude oil 

is in the class of most hazardous materials transported by rail: 

 

[W]e are emphasizing key definitions and information from 49 CFR 173.120 and 173.121 

regarding the proper classification and packing group assignment for petroleum crude oil, 

namely: The definitions of flash point, flammable liquid, combustible liquid and packing group. 

We are also emphasizing the following applicable shipping names and packing groups as they 

pertain to the transportation of petroleum products: 
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i. Crude oil. Petroleum crude oil, UN 1267, is specifically listed in the Hazardous Materials 

Table (49 CFR 172.101) as a Class 3 material, in Packing Groups I, II, or III. 

 

ii. Sour crude. Petroleum sour crude, oil, flammable, toxic, UN 3494, is specifically listed in the 

Hazardous Materials Table (49 CFR 172.101) as a Class 3 material, in Packing Groups I, II, or 

III.
81

 

“Sour crude” is that which contains higher than acceptable levels of hydrogen sulfate, rendering the 

crude particularly susceptible to combustion. Bakken crude is generally classified as “sweet,” or low 

in sulfur content,
82

 but increasingly the fracked crude (see discussion below) is found to contain 

hydrogen sulfide.
83

  

 

 Bakken crude is particularly hazardous.  The North Dakota Bakken crude formation
84

 requires 

drilling using hydraulic fracturing, or “fracking.”
85

 That technique involves mixing water with sand and 

chemicals and acids, including hydrochloric acid, which are injected to facilitate extraction. It requires 

huge amounts of water to start a well, and often leaves ground water contaminated. Further, the 

Society for Petroleum Engineers links the “souring” of Bakken crude to fracking techniques, and 

describes consequences such as "health and environmental risks, corrosion of wellbore, added 

expense with regard to materials handling and pipeline equipment, and additional refinement 

requirements.”
86

 Bakken crude contains fracking water and chemicals when shipped. Recently, 

detected hydrogen sulfide levels have induced pipeline companies to reject Bakken crude as too 

“sour” for transport.
87

  

 

 After the first of numerous incidents involving crude explosions during rail transport, the 

Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) addressed the need to properly maintain and retrofit tanker 

cars in a July 2013 letter to the American Petroleum Institute (API).
88

 At issue was inadequate testing 

and classification of shipped crude, properly identifying “flash point, corrosivity, specific gravity at 

loading and reference temperatures, and the presence and concentration of specific compounds such 

as sulfur.” Classification determines whether tanker cars need retrofits such as liners to protect 

against corrosion, and determination of proper loading levels. Lack of compliance results in valve 

deterioration and overloading causing leakage, loss of shell integrity, and, ultimately, greater risk of 

explosion. The FRA informed the industry it would start testing cars to compare actual loads to 

classification reported, and determine if proper packaging was being used. The testing would be to 

determine only the degree to which the industry was complying, however; the federal government 

did not then, nor has it since announced, any plans to police crude by rail shipments. The EIS must 

address how shippers will guarantee the safest method of rail transport in the absence of federal 

requirements, and condition permits on those protocols. 

 

4. Typical crude rail tanker cars are particularly dangerous. 

 

 In a 2012 letter, Deborah Hersman, Chairman of the National Transportation Safety Board 

(NTSB), wrote that 69% of rail tank cars used for crude transport are DOT-111 type, which have “a 

high incidence of tank failure during accidents,” noting: 

 

The fact that DOT-111 general service tank cars experience more serious damage in accidents 

than pressure tank cars, such as DOT-105 or the DOT-112 cars, can be attributed to the fact 
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that pressure tank cars have thicker shells and heads. The pressure cars are also usually 

equipped with metal jackets, head shields, and strong protective housings for top fittings. 

They do not have bottom outlet valves, which have been proven to be prone to failure in 

derailment accidents.
89

  

 

DOT-111 design inadequacies make them more susceptible to rupture, and their poorly designed 

valves are subject to failure, resulting in leakage.
90

  

 

 Under 2011 rules passed by the American Association of Railroads (AAR), new DOT-111 cars 

will be required to have “a thicker shell, head protection, top fittings protection, and relief valves 

with a greater flow capacity” to reduce the risk of leaks, explosions, and fires after derailment.
91

 

However, the AAR expressly did not require retrofits, much less replacement of existing tankers of 

inferior design, citing cost concerns.
92

  The NTSB finds phasing in to be inadequate, citing the 

existence of 62,000 cars in the U.S. inventory, length of service life of the cars, and loss of safety 

benefits when unit trains combine old and new tank cars.
93

  

 

 On August 13, 2013, in response to the catastrophic Lac-Megantic, Quebec, incident, 

Congressman Charles Schumer called on the FRA to order an immediate phase out of the DOT-111 for 

transport of hazardous materials.
94

  Instead, the Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety 

Administration (PHMSA) issued a safety alert on Thursday, January 9, 2014, to warn the public that 

Bakken crude “may be more flammable than traditional heavy crude.” The Agency also issued the 

alert to remind railroads they are required to properly label crude tanker cars to identify properly the 

level of volatility, and announced it will conduct new testing to determine the gas content, 

corrosivity, toxicity and flammability of Bakken crude, stating,   

 

The results of this expanded testing will further inform shippers and carriers about how to 

ensure that the materials are known and are properly described, classified, and characterized 

when being shipped.  In addition, understanding any unique hazards of the materials will 

enable offerors, carriers, first responders, as well as PHMSA and FRA to identify any 

appropriate mitigating measures that need to be taken to ensure the continued safe 

transportation of these materials.
95

 

 

The EIS must discuss what requirement, if any, will be imposed on shippers to use the safest 

available tanker cars for transport to the terminal facilities. 

 

Conclusion 

 

 Though the rate of catastrophic rail incidents may be low relative to total train trips, the 

relevant number is actually the percentage of only Bakken CBR trains having incidents. Ultimately, the 

rate is not the issue, but the enormity of the harm when incidents occur.  That is particularly true for 

vessel incidents. A risk analysis must be conducted given the risk posed to the aquatic environment. 

The federal government’s response so far to the rail risks – advising and monitoring for reporting on 

compliance with labeling – is no substitute for state and local analysis of the risk to our communities 

of projects which pose such threats of harm.  
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 Thank you very much for your consideration. Please accept electronic signatures as you would 

originals. 

 

       Sincerely, 

 

      

 Terry J. Wechsler 
       Terry J. Wechsler 

       Co-founder, Protect Whatcom 

       541-913-5976, wechslerlaw@comcast.net 

 

       Fred Felleman 

       Northwest Consultant 

       Friends of the Earth 

       206-595-3825, felleman@comcast.net  

 

Nicole Brown 
       Nicole Brown 

        Co-Founder, Safeguard the South Fork 

 

        

 
 

cc: VIA ELECTRONIC TRANSMISSION 

 Gov. Jay Inslee, ATTN:  Ted Sturdevant, ted.sturdevant@gov.wa.gov 

Robert Duff, Governor’s Senior Policy Advisor, Natural Resources and the 

Environment,robert.duff@gov.wa.gov 

Washington Dep’t of Transportation:  Kerri Woehler, Rail Operations Program Manager, 

Kerri.Woehler@wsdot.wa.gov  

Washington Dep’t of Ecology, Maia D. Bellon, Dir., maib461@ecy.wa.gov  

 Washington Dep’t of Natural Resources:  Peter Goldmark, Comm’r, cpl@dnr.wa.gov   

 Council on Environmental Quality, Nancy Sutley, Dir., Nancy_H._Sutley@ceq.eop.gov  

 

 

                                                             
1
  E.g., Program Final Environmental Impact Statement, Washington State Coastal Zone Management Program, 

Amendment No. 3, Approval of the Grays Harbor Estuary Management Plan, St. of Wash. & U.S. Dep’t of Commerce, April 

1987. 
2
  Compiled by Protect Whatcom and Friends of the Earth. Table updated as of April 17, 2014.  Numbers on info 

graphics are based on known information at the time of printing, and may not be consistent with this table. 
3
  General information Source:  http://www.petroleumnewsbakken.com/.  

4
  “BPD” is barrels per day. A barrel of crude is 42 U.S. gallons or 158.9873 litres.  

 In some cases, volume is extrapolated from train numbers. We assumed 110 rail cars/train, each carrying an 

average of 650 bbl (range is 600-700 bbl), for a total of 71,500 bbl/train unit. See Ass’n of American Railroads, Just the 
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Facts – Railroads Safely Move Hazardous Materials, Including Crude Oil, located online 8/30/13, at 

http://www.portofgraysharbor.com/downloads/crude-by-rail/Facts-on-Hazmat-and-Crude-Oil-Safety.pdf. 
5
  Mmta = metric tonnes per annum. A metric tonne is approximately 1.1 short tons. 

6
  Vessels are bulkers of the Panamax or Cape class; tankers of the Panamax class; and LNG (liquid natural gas) 

carriers of equivalent size as Panamax tankers and bulkers. Not counted are bunker barges which will fuel vessels at dock. 

For every two large vessels, estimate one bunker barge transit. Source:  Minutes, Combined Meeting, Steering Committee 

of the Puget Sound Harbor Safety Committee and Puget Sound Partnership Oil Spill Work Group, Vessel Traffic Risk 

Assessment (VTRA), Draft Estimates, Notes and Decisions on Future Scenarios, May 2, 2013 (rev. 5/7) (hereafter “5/13 PSP 

VTRA Est.”), located online Oct. 15, 2013, at 

http://www.psp.wa.gov/downloads/OILSPILL/VTRA_SC_Decisions5_2_13Final.pdf.  

 Unless otherwise specified, the following assumptions were made:   

• Crude received will leave terminals and refineries in its unrefined state, by vessel and not by rail or the 

Olympic pipeline; 

• Crude volume received is roughly equivalent to volume of refined product. In fact, volume of refined product 

is actually slightly higher. Source:  telephone conversation with Julie Harris, Refinery Operations, US DOE EIA, 

2032-586-6281. See Petroleum & Other Liquids, Data, Refinery Yields, US Energy Information Administration, 

http://www.eia.gov/dnav/pet/pet_pnp_pct_dc_nus_pct_m.htm.  

• At Tacoma, Grays Harbor, and Columbia River terminals, crude will leave by some combination of (a) oil 

tankers with a maximum draft of 40’ and capacity of 340,000 bbl ; and (b) articulated tug/barge combo, with 

an 85,000 bbl-capacity barge (they range from 55-150,000 bbl). Vessel estimates in the table represent only 

tankers of the largest class, and not barges, unless other source information is cited. 
7
  Proponent Kinder Morgan Canada Terminals LP. The Kinder Morgan Pipeline serves multiple facilities including 

the Westridge Terminal, BP Cherry Point, Phillips 66 Ferndale, and the Tesoro and Shell refineries in Anacortes.  

TransMountain Pipeline & Puget Sound Pipeline: Connected Delivery Terminals and Refineries, located online Aug. 31, 

2013, at http://www.kindermorgan.com/business/canada/delivery_receipt_locations.cfm. 
8
  According to the proponent’s website, the Trans-Mountain Pipeline Expansion project would increase capacity 

from 300,000 to 890,000 bpd. Accessed online Oct. 17, 2013, at 

http://www.kindermorgan.com/business/canada/tmx_expansion.cfm.  
9
  Kinder Morgan Canada, Trans Mountain, Tanker Traffic, located online Oct. 17, 2013, at 

http://www.transmountain.com/tanker-traffic. 
10

  Proponent website:  http://www.rti.ca/. Ridley is an existing coal terminal with plans for expansion. 
11

  The terminal plans to expand from 12 to 25 mmta. http://www.rti.ca/terminal (accessed Oct. 17, 2013). 
12

  Ridley’s rail map for coal routes from the Powder River Basin bear no relation to current lines. See 

http://www.rti.ca/sites/default/files/shippingcommodities.png. They seem to be saying coal would go to the coast 

through Stevens Pass, but loaded trains are too heavy for the grades in the Cascade Mountains, and loaded trains all go 

west through the Columbia River Gorge. Returning empty trains could use Stevens Pass until it reaches capacity. The more 

direct route, north from the PRB to Calgary, and north by northwest via Canadian National, is not favored by BNSF. 
13

  Ships from Ridley Terminal have direct access to the Pacific Ocean and do not add traffic in Puget Sound. They 

do, of course, add traffic on the Great Circle Route to the Pacific Rim. 
14

  The permit for this coal terminal’s expansion was granted in January 2013. See terminal webpage: 

http://www.portmetrovancouver.com/en/projects/OngoingProjects/Tenant-Led-Projects/neptune-terminals-upgrades-

coal-handling-expansion.  
15

  Information from terminal website, accessed Oct. 17, 2013, at 

http://www.portmetrovancouver.com/en/projects/OngoingProjects/Tenant-Led-Projects/NeptuneTerminals.aspx.  
16

  Vancouver Fraser Port Authority Environmental Assessment Report and Schedule of Environmental Conditions, 

Port Metro Vancouver VFPA Review No. 12-066, p.1, Jan. 23, 2013, located online Oct. 17, 2013, at 

http://www.portmetrovancouver.com/docs/default-source/projects-project-review/2013-01-23-project-permit---signed-

with-plans-and-schedule---neptune-coal-capacity-pp-2012-066.pdf?sfvrsn=0.  Note that this projection assumes trains 

152 cars long, versus the current average of 125 cars.  Port Metro Vancouver Neptune Bulk Terminals – New Stacker 

Reclaimer Project and Additional Coal Handling Improvements January 2013 – Input Consideration Memorandum, p.4, 

located online Oct. 17, 2013, at http://www.portmetrovancouver.com/docs/default-source/projects-project-

review/january-2013_final_neptune-project-input-consideration-memo.pdf?sfvrsn=0. Total terminal capacity after 

proposed expansion would be 18.5 mmta. Id. at 2. 
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17

  According to the 5/13 PSP VTRA Est. 

http://www.psp.wa.gov/downloads/OILSPILL/VTRA_SC_Decisions5_2_13Final.pdf, there would be a total additional 176 

vessel calls per year, for all commodities and docks at Neptune. Vessels associated with expansion for met coal will be one 

additional vessel per week. Vancouver Fraser Port Authority Environmental Assessment Report and Schedule of 

Environmental Conditions, Port Metro Vancouver VFPA Review No. 12-066, p.1, Jan. 23, 2013, located online Oct. 17, 

2013, at http://www.portmetrovancouver.com/docs/default-source/projects-project-review/2013-01-23-project-permit--

-signed-with-plans-and-schedule---neptune-coal-capacity-pp-2012-066.pdf?sfvrsn=0.   
18

  Proponent website:  http://www.fsd.bc.ca/index.php/company/community-outreach/ . Port Metro Vancouver 

conducted a River Tanker Traffic Study completed June 2012. See generally 

http://www.portmetrovancouver.com/en/portusers/marineoperations/navigation/tanker-traffic. Study located online 

Oct. 17, 2013, at http://www.portmetrovancouver.com/docs/default-source/port-users-marine-

operations/Fraser_River_Tanker_Traffic_Study_Full_Report.pdf?sfvrsn=0.  
19

  Fraser Surrey Docks, Risk Assessment Study for Coal Barge Operation, Report No./DNV Reg.No.: PP050173/1-

5EZEXO, Rev. 2A, 2012-09-26, p.1, located online Oct. 17, 2013, at 

http://www.fsd.bc.ca/_documents/coal/marine_risk_assessment.pdf.  
20

  5/13 PSP VTRA Est. http://www.psp.wa.gov/downloads/OILSPILL/VTRA_SC_Decisions5_2_13Final.pdf. 
21

  See http://www.platts.com/latest-news/coal/washington/vancouvers-westshore-terminal-coal-exports-increase-

21394473.  
22

  5/13 PSP VTRA Est. http://www.psp.wa.gov/downloads/OILSPILL/VTRA_SC_Decisions5_2_13Final.pdf. 
23

  MDP2011-000001/SHR2011-00009, Pacific International Terminals, Inc. Major Project Permit and Shoreline 

Substantial Development Permit Supplemental Applications – Supplemental Information (hereinafter “GPT Permit App.”), 

March 16, 2012, located online Oct. 15, 2013, at 

http://www.co.whatcom.wa.us/pds/plan/current/gpt-ssa/pdf/20120319-permit-submittal.pdf. Status:  Scoping closed for 

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement January 22, 2013; the Scoping Report was issued March 29, 2013. 

http://www.eisgatewaypacificwa.gov/resources/scoping-report. Comments may be viewed online at 

http://www.eisgatewaypacificwa.gov/get-involved/comment/all.  
24

  GPT Permit App. at Table 4-2, p. 4-51. 
25

  Ibid. at Table 4-5, p. 4-55. 
26

  Ibid. at Table 4-6, p. 4-63. 
27

  This facility shares Intalco’s pier. 
28

  That is the facility’s existing capacity. No announced plans to expand capacity. Callie Mitchell, West Coast LPG 

Exports are a Brand New Game – A New Wave of Exports from Ferndale, WA, April 4, 2014, RPN Energy, LLC, 

https://rbnenergy.com/west-coast-lpg-exports-are-a-brand-new-game-from-ferndale-wa.  
29

  Proponent BP West Coast Products, LLC. County permits were approved for rail expansion on October 18, 2012, 

after a SEPA threshold review resulted in a mitigated determination of nonsignificance. See case No. SEP2012-00059 at 

http://whatcomcounty.us/pds/plan/sepa/2012-quarter4.jsp. For a general description of the facility, see BP Cherry Point, 

http://www.bp.com/content/dam/bp/pdf/abp_wwd_us_cherry_point_fact_sheet_june_2011.pdf.   

 Pending from the Wash. Dep’t of Ecology: Water Permit Draft NPDES WA-00-2290-0. Comment period opened 

9/4/13, and closed 10/7/13.  For information:  public disclosure coordinator Ann Lowe via E-mail or phone (360) 407-

6916. http://apps.ecy.wa.gov/industrial/proposed.asp.  
30

  Cascade Engineering Group, P.S., Inc., Rail Logistics Stormwater Site Plan, p.1, Aug. 16, 2012, located online 

8/31/13, at http://whatcomcounty.us/pds/plan/sepa/pdf/sep2012-00059-sepa-packet-mdns-20121018-part2.pdf at 

83/164 (“The facility will be designed to transfer a variety of train sizes (up to and including one unit train per day).”). 
31

  Proponent Phillips 66 Co. Ferndale Refinery. Permits were approved for rail expansion on Apr. 29, 2013, after a 

SEPA threshold review resulted in a mitigated determination of nonsignificance. See case No. SEP2013-00005 at 

http://whatcomcounty.us/pds/plan/sepa/2013-quarter2.jsp.  
32

  Whatcom County Planning & Development Services SEPA Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance, p.4, Apr. 

29, 2013, located online 8/31/13, at http://whatcomcounty.us/pds/plan/sepa/pdf/sep2013-00005-sepa-packet-mdns-

20130429.pdf at 2/40 (“The project will add up to one unit train every other day, on average on an annual basis….”).  
33

  Proponent Tesoro Refining & Marketing Co./KM/BNSF. Refinery website:  

http://www.tsocorp.com/tsocorp/productsandservices/locations/refinerylocations/001545.  
34

  See id. The terminal manager states publicly Tesoro refinery receives only 50,000 bpd, but that number is very 

low given they receive 6 trains per week. We assume industry average volume per train and applied that number. This 
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terminal states it can receive no more than 120,000 total bpd from all sources—Alaskan and Bakken crude, and Canadian 

tar sands by pipeline. 
35

  This facility receives Bakken crude now. Mark Stayton and Kate Martin, Shell considers rail loop for Bakken crude, 

goskagit.com, Mar. 30, 2013, located online 9/1/13, at http://www.goskagit.com/all_access/shell-considers-rail-loop-for-

bakken-crude/article_117f6919-350e-539d-b38d-4c8bb694aebf.html (quoting terminal manager stating they receive 6 

trains per week). 
36

  Proponent Shell Oil Products US.  Pre-application filed (see fn. below). Skagit County POC: Will W. Honea, 

willh@co.skagit.wa.us. 
37

  Shell Puget Sound Crude by Rail East Gate Project, Anacortes, WA, Pre-Development Meeting “Project 

Description” at p.3 of attachment filed Aug. 22, 2013, located online 8/31/13 at 

http://www.scribd.com/doc/163737250/Shell-SkagitCounty-PreDevelopmentMeetingApplication-2013-08-22 (“At this 

early stage the project plans to handle about one unit train per day, with a maximum of 6 trains per week in and out of 

the facility.”). 
38

  Proponent U.S. Oil Trading LLC, Transcor Astra Grp, subsid. of Compagnie Nationale a’ Portefeuille S.A. (CNP) 

(Belgium). 
39

  Fielden, Sally, Crude Loves Rock’n’Rail—West Coast Destinations, RBN Energy, LLC,  Apr. 10, 2013, located online 

9/1/13, at http://www.rbnenergy.com/crude-loves-rock-n-rail-west-coast-destinations.  
40

  Berth information: http://www.usor.com/about/dock. One pier accommodates tankers; one barges. 
41

  Proponent Targa Resources & Phillips 66 Ferndale.  
42

  Phillips 66 Press Release, March 20, 2013, located online 8/31/13, at 

http://www.phillips66.com/EN/newsroom/news_releases/2013NewsReleases/Pages/03-20-2013.aspx, announcing 

Bakken crude will be delivered to Targa for transfer to vessels bound to Phillips 66 Ferndale or San Francisco. 
43

  Gilley, John, Diversifying for Port of Tacoma’s Future, The News Tribune, Feb. 3, 2013, located online 8/31/13, at  

http://www.thenewstribune.com/2013/02/03/2460260/diversifying-for-ports-future.html.  
44

  VEAT 2012 Vessel Entries And Transits for Washington Waters. Washington State Department of Ecology Spill 

Prevention, Preparedness and Response Program P.O. Box 47600 Olympia, WA 98504-7600. WDOE Publication 13-08-

001, March 2013, available online as of Oct. 17, 2013, at 

https://fortress.wa.gov/ecy/publications/SummaryPages/1308001.html.  
45

  Rail service via Union Pacific and BNSF through GW Puget Sound & Pacific RR.  
46

  Proponent Imperium Renewables. T-1’s depth is http://www.portofgraysharbor.com/terminals/terminal1.php. 

MDNS issued 5/2/13 jointly by the City of Hoquiam and Wash. ECOL. SSDP issued 6/17/13; appealed by Earth Justice and 

overturned by Shoreline Management Hearings Board. Determination of Significance jointly issued by City and Ecology 

April 4, 2014; scoping opened April 10, closes May 27, 2014.  

http://www.ecy.wa.gov/geographic/graysharbor/terminals.html. Imperium Renewables produces pure, unblended B100 

biodiesel. Port of Grays Harbor (PGH) will not grant a lease until all required permits are received from city, state, and 

federal governments.  http://www.portofgraysharbor.com/downloads/crude-by-rail/Port_CBR_FAQ.pdf. Proponent does 

business as Imperium Term. Svcs., LLC. Rail carrier will be Union Pacific and BNSF through GW Puget Sound & Pacific RR. 

Port of Grays Harbor, Grays Harbor Economic Opportunity: Crude by Rail, Jan. 30, 2013, p.13, located online 8/30/13, at 

http://www.portofgraysharbor.com/downloads/crude-by-rail/CBR_Workshop_Presentation.pdf. 
47

  Determination of Significance and Request for Comments on Scope of Environmental Impact Statement for 

Imperium Bulk Liquid Facility Project, City of Hoquiam & Wash. Dep’t of Ecology, Apr. 4, 2014, 

http://www.ecy.wa.gov/geographic/graysharbor/20140404-Imperium-DS.pdf.  
48

  Id. 
49

  Id. 
50

  MDNS from City of Hoquiam and ECOL Mar. 2013. SSDP issued 4/26/13; appealed and overturned by Shoreline 

Management Hearings Board. Determination of Significance jointly issued by City and Ecology April 4, 2014; scoping 

opened April 10, closes May 27, 2014.  http://www.ecy.wa.gov/geographic/graysharbor/terminals.html. Port of Grays 

Harbor (PGH) will not grant a lease until all required permits are received from city, state, and federal governments.  

http://www.portofgraysharbor.com/downloads/crude-by-rail/Port_CBR_FAQ.pdf.  
51

  Determination of Significance and Request for Comments on Scope of Environmental Impact Statement for 

Westway Bulk Liquid Facility Project, City of Hoquiam & Wash. Dep’t of Ecology, Apr. 4, 2014, 

http://www.ecy.wa.gov/geographic/graysharbor/20140404-Westway-DS.pdf.  
52

  Id. 
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53

  Id. 
54

  Proponent US Development Group, LLC . T-3’s depth is 38-40’. 

http://www.portofgraysharbor.com/terminals/terminal3.php. Proponent granted option to lease by PGH in Apr. 2013. 

Pending filing of permits after feasibility review by proponent. http://www.portofgraysharbor.com/downloads/crude-by-

rail/CBR_Fact_Sheet.pdf.  
55

  Grays Harbor Rail Terminal, Proposed Facility at Port of Grays Harbor: Frequently Asked Questions, located online 

8/30/13, at http://www.portofgraysharbor.com/downloads/crude-by-rail/USD_FAQ.pdf.  
56

  Id. Proponent states “[s]hip calls will range from 45-60 per year, depending on vessel size.” 
57

  Other possible proposals include: 

• NuStar Energy, Tacoma or Vancouver.  New Traffic Patterns Emerge to Supply Crude Oil to West Coast Refiners, 

EIA, Aug. 14, 2013, located online 9/2/13, at 

http://www.eia.gov/oog/info/twip/twiparch/2013/130814/twipprint.html (“[M]erchant terminal operators, such 

as … NuStar Energy … are also investing in new rail-to-barge and rail unloading facilities.”) NuStar has three 

terminals, one in Tacoma and two in Vancouver. http://www.nustarenergy.com. 

• Paramount Terminal, Portland, OR.   The Wash. Dept. of Ecology lists this proposal on their Energy Movement 

Evolution map. 

http://static.squarespace.com/static/50538902e4b06a8cd25aff1b/t/51a95db6e4b0c88fb1ffbae4/137005407025

8/Ecology%20Map%20oilmovementjan713.pdf. Possible proponent:  Paramount Petroleum Corp. (503) 273-

4760, http://paramountasphalt.com/about-us. 
58

  Proponents LNG Development Company, LLC (d/b/a Oregon LNG) and Oregon Pipeline Company, LLC. 

http://www.oregonlng.com/, http://www.oregonpipelinecompany.com/.  
59

  Terminal depth is 43’, vessel numbers are for LNG (liquid natural gas) carriers. Source for number of vessels:  

Oregon LNG Export Project Resource Report 1—General Project Description, Docket Number PF12-18-000, Table 1.3-1, 

Aug. 2012, located online Oct. 15, 2013, at https://s3-us-west-2.amazonaws.com/oregonlng/pdfs/RR1_Prefiling_Draft_8-

13-12/1OLNG_RR1_PrefilingDraft_public.pdf.  
60

  Callie Mitchell, West Coast LPG Exports are a Brand New Game – A New Wave of Exports from Ferndale, WA, 

April 4, 2014, RPN Energy, LLC, https://rbnenergy.com/west-coast-lpg-exports-are-a-brand-new-game-from-ferndale-wa. 
61

  According to Northwest Innovation Works’ website, its major investors include PPE, Joint Venture between CECC 

and Dalian Xizhong Island Petrochemical Park, and H&Q Asia Pacific. CECC is a Joint Venture between Chinese Academy of 

Science (CAS) and BP. http://nwinnovationworks.com/. Permits required include a shoreline permit, an air permit and 

stormwater permit from Washington agencies. Erik Olson, President of methanol firm talks permits, jobs at EDC meeting, 

February 27, 2014, TDN.com, http://tdn.com/news/local/president-of-methanol-firm-talks-permits-jobs-at-edc-

meeting/article_bc1d69de-a01c-11e3-adbf-0019bb2963f4.html. The Port of Kalama signed a lease agreement April 9, 

2014. Shari Phiel, Port of Kalama, methanol company OK lease agreement, TDN.com, April 9, 2014, 

http://tdn.com/news/local/port-of-kalama-methanol-company-ok-lease-agreement/article_82d9af5e-c072-11e3-88c1-

001a4bcf887a.html. The company expects the facilities to be fully operational by 4
th

 quarter 2017.  

http://nwinnovationworks.com/. 
62

  http://nwinnovationworks.com/. Calculations are based on company’s statement it will produce 10,000 metric 

tons per day. It was assumed this was for both facilities, so 5000 metric tons per day was converted to a barrel equivalent. 
63

  See notes for Northwest Innovation Works Port of Kalama methanol proposal, above. Permits required at Port 

Westward include Oregon land use and stormwater permits and possibly shoreline permits from the U.S. Army Corps of 

Engineers. Erik Olson, President of methanol firm talks permits, jobs at EDC meeting, February 27, 2014, TDN.com, 

http://tdn.com/news/local/president-of-methanol-firm-talks-permits-jobs-at-edc-meeting/article_bc1d69de-a01c-11e3-

adbf-0019bb2963f4.html.   
64

  http://nwinnovationworks.com/. See note for Port of Kalama facility. 
65

  Proponent Coyote Island Terminals, LLC, a subsidiary of Ambre Energy, proponent of the Millennium Bulk 

Logistics Terminal in Longview. Coal would arrive by rail for storage and transfer to barges which would be towed to the 

shipping terminal at Port Westward. 

http://www.nwp.usace.army.mil/Missions/Currentprojects/CoyoteIslandTerminal.aspx.  
66

  Proponent Tesoro-Savage; Rail service by Puget Sound and Pacific RR. Permitting lead agency:  Wash. Energy 

Facility Site Evaluation Council (http://www.efsec.wa.gov/default.shtm, 360-664-1345), POC Stephen Posner, Compliance 

Mgr., sposner@utc.wa.gov, 664-1903. Governing law:  RCW § 80-50-020. 10/1/13 approx. date of announcement of pre-

scoping review. 
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67

  http://tesorosavagevancouver.com/here/wp-content/uploads/2013/08/POV_FactSheet.pdf. 
68

  Proponent Global Partners, LP. 
69

  Source:  de Place, Eric, Sightline Report: The Northwest’s Pipeline on Rails: Crude Oil Shipments Planned for Puget 

Sound, the Washington Coast, and the Columbia River, (Aug. 2013 Update), fn.20, located 8/29/13 at 

http://www.sightline.org/wp-content/uploads/downloads/2013/07/crude-oil-by-rail_August-Update.pdf.  
70

  Sandy Fielden, Imagine There’s No Export Ban, No Need to Split the Condensage, RBN LLC, May 26, 2014, 
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These are my comments regarding Environmental Impact Statements (EIS) for the two expansion 
projects proposed by Imperium Renewables and Westway at the Port of Grays Harbor, and also the oil 
storage and shipping facility being proposed by U.S. Development Group (to be built near the Grays 
Harbor National Wildlife Refuge at Bowerman Basin and Hoquiam High School) and their potential 
impacts to the community. 

1. We are not alone!  Personally, I don't know how the Washington State Department of Ecology 
and the City of Hoquiam can do any kind of environmental impact statement without taking into 
consideration the impacts these projects will undoubtedly have on other towns, cities and states from 
the point of origin of the crude oil to the terminals in Hoquiam.  These projects don't just effect the 
citizens of our fair city.  They effect everything along the routes they travel - business, people, animals, 
the environment.  Are the Port of Grays Harbor and the City of Hoquiam actually willing to proceed 
with these projects without studying the potential impacts on others?  These projects may increase 
revenues to the Port and Hoquiam, but will they in turn decrease revenues for others.  It's like they are 
thumbing their collective noses at everyone else and saying that just because they want this to happen, 
it should happen, whether others are harmed in the process or not. 

Have studies been done of the infrastructure currently in place along the routes to determine if they are  
adequate?  Are communities all along the routes equipped to handle catastrophic events such as spills, 
explosions, etc.?  Has anyone asked them if they mind having several miles of tank cars full of 
explosive materials passing through their neighborhoods, thereby increasing the danger of collisions 
with vehicles? - or people? - or animals?  Would they mind if their property values decrease?  What 
about the effects on trade and commerce?  How would the increased traffic on the rail system and on 
our waterways affect other businesses/companies using those same means of transportation? 
 
This may sound a little far-fetched to some, but what about the possibility of an increased risk of 
terrorism?  A hundred tank cars filled with flammable/explosive materials could do some serious 
damage in the right location. 

2. First they have to get it here!  The two expansion projects alone would bring more than three 
trains through our communities each day.  The wisdom of transporting that much oil from North 
Dakota in puncture-prone tank cars considered by experts to be mostly unsafe by rail industry 
standards, along poorly-maintained tracks and across bridges that were not built to withstand those 
types of loads, totally escapes me.  These trains will be up to a mile and a half long, which most likely 
means they will cut off some areas of our cities, towns and neighborhoods from necessary emergency 
response for prolonged periods as they rumble along for over 1500 miles toward their final destination 
on land - Hoquiam.  In some areas, railroad tracks that would be used to transport this oil to the Port 
are within mere feet of people's homes and businesses.  In other areas, the trains travel within blocks of 
schools and hospitals. 

While the Imperium and Westway projects are supposed to receive the bulk of their oil from North 
Dakota, when (not if) the international market demand is ripe, the crude by rail terminals in Hoquiam 
will become transshipment points for Canadian crude from Alberta's tar sands (the second largest oil 
deposit on the planet).  It's my understanding that this type of crude is even harder to handle. 

The state of Washington should consider placing a moratorium on expansions of existing oil train 
facilities and to oppose new oil-by-rail transfer terminals until the safety of all oil train cars and the 
tracks they travel on are properly upgraded and regulated.  What would happen if there were a 
derailment... or an explosion... or a spill?  Our local first responders are wonderful at what they do, but 

806



there are simply too few of them and they do not have the tools nor are they trained to handle a crisis 
of that magnitude.  Who would provide training?  Who would take care of the cleanup/damages/ 
recovery? 
 
3. Benefit to Hoquiam Marginal:  We are all aware that jobs are needed, locally and across the 
nation.  However, once the construction phase of these projects is concluded, the number of permanent 
jobs created locally would be minimal over all... especially compared to the jobs that would be lost if a 
disaster were to occur and our natural environment were threatened or destroyed. 

3. Impacts are many.  A few examples of the impacts are:  risks to the marine life and to the 
environment from oil spills/derailments/increased use of our waterways; risks to migratory bird 
habitats; potential risks to the health of our communities from increased diesel air emissions; decreased 
property values in areas where the trains travel and near where the storage tanks are to be located; 
potential risks for loss of life and property in the event of a catastrophic explosion; increased traffic 
impacts on some neighborhoods; risks to children living along and going to school along the path of 
the trains and near the storage facilities; increased noise and air pollution; potential impact to tourism 
industry. 

Our local communities are faced with the threat of earthquakes/tsunamis and the increased costs 
associated with insuring our properties, causing a decrease in property values.  I can't help but think 
that oil terminals in our midst would further erode the investment that property owners have made in 
their homes, a sad ending to a lifetime of work. 
 
When weighing the risks versus the rewards, the risks involved in these projects are too great and there 
appear to be few, if any, rewards.  Most of us don't live here for the weather... we live here for the 
natural beauty, the natural resources, and the quality of life.  Let's not allow oil companies to terminate 
that quality by placing their oil terminals in Grays Harbor. 
 
Bev Miller 
Hoquiam 
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May 23, 2014 
 
Imperium and Westway EISs  
c/o ICF International 
710 Second Avenue, Suite 550 
Seattle, WA 98104 
 
To whom it may concern, 
 
We greatly appreciate the opportunity to participate in the environmental review process 
for the proposed Westway and Imperium expansion projects. Please consider this letter as 
part of the public record for the proposed bulk liquid storage facility expansions at the Port 
of Grays Harbor in Hoquiam.   
 
In evaluating the impact of these projects, we urge the co-lead agencies to thoroughly 
examine the projects’ impact to the natural environment, as well as impacts to 
Washington’s built environment.  In light of the expansive ongoing review of the Gateway 
Pacific and Millennium coal export terminal projects, we feel that a similarly 
comprehensive review is appropriate for the expansion projects at Westway and 
Imperium. As with the coal export terminal projects, we are particularly interested in 
ensuring that this review process accurately identifies and assesses the full range of 
potential externalities and impacts, not just in the area immediately surrounding the 
project site, but statewide, in a comprehensive and cumulative fashion.  
 
Due to the gravity of the proposed projects and the widespread nature of the potential 
impacts, we recommend that the agencies broaden the scope of the review process to 
include the impacts felt by cities and counties across Washington. We also encourage the 
agencies to consider the cumulative impact of other large-capacity fuel export proposals in 
the Pacific Northwest. This letter summarizes some of the far-reaching effects of the 
Westway and Imperium projects that should be, at a minimum, analyzed within the scope 
of the environmental impact statement.  
 

I. Increased threat of oil spills 
 
By increasing the volume of oil that is transported across the state and through our 
waterways, the proposed expansion projects necessarily increase the risk of large-scale oil 
spills. The lack of tug escorts available to tankers, the lack of appropriate staffing 
requirements for oil barges, and the lack of appropriate emergency response planning 
given the proposed expansion projects are all factors that heighten the risk of a 
catastrophic oil spill. Additionally, the Bakken crude that is likely to be moved through the 
proposed projects poses risks above and beyond those of other types of oil. It has been 
shown to be more explosive (due to a lower flash point) and more difficult to clean up 
when spilled (due to the fact that it sinks). The EIS must carefully consider the full range of 
economic and environmental impacts that an oil spill would have on Grays Harbor and on 
the state as a whole. 
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II. Impacts of additional rail and vessel traffic 
 
The Westway and Imperium expansion projects will significantly increase rail traffic along 
Washington rail lines and vessel traffic through Washington waterways, and the impacts of 
this additional traffic must be reviewed by the agencies.  
 
Rail traffic will likely cause congestion at rail crossings, increased air and noise pollution 
along rail corridors, and increased rail maintenance and improvement costs. Out-of-state 
oil shipments are also likely to have an impact on the movement of key commodities within 
Washington, as the agriculture and aerospace industries, among many others, rely on rail 
to transport goods. Vessel traffic has the potential to interfere with marine wildlife, congest 
already busy shipping lanes, and impact local fisheries.  

 
III. Net economic impacts 

 
Given the array of potential impacts that are likely to result from the expansion projects, we feel 

strongly that an apples-to-apples accounting of the net costs and benefits is critical before we can 

make an informed decision that sufficiently protects the interests of Washington State. The 

creation of full-time, family wage jobs and the associated tax revenue are legitimate benefits that 

must be objectively quantified. The externalities of creating those jobs, however, are equally 

important to examine and quantify. 

 

In the course of conducting an analysis of the net economic impacts of the proposed projects, we 

must inevitably examine our state’s rail infrastructure and what public investment would be 

necessary to allow for growth in the future. As oil shipments are added to our increasingly 

congested railways, a detailed accounting of the taxpayer dollars required for infrastructure 

expansions and upgrades is necessary. This analysis is critical as we strive to ensure a world-

class transportation infrastructure for the coming decades.   

 

Similarly, a look at the net economic impacts of the Westway and Imperium projects must 

include consideration of the other bulk fuel export projects that are under consideration in the 

Pacific Northwest. As a trade-dependent state focused on steady economic development, a 

thorough analysis of oil export impacts is necessary to ensure that project proposals fit within 

current growth projections and are consistent with existing industries. For example, we would be 

remiss to ignore the potential impact that oil trains would have on the transport of other goods, or 

the possible complications to vehicle movement that might arise as a result of increased rail 

traffic. While economic growth is a priority for our state, we must diligently and objectively 

review the net impacts of each proposal to ensure that we choose the right path forward for 

Washington. 
 
In conclusion, we reiterate the critical importance of ensuring an informed decision making 

process with respect to the proposed expansion projects. The far-reaching impacts of these 

projects, especially the impacts to Washington’s economy, warrant a thorough and 

comprehensive analysis; an analysis at least as thorough as the process already underway for 
the Gateway Pacific and Millennium Bulk coal export terminals. We must not abdicate our 
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fiduciary duty to review and protect our state’s interests, and for this reason we urge you to a 

broad and robust review. 

 
Thank you for your consideration, 
 
Undersigned 

 

 
Rep. Reuven Carlyle – 36th District 
 

 
Rep. Gael Tarleton – 36th District 
 

 
Rep. Joe Fitzgibbon – 34th District 
 

 
Sen. Jeanne Kohl-Welles – 36th District 
 

 
Rep. Ruth Kagi – 32nd District 
 

 
Sen. John McCoy – 38th District 
 

 
Rep. Jessyn Farrell – 46th District 
 

 
Rep. Gerry Pollet – 46th District 
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In the EIS, please consider the following: Potential effect of air and water pollution associated with crude oil on the
 extremely productive areas of the estuary. The effect of terminal expansion on the surface water flow and composition
 of Frey Creek and the effects of even small amounts of crude into the microphytobenthic community of the bay. The
 effect of the air pollutants from the burping of the gases from the oil farms on the biosphere of Grays Harbor.. Effect on
 Migrating salmonids. Effect of Crude oil pollutions to the sir and water and how it would affect the ‘nursery’ for Grey
 Whale calves in the harbor Consider the interaction of crude oil and mudflat microphytobenthos, biofilm and diatoms,
 the base of the food chain. Potential changes in the mudflats of Bowerman Basin and the National Wildlife Refuge due
 to the altered surface water flow because of construction in the watershed of Bowerman creek. Potential devastating
 effect on the species of migrating shorebirds, in particular the red knot, of even a small oil spill entering Bowerman
 basin. This is its only mid-migration feeding and resting site for the knot. The effect on the life style, health and
 happiness of the human community, including the introduction of fear of massive explosions and fire. How can we feel
 safe sending our children to school when danger is just across the street? 
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 Westway EISs c/o ICF International 710 Second Avenue, Suite 550 Seattle, WA 98104
 https://public.commentworks.com/cwx/westwayimperiumcommentform/ Re: Scoping Comments on Proposed
 Westway and Imperium Crude-By-Rail Terminals To Whom It May Concern: Thank you for the opportunity to
 comment on the scoping of the Environmental Impact Statement for these two projects. On April 4, 2014, the City of
 Hoquiam and Washington Department of Ecology issued a Determination of Significance Scoping Notice for the
 environmental impact statement to be prepared under the State Environmental Policy Act (“SEPA”) for the proposed
 Westway and Imperium crude-by-rail terminals. The following scoping comments are submitted on behalf of the
 Washington Environmental Council, Climate Solutions, Spokane Riverkeeper, Forest Ethics, and Friends of the
 Columbia Gorge to help the decision makers identify issues that must be addressed during the environmental review
 process. We incorporate by reference and support the comments from Friends of Grays Harbor (5/27/14), the Quinault
 Indian Nation (5/27/14), the National Parks Conservation Association (5/13/14), and the Northern Plains Resource
 Council (5/21/14). The organizations submitting this comment letter have members across the Pacific Northwest
 Region. We work on issues impact our environment and communities now and in the future and are deeply concerned
 about the significant, harmful impacts these two projects could have to the air, water, marine environment, fish and
 wildlife, local and regional economies, public health, culture, and communities across our region. The Department of
 Ecology’s scoping decision for the Whatcom County proposal (Gateway Pacific Terminal at Cherry Point) sets the
 appropriate requirements for review of environmental impacts, including indirect impacts of the projects that are of a
 major public and environmental concern. Hoquiam and Ecology should review a similar “cradle to grave” scope of
 impacts for these crude oil shipping terminals including the indirect effects of (1) increases in rail traffic across the
 region, (2) increases in vessel traffic in and out of Grays Harbor, (3) increased crude oil spill risk from rail transport,
 terminal storage, and marine transport, (4) cumulative impacts of all three projects proposed for Grays Harbor; (5)
 cumulative impacts of all proposed oil export facilities in the northwest, (6) cumulative impacts of all oil and coal
 export facilities, (7) additional crude oil extraction in North Dakota and the Alberta tar sands, and (8) greenhouse gas
 emissions of the transport, refining, and ultimate combustion of the oil. These projects, by themselves, and especially in
 combination with other proposed crude oil and coal shipping facilities, will cause significant, harmful impacts to the
 air, water, marine environment, fish and wildlife, local and regional economies, public health, culture, and communities
 across our region. All issues and impacts caused by construction and operation of the Westway and Imperium Projects
 must be considered in the environmental impact statement. Below is the suite of issues that we believe should be
 included in the EIS: 1) Risks associated with increased transport of crude oil by rail: through several states, hundreds of
 communities, over hundreds of rivers and other water bodies: The increased transport of crude oil by rail increases the
 risk of train derailments, explosions and oil spills. As we saw on July 5th, 2013 in Lac-Megantic, Quebec, when 47
 people were killed after an oil train derailment and explosion and then in the accidents in Alabama, in North Dakota,
 and most recently in Virginia, trains carrying highly volatile crude oil threaten the health and safety of our commun
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Via Web Portal and Hand-Delivery 

 

Imperium and Westway EISs 

c/o ICF International 

710 Second Avenue, Suite 550 

Seattle, WA  98104 

https://public.commentworks.com/cwx/westwayimperiumcommentform/ 

 

Re: Scoping Comments on Proposed Westway and Imperium Crude-By-Rail 

Terminals 

 

To Whom It May Concern: 

 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scoping of the Environmental Impact 

Statement for these two projects. On April 4, 2014, the City of Hoquiam and Washington 

Department of Ecology issued a Determination of Significance Scoping Notice for the 

environmental impact statement to be prepared under the State Environmental Policy Act 

(“SEPA”) for the proposed Westway and Imperium crude-by-rail terminals.  The following 

scoping comments are submitted on behalf of the Washington Environmental Council, Climate 

Solutions, Spokane Riverkeeper, Forest Ethics, and Friends of the Columbia Gorge to help the 

decision makers identify issues that must be addressed during the environmental review process. 

We incorporate by reference and support the comments from Friends of Grays Harbor (5/27/14), 

the Quinault Indian Nation (5/27/14), the National Parks Conservation Association (5/13/14), 

and the Northern Plains Resource Council (5/21/14).  

 

The organizations submitting this comment letter have members across the Pacific Northwest 

Region. We work on issues impact our environment and communities now and in the future and 

are deeply concerned about the significant, harmful impacts these two projects could have to the 

air, water, marine environment, fish and wildlife, local and regional economies, public health, 

culture, and communities across our region. 

 

The Department of Ecology’s scoping decision for the Whatcom County proposal (Gateway 

Pacific Terminal at Cherry Point) sets the appropriate requirements for review of environmental 

impacts, including indirect impacts of the projects that are of a major public and environmental 

concern. Hoquiam and Ecology should review a similar “cradle to grave” scope of impacts for 

these crude oil shipping terminals including the indirect effects of (1) increases in rail traffic 

across the region, (2) increases in vessel traffic in and out of Grays Harbor, (3) increased crude 

oil spill risk from rail transport, terminal storage, and marine transport, (4) cumulative impacts of 

all three projects proposed for Grays Harbor; (5) cumulative impacts of all proposed oil export 

facilities in the northwest, (6) cumulative impacts of all oil and coal export facilities, (7) 
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additional crude oil extraction in North Dakota and the Alberta tar sands, and (8) greenhouse gas 

emissions of the transport, refining, and ultimate combustion of the oil.  

These projects, by themselves, and especially in combination with other proposed crude oil and 

coal shipping facilities, will cause significant, harmful impacts to the air, water, marine 

environment, fish and wildlife, local and regional economies, public health, culture, and 

communities across our region.    

 

All issues and impacts caused by construction and operation of the Westway and Imperium 

Projects must be considered in the environmental impact statement. 

 

Below is the suite of issues that we believe should be included in the EIS: 

 

1) Risks associated with increased transport of crude oil by rail: through several states, 

hundreds of communities, over hundreds of rivers and other water bodies: 

 

The increased transport of crude oil by rail increases the risk of train derailments, 

explosions and oil spills. As we saw on July 5
th

, 2013 in Lac-Megantic, Quebec, when 47 

people were killed after an oil train derailment and explosion and then in the accidents in 

Alabama, in North Dakota, and most recently in Virginia, trains carrying highly volatile 

crude oil threaten the health and safety of our communities.  

 

The EIS should evaluate the impact of the transport of crude oil by rail from the region 

where it is sourced – Bakken Fields in North Dakota and Alberta Tar Sands in Canada – 

and the entire length of rail to its terminus in Hoquiam. The evaluation should include 

impacts to public safety, public health, and natural resources. We are concerned about the 

potential of an accident or train derailment that would result in oil spills and that impact 

on plants, wildlife, and water resources. We are especially concerned about the 

vulnerable spots along the rail system that pose particular danger. These include where 

the rail line goes through communities, travels over waterways, crosses on or below 

unstable terrain, goes around sharp turns, and where the tracks are not well maintained. In 

just the short rail line around Aberdeen, we have seen three train derailments in the last 

month. Fortunately these trains were carrying grain. In contrast, we have also seen across 

the US and Canada over seven train derailments of trains carrying crude oil in just the last 

eight months. This EIS should include the impact of the potential for more train 

derailments and the consequences and impacts of these accidents.  

 

2) Increased marine vessel traffic transporting crude oil: 

 

These two proposed terminals will significantly increase the vessel and barge traffic into 

and out of Grays Harbor, increasing the risk of collisions, grounding, spills, discharges 

and accidents during vessel fueling and loading.  
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An oil spill in Grays Harbor would devastate the critical aquatic ecosystem and the 

industries that depend on these resources, including tribal, commercial and sport 

fisheries, tourism and other related businesses.    

 

In addition, we are concerned about the potential impacts to aquatic resources from oil 

spills as the oil is transported from the proposed terminals to various refineries and then 

to market.  

 

The EIS should include analysis of the ecological and economic impacts of the increases 

in vessel traffic and increased risk of oil spills in Grays Harbor and an along the shipping 

routes, from Grays Harbor to the refineries and from the refineries to where the oil will 

be burned. 

 

3) Increased rail congestion: 

 

The two proposed terminals will significantly increase the rail traffic through hundreds of 

communities along the rail line from drill sites in North Dakota or Alberta Canada all the 

way to the city of Hoquiam. This increase in rail traffic will impact the economic vitality 

and public health of each of these rail side communities and the region as a whole. 

 

Increases in rail traffic threaten to displace industries that rely on rail service, including 

import/export of commodities and passenger service. The impact analysis should include 

how the increased traffic and congestion will impact Washington products ability to get 

to market. The impact analysis should also include how the increased traffic and 

congestion will impact Washington’s ports and other industries dependent upon products 

from across the region.   

 

Additionally, an increase in rail traffic will increase delays for citizens and first 

responders at rail crossings, disrupting business and commerce, and impacting access to 

expedient emergency responses in these rail side communities.  

 

Increases in rail traffic will also increase the airborne pollutants present in each of these 

communities from the diesel engines, a significant public health issue. Lastly, increased 

rail traffic will increase the noise and vibrations along the rail lines, reducing property 

values in these communities. 

 

The EIS needs to address these various and significant economic and health impacts to all 

of the communities located along the rail line and the broader economic impacts to 

industries that rely on access to rail to get their product to market. 
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4) Drilling of oil in North Dakota and Alberta, Canada:  
 

These terminal projects are tied to the work to extract oil from the Bakken Fields and the 

Tar Sands. The EIS should include an evaluation of the environmental and public safety 

impacts at these extract locations. 

 

5) Refining and burning of the oil: 

 

The crude oil proposed to be transported through these facilities will be refined and 

burned. An analysis of how these facilities contribute to greenhouse gas emissions, air 

pollution and the impacts of climate change, from sea level rise, to ocean acidification, is 

important for the overall understanding of the impact of the proposals. Whether this 

refining and burning occurs in Washington State, Hawaii, California, or abroad, the EIS 

should include an analysis of this impact.  

 

6) Cumulative impacts of proposals in Grays Harbor:  

 

There are three projects proposed in Grays Harbor to receive crude oil by rail: Westway 

and Imperium which this scoping process focuses on and US Development, which 

recently submitted their permits for consideration. This EIS should include an evaluation 

of the cumulative impact of these three projects on the community, natural resources, 

transportation, and public safety.   

 

7) Climate Change: 

 

Climate change continues to require immediate action to steadily reduce the amount of 

greenhouse gases emitted in our state.  The EIS should look at a full life cycle analysis of 

greenhouse gases associated with the projects.  

 

8) Impacts of construction at and near the terminal: 

 

Impacts to Grays Harbor aquatic ecosystem from the noise, vibrations and dredging 

during construction of the terminals need to be addressed. This includes economic 

viability of the shellfish and finfish industries, potential of an oil spill during 

construction, transport of other commodities such as grains to the Port of Grays Harbor, 

and the public health impacts associated with construction to the community. This also 

should include associated traffic related to construction vehicles and materials.  

 

9)  Impact of operation of facilities at and near the terminal: 
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Impacts to the City of Hoquiam and the greater Grays Harbor area from the operation of 

the facilities should be evaluated. This includes public health impacts including air 

emissions, toxic contaminants, cultural resources, and tourism industry in Grays Harbor. 

This also includes the ongoing potential for an oil spill and the prevention, response, and 

preparedness required to be ready in the case of an accident. An oil spill would devastate 

the local economy, community, and natural resources like shellfish and finfish 

populations. The EIS should evaluate the impact of an oil spill and what would be 

required to address one should it occur.  

 

10) Cumulative impacts of coal and oil projects: 

 

The impacts of this project on the environmental and our communities cannot be 

accurately assessed without looking at the past, present, and foreseeably future impacts of 

the existing and proposed oil and coal projects in Washington and Oregon. Each of the 

issues highlighted above should be assessed with impacts of the other proposed export 

facilities in mind.  

 

As this list highlights, these proposed terminals will potentially have significant impacts on 

public health and safety, economic vitality, and ecological resources of people and places in 

Grays Harbor and far beyond Grays Harbor. The communities along the rail line from the extract 

location to the Port of Grays Harbor will be exposed to an increased risk of crude oil spills, 

increase rail congestion, and increase air pollution from the diesel engines.  Communities and 

individuals across the globe will be impacted by the climate impacts of drilling, transporting, 

refining, and ultimately burning this crude oil. The EIS must analyze these broader cumulative 

impacts to these communities to accurately assess the impacts of these proposed terminals. 

 

Respectfully,  

 

Washington Environmental Council 

1402 Third Avenue # 1400 

Seattle, WA 98101 

 

Climate Solutions 

1402 3rd Ave #1305 

Seattle, WA 98101 

 

Spokane Riverkeeper  

35 West Main, Suite 300 

Spokane, WA 99201 
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Forest Ethics 

1329 N State St. Suite 302 

Bellingham, WA 98225 

 

Friends of the Columbia Gorge 

522 SW 5th Ave #720 

Portland, OR 97204 
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Submission Number: 000000366 

Received: 5/27/2014 7:29:26 PM
Commenter: Crystal Dingler
Organization: City of Ocean Shores
Address: PO Box 909  Ocean Shores, Washington 98569 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Subject: Scoping Comments on Proposed Imperium and Westway EIS The City of Ocean Shores is on a peninsula at the
 mouth of Grays Harbor. If crude by rail is approved for the Port of Grays Harbor, millions of barrels of crude oil would
 travel by rail right through our Washington communities, out through Grays Harbor, and then both up and down our
 coast. As a down-stream community from rivers and streams that would be impacted by spills due to derailments, etc.,
 as well as being on the Harbor and Ocean where the crude would be shipped out Ocean Shores is vulnerable to serious
 and lasting environmental and economic impacts. Shipping energy products by rail and barge (or ship) has serious
 safety implications that must be dealt with before we consider implementation. Washington Senator Patty Murray
 addressed rail problems in a recent congressional address indicating that “since July there have been major rail
 accidents involving crude oil in Quebec, Alabama and North Dakota. These accidents have resulted in lost lives, forced
 entire towns to evacuate, caused over $1.2 billion in property damage, and contaminated the environment. As the
 NTSB pointed out in January, our current regulations were written long before anybody could imagine how much oil
 would move over rail.” Human error and track defects, says Sen. Murray, cause two-thirds of train accidents. Not only
 must we address our safety policies from point of origin to point of final delivery, but the infrastructure must be
 overhauled to prevent accidents. We also need to fund enforcement. We need to require increased safety training. With
 three derailments in the past month in Grays Harbor County, we must also require increased maintenance of tracks,
 track beds, and ties. We need to develop policies to require oil firefighting capability all along the rail lines. We also
 need to require accessible equipment and trained personnel to respond to spills and/or fires along the rails, in fresh
 waterways, and in our harbors and along the barge/shipping routes to delivery. During winter storms, ships and barges
 will be at risk, and cleaning up spills and leaks are difficult, if not impossible. This is a massive effort, yet requirements
 must be in place before we seriously consider crude by rail through our Washington communities and out through our
 shipping channels. Storage of volatile commodities in our seismically active area is also of great concern. With the
 Cascadia Subduction Zone nearby, we are being encouraged by multiple federal and state agencies to plan for tsunami
 events. Adding oil spills or fires to already inadequate or impossible preparedness seems illogical. Washington has a lot
 to lose. Our environment provides human food sources such as shellfish, crab, cranberries, and more. It also feeds the
 animals and birds that live in and visit our byways and shorelines. Our environment creates millions of dollars through
 tourism that would disappear if we were hit with oil spill accidents. In addition, the livability of our communities would
 be drastically affected in any of the possible events discussed. 
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Received: 5/27/2014 7:36:22 PM
Commenter: James Campbell
Organization: St. Mark's Episcopal Church
Address: PO Box 631  Montesano, Washington 98563 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Please use all efforts to look thoroughly at every aspect of this idea to bring oil trains into our state, our county of Grays
 Harbor and all towns all the rail lines that are affected by this possible plan. A single rail accident along the way or a
 rail yard or storage tanks or even ships accident could be catastrophic to nearby areas, and the effects would linger for a
 very long time. The plans for this have not been thought out clearly--poor rail systems exist now without plans to
 upgrade them, the rail cars used are not safe, and the plans for handling any accidents are not in place. The best idea is
 to not allow this at all and let's get clear about what is right to use our rail systems for and also the shipping lanes and
 focus on developing those for safe and beneficial use.
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Submission Number: 000000368 

Received: 5/27/2014 7:36:35 PM
Commenter: Diana Gordon
Organization: 
Address: 642 I Street  Washougal, Washington 98671 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
I think that one of the most important things that you should include in the EIS is the economic effects that a spill or a
 leak could have on Grays Harbor, the Columbia River and its many tributaries that rail lines cross over, such as the
 Washougal River. Any kind of a spill or leak into Grays Harbor would have a devastating effect on wildlife and fishing.
 The harbor is surrounded by several state parks and beaches where people enjoy a variety of outdoor activities.
 Campers and fishermen bring tourist dollars to surrounding areas. So do the various activities sponsored by the Grays
 Harbor Historical Seaport. The Lady Washington, Washington’s state ship, and the Hawaiian Chieftain attract hundreds
 of visitors every year. A spill in the right place could also have an impact on commercial fishermen as well - another
 loss of dollars to the local economy. Up the Columbia, we have huge moneymakers in windsurfing, kiteboarding,
 boating, hiking, camping, etc., as well as commercial and sport fishing. We also have several dams. A spill of sweet,
 light crude would stay mostly on top of the water and maybe not gum up the dams too much. However, oil derived
 from the Canadian tar sands is thick and gummy. If spilled into the river above a dam, it would sink and go right into
 the underwater turbines creating havoc for thousands of people. Any kind of collision or derailment could cause a spill.
 The T-111 tank cars are totally inadequate at preventing a puncture; the 1232’s are better, but were implicated in an
 explosion in Alabama - the oil entered the Charles River in a wildlife refuge. (I would think that any terrorist worth his
 salt would find this information most interesting.) I ask that your EIS be broad in scope and include the results of an oil
 spill or leak on the economy of the whole area that the oil trains would pass through and also consider the effect on our
 quality of life.
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Submission Number: 000000369 

Received: 5/27/2014 7:39:19 PM
Commenter: Fred Greef
Organization: private citizen
Address: 1512 105th Lane SE  Olympia, Washington 98501 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000369-63909.docx Size = 28 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
Please see the Vancouver, Washington City Council may 15 memo found at the following link. It is referenced in my
 comment letter with suggestions for adding Bakken crude oil transport issues to the EIS scopes.
 http://www.columbian.com/news/2014/may/16/vancouvers-draft-resolution-urges-rejection-oil-te/
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Westway/Imperium proposals scoping comments  Submitted by Fred Greef 
  5/27/2014 

To Whom it may concern: 
 
Thank you for this comment opportunity. The following comments represent my personal views as a 
private citizen of Washington State. All of my scoping comments refer to both EIS’s (the Westway  
Terminal Company and the Imperium Renewables proposals) for bulk liquid storage expansions at the 
Port of Grays Harbor.  
 
I believe that both of these proposals and the City of Hoquiam decisions on these large liquid storage 
(oil) expansions may have likely significant direct, indirect, and cumulative public health and safety 
impacts. The scope of analysis should include all such likely significant and cumulative adverse impacts, 
statewide.  The proposed expansions are also likely to cause significant land devaluation statewide from 
rail traffic increases that conflict with and adversely impact adjacent land uses, including recreational 
land uses. Scoping should include statewide land use conflicts and impacts such as increased train noise 
duration, increased rail traffic blockage of commercial property access, increased rail traffic disruption 
of emergency services delivery, and increased toxic diesel engine emissions in residential areas. This air 
pollution enters nearby residences even when windows are closed. Eastern Washington farmers cannot 
compete with the rail car oil transport prices for the finite number of rail cars available, if oil-by-rail 
traffic greatly increases.  The scope should include the likely substantial impacts to long time agricultural 
land uses and farm produce transportation due to a major expansion of crude oil transported by eastern 
Washington rail lines. The agricultural land use impacts from vastly expanded rail traffic should be 
assessed in all farming areas in Washington where large and rapid oil-train traffic increases are likely.  I 
do not see where such direct or indirect impacts are covered by the current suggested scope of train 
route impacts --- currently limited to Centralia to Hoquiam only.   
 
Significant statewide public health and safety impacts associated with train traffic increases will be 
further explained below. If oil terminal storage is not increased, the oil-by-rail train traffic will not 
increase.  The Hoquiam proposals are large enough to trigger big oil train traffic increases. 
 
The scope of both EISs should be expanded to cover likely significant environmental impacts associated 
with large and rapid increases in rail traffic at the statewide level, but not beyond. I do not see any need 
to consider Canadian rail traffic changes or changes in other states that might be less directly tied to the 
City of Hoquiam decisions. The City of Hoquiam and Ecology should at least require the proponents to 
disclose all of the likely oil train routes within Washington State and the scale of likely rail traffic 
increases in all affected Washington communities statewide that may result from the City of Hoqiam 
decisions. All affected Washington state communities should have the opportunity to express their 
concerns associated with direct or indirect rail traffic impacts from the proposed Port of Grays Harbor oil 
storage expansions. The EIS scopes for both proposals should include the additive and cumulative oil 
train traffic impacts statewide.  
 
Detailed statewide maps of all likely oil train routes will assist with full public disclosure for all 
Washington citizens in all communities.  The public will want to know where there will be big increases 
in oil train traffic if the vast new oil storage terminals are approved. Full public disclosure of all likely 
Washington train routes is essential to a proper SEPA review. This is needed to allow full public 
participation at the earliest point in time before the irreversible City of Hoquiam decisions are made.  
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The Washington communities likely to be most impacted by increased train traffic deserve a voice in the 
direct or indirect impacts to their communities that are tied to Hoquiam’s oil storage capacity decisions.  
 
The scope should include all similar current proposals or likely near-future oil terminal proposals in 
Washington State that might result in large and rapid rail traffic increases associated with transport and 
storage of Bakken oil.  This is part of the baseline information needed for the affected environment 
section of the EISs. The scope of analysis for these proposals must be assessed in combination with all  
similar Washington state proposals to address the potential total or cumulative statewide oil train traffic 
impacts and how the Hoquiam proposals change the current and likely near future rail traffic levels. One 
example is the current proposed crude-by-rail proposal to build a large oil transfer terminal in 
Vancouver, Washington at the Port of Vancouver.  
 
There are several hazards associated with Bakken crude oil transport. It is much more dangerous than 
traditional coal and oil train transport, due to its flammability and explosive properties. The EIS scopes 
should address these public safety concerns on a statewide and cumulative basis. Please consider all the 
issues raised by the City Council of Vancouver Washington in their May 15 memo (attached) concerning 
the hazards and unknown safety risks of Bakken oil transport by rail in Washington State. Add these 
issues to the EIS scopes, especially if you cannot document that Washington rail lines are in good 
condition and have a good safety record. Worst case impacts of fires and explosions from derailed 
Bakken rail cars must be assumed if such impacts are unknown or safety cannot be documented.  The 
Vancouver May 15 memo suggests that the City of Vancouver strongly request the Governor of 
Washington, the Washington Department of Ecology, the Washington State Energy Facility Site 
Evaluation Council (EFSEC), and any other relevant state agencies decline to permit crude by rail oil 
terminal projects, and specifically the proposed Tesoro-Savage project. They appear to raise several 
valid safety questions that should be addressed by the scope of these Hoquiam EISs.   
 
Vancouver is only one of many statewide communities concerned about these oil-by-rail transport and 
storage proposals and increased oil train impacts that they will directly or indirectly cause if approved. 
Do not limit the scope of these EISs to Centralia and Hoquiam rail traffic and safety.  
 
The EIS scope should address the current status, adequacy and the state of repair and safety of our 
statewide rail system infrastructure, especially those lines where great expansions in current use levels 
are anticipated. The scopes should include documentation of Washington State rail safety records for 
EIS consideration, before any Hoquiam decisions set in motion a new precedent of allowing rail 
transport of the more hazardous Bakken oil on poorly maintained rail lines or in any older model train 
cars that do not meet safe standards for Bakken oil transport.  The city of Vancouver looked at recent 
national incidents involving rail transport disasters, but somehow missed considering the recent 
Washington State safety records or Northwestern United States freight train derailments. Over the last 2 
and 1/2 years there has been an average of nine per month. This rate of mishaps is before the huge 
proposed increased use of our existing rail infrastructure by oil trains and coal trains. Some derailments 
are in densely populated areas such as Vancouver, Portland, Seattle and Spokane. These statements are 
based on accident reports submitted to the US Federal Railroad Administration (FRA). Such safety 
records should be documented as part of the EIS scope. 
 
Closer to Hoquiam there were 3 derailments in 3 weeks very recently on tracks operated by Puget 
Sound and Pacific Railway in the Grays Harbor area. A grain car tipped over April 29, 2014 in Aberdeen  
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and cars came off the tracks May 9, 2014 in east Aberdeen. Thursday May 15, 2014 7 grain cars tipped 
over outside Montesano. This type of recent rail safety information should be part of the EIS scopes. 
 
The National Transportation Safety Board in January of 2014 recommended rerouting of all Bakken 
crude oil unit trains to avoid populated areas. The EIS scope should look into all the safety hazards 
associated with these trains that led to this recommendation before Hoquiam approves a vast expansion 
of crude oil storage facilities fed by these Bakken oil trains. These oil trains must cross our entire state.  
 
and pass through numerous large and small communities. The EIS scopes should address the potential 
safety threat to all Washington communities from rapid and large increases in Bakken oil train traffic. It 
seems prudent to show that such transport really can be accomplished safely prior to vast expansions of 
port terminal oil storage facilities. The transport will not occur in this state without storage terminal 
approvals. 
 
The increase in train traffic is of great concern to residents of many smaller Washington communities as 
well as to the more urban residents of Vancouver. Trains that pass through urban communities or small 
towns leave behind the worst possible class of air pollution in the form of diesel engine emissions. Diesel 
emissions are more toxic and carcinogenic than most other air pollution sources.  The EIS scope should 
assess the health impacts of increased hourly and daily air pollution levels due to diesel emissions from 
increased train traffic in all Washington state communities where National Ambient Air Quality 
Standards (NAAQS) may be violated by these increased emissions. The local air pollution control 
authorities for those Washington State communities with existing violations of the federal Clean Air Act 
(CAA) standards may have to verify that their State Implementation Plans to achieve the NAAQS will not 
be violated by the potential increases in train traffic diesel emissions. It is likely that there will be 
increased deaths in some Washington communities due to the increased diesel emissions resulting from 
large increases in train traffic. This should be documented as part of the EIS scope, or refuted if you can 
find evidence to the contrary.  The local air pollution control agencies and the State Department of 
Ecology can help with this kind of air pollution impact assessment. The scope should include modeling of 
the likely diesel emissions in Washington communities that will result from oil port terminal expansions. 
 
Ecology’s Air Quality Program should have all the information as to which communities might be most at 
risk of new ambient air quality violations from huge increases in diesel train traffic emissions once the 
likely train traffic increases resulting from oil port terminal expansions have been mapped. The EIS scope 
should include diesel emission air quality modeling for any such communities.  Air quality modeling may 
be especially important for those communities that already suffer from poor winter air quality due to 
wood heat or due to current vehicle emissions (including train engine diesel emissions) and air quality 
inversions.   
 
Finally, in support of all of my broader scope requests above I would like to point out that SEPA review is 
required for all parts of the complete proposal as early as possible in the planning process. The 
proponents of oil transport in Washington may be trying to avoid statewide SEPA review of all parts of 
their larger plan. Ecology and the City of Hoquiam should require that the EIS scopes include all 
significant impacts of statewide train transport of Bakken oil. The larger oil-by-rail statewide transport 
plan for Bakken oil should be disclosed and examined under SEPA before the closely associated and 
interdependent City of Hoquiam decisions are made. Separate projects or parts of a bigger plan that are  
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closely related and interdependent with, and depend on the bigger plan for their existence, should be 
looked at in the same environmental document to meet SEPA requirements. Scoping should not piece-
meal SEPA review for each separate Washington State large oil terminal/storage proposal as though 
they are not related to each other and do not result in cumulative statewide impacts, such as from huge 
increases in statewide rail traffic. Ecology and Hoquiam should be commended for at least combining 
two of the larger current railroad-dependent oil transport proposals for SEPA scoping. The scope should, 
however, include a broader, statewide look at likely cumulative environmental impacts associated with 
increased oil train use. Such analysis is required early in the decision making process under SEPA, before 
irreversible decisions are made on separate but closely related projects. SEPA responsible officials must 
first consider the direct, indirect and cumulative impacts of the current oil port terminal expansions in 
the context of the larger statewide plan to transport vast quantities of oil by rail across this entire state.  
Oil port terminal expansions with vast increases in oil storage capacity are clearly interdependent parts 
of a bigger plan to vastly increase oil transport by rail cars across Washington State. You cannot have 
one without the other. The EIS scope must therefore acknowledge and address the larger oil transport 
plan for Washington State if it has not yet been captured in another environmental document(s). If such 
analysis has already been conducted and is adequate it still should be cited and incorporated by 
reference as part of the scope for the Hoquiam proposals. 
 
Sincerely, 
Fred Greef  
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Submission Number: 000000370 

Received: 5/27/2014 7:39:30 PM
Commenter: Mike Petersen
Organization: 
Address:   ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
 May 27, 2014 Brian Shay City of Hoquiam Sally Toteff Southwest Regional Office Director Washington Department
 of Ecology Dear Mt. Shay and Ms. Toteff, The Lands Council would like to comment on the Imperium and Westway
 Bulk Liquid Facility Projects. We are a conservation organization with over 1500 members, based in Spokane,
 Washington. We have a number of concerns with the proposed facilities and the cumulative and related activities that
 will occur should the facilities be built. Spokane is at risk from train accidents involving oil filled cars. Please analyze
 an alternative route around Spokane. The health risk to Spokane residents, where schools, businesses, and hospitals are
 next to the rail line, make it too great of a risk to have explosive rail cars travelling through the city. The railroad should
 be required to post a bond in case of accidents. The City of Spokane and other dischargers to the Spokane River are
 spending close to a half billion dollars to remove contaminants from the river. One spill at the many crossings could
 immediately reverse this progress and cost tens of millions of dollars to mitigate - and full mitigation is impossible.
 More crude oil transport through eastern Washington means more delays and deteriorating passenger service. Spokane
 passenger service is already poor and inconvenient. Please analyze the cumulative impacts of this proposed terminal on
 rail traffic, combined with other proposed oil and coal shipments. What will be the impact on local agriculture's ability
 to access the rail lines? Please read and analyze the updated study, Heavy Traffic Still Ahead, by Terry Whiteside and
 Gerald Fauth prepared for Western Organization for Resource Councils with the context of these proposed facilities.
 You can find it online at www.heavytrafficahead.org. Giant unit trains of oil, like unit trains of coal, would impact
 existing rail infrastructure (with taxpayers paying for said impacts or needed improvements / expansion), increase
 health risks from diesel particulates, contribute to traffic congestion and slow emergency response, increase noise
 pollution, air pollution, environmental risks, and more. Please analyze the risk to the Spokane River and Hangman
 Creek, to the Rathdrum Prairie - Spokane Valley Aquifer, the neighborhoods along the rail lines, and the increasingly
 bustling and economically attractive downtown Spokane core. The impacts of this traffic will be added to other
 proposed oil and coal export facilities. Sightline Institute reports that all the new terminals proposed for Washington
 (currently ten) would mean approximately 12 loaded 100 car crude oil trains a day running through Spokane. 1,200 rail
 cars--which the National Transportation Safety Board has stated are unsafe, as early as 1992--every day, carrying
 approximately 800,000 barrels of crude oil per day through the state of Washington with Spokane being the big choke
 point near the point of entry. Sightline also reports that the NW is averaging nine freight train derailments per month.
 These facilities will increase the chances of more derailments, and oil is a double-edged sword because it’s hard to
 clean up and it causes fires. Please also analyze this new study in your scoping:
 http://www.seattlepi.com/business/energy/article/Study-measures-oil-spill-risks-from-projects-5498943.php#src=fb
 Thank you for the opportunity to comment, Sincerely, Mike Petersen Executive Director 
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Received: 5/27/2014 7:44:20 PM
Commenter: Peter  Hodum
Organization: Tahoma Audubon Society
Address: 2917 Morrison Road West  University Place, Washington 98466 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
I am submitting this comment on behalf of the Conservation Committee of the Tahoma Audubon Society, Tacoma, WA.
 The Grays Harbor Estuary is the second largest watershed in the State of Washington. As such, it is a significant area
 for migratory marine and shorebirds and is considered a critical location along the Pacific Flyway. On a seasonal basis,
 the estuary may serve as a staging area for up to one million shorebirds on their northward and southward migrations.
 Grays Harbor Estuary has been designated a Western Hemisphere Shorebird Reserve Network Site in recognition of its
 globally significant importance as water and shorebird habitat. In this context, we are submitting the following
 comments regarding the scope of potential environmental areas of concern that should be assessed in the EISs. The
 proposed route for the oil trains will proceed along the Columbia River and then north to Centralia. At this point, the
 rail line will head towards Hoquiam, crossing the Chehalis River and its tributaries a number of times. Given the
 significant overlap between the proposed rail lines and riverine and estuarine ecosystems, the EIS should evaluate the
 following: (1) the safety of the rail lines and the likelihood of spill events (using quantitative risk analyses), (2) the
 capacity for local emergency response teams to mitigate and clean up spills in riparian and estuarine habitats, (3) the
 ecological impacts that spills of varying sizes would have on downstream riparian/estuarine habitats and species, and
 (4) the parties that would be responsible for paying for any spills that might occur. Given the significantly increased
 shipping traffic, including tankers and oil barges, the EIS should quantitatively assess the likelihood of shipping
 accidents in the Grays Harbor Estuary and the likely ecological consequences of a range of different accident scenarios.
 In addition, necessary measures to improve shipping safety in the estuary and the costs of implementing them should be
 evaluated. The EIS must evaluate quantitatively the use of the estuary by migratory and resident marine and shorebirds.
 Population sizes, habitat use patterns, timing of movements, and impacts of any habitat modifications and/or loss must
 all be determined for species that depend on the estuary as part of their annual cycle. Such assessments also need to
 model different spill scenarios on bird populations if one or more of the proposed oil ports are constructed. These
 scenarios should include degradation to water quality through chronic low level spillage as well as large-scale
 catastrophic accidents. In addition to modeling impacts on the bird community, models should also be developed for
 marine mammals that use the estuary and key fish species, including salmon. The EIS should also evaluate the capacity
 of local spill response teams to control and minimize impacts of spills of varying magnitudes and identify parties
 responsible to pay for clean-up efforts. The EIS should also quantitatively assess the degradation of the ecological
 integrity of the estuary, including changes in a variety of ecosystem processes, due to channel dredging and shoreline
 alterations that would occur if tankers were to arrive and depart from the proposed ports in the estuary. If dredging were
 to be necessary, the EIS should evaluate options to minimize the impact of the habitat alteration caused by the activity
 and determine the parties responsible for paying the costs to implement them. 
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Received: 5/27/2014 7:46:09 PM
Commenter: Brian Little
Organization: Citizen Aberdeen
Address: 316 West 5th  Aberdeen, Washington 98520 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000372-63913.pdf Size = 22 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
See attached
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Brian Little, BS BA 
316 West 5th Street 

Aberdeen WA 98520 
 
May 27, 2014 
 
 
Ms. Sally Toteff, Regional Director Southwest Regional Office 
State of Washington Department of Ecology 
Southwest Regional Office 
 
Mr. Brian Shay, City Administrator 
City of Hoquiam 
 
Subject: Imperium and Westway EISs 

c/o ICF International, 
710 Second Avenue, Suite 550 
Seattle, WA 98104 

 
 
Dear Ms. Toteff and Mr. Shay, 
 
I am writing to express my support for the US Development Group, Imperium, and Westway proposals aimed at 
capitalizing on a market opportunity by constructing and operating bulk liquid transfer facilities on property leased from the 
Port of Grays Harbor (P of GH).  I have a high degree of respect for the thoroughness of the environmental review and 
permitting processes and as such I am limiting my comments to a couple of key discussion areas.  Additionally I trust that 
the port performed their due diligence when they were initially approached with the opportunity and so I won’t comment 
on the credibility of the project applicants or their capacity to do what they agree to do.  
 
I am submitting the following comments to voice concerns regarding the tentative discussion areas outlined in the 
Determinations of Significance.  I understand that additional areas for study will be identified and discussed as a result of 
this scoping process and it is my hope that either more specificity is added to existing discussion areas and/or new 
discussion sections added. 
 
Comment 1)   
Please consider thoroughly exploring and discussing the circumstances surrounding the legal relationship between the 
Port of Grays Harbor as property owner and the proposed tenants in terms of joint and several liability for potential 
adverse consequences caused by allowing the siting of the bulk liquid transfer facilities on publicly controlled lands.  What 
role does the Port have in the mitigation of potential adverse impacts?   
 
Comment 2) 
Please consider requiring that a version of the rail transportation impact analysis be divided into individual clearly 
understandable segments that specifically identify communities together with their unique deficiencies.  It is understood 
that the railroads are not the project proponents and that there exists no substantive authority to force them to do 
anything, but they are integral to the viability of the CBR proposals.  Grays Harbor County has a number of at grade 
crossings that have the bare minimum in terms of signage let alone signaling and guards. 
 
Thank you for your consideration of my comments.   
I look forward to reviewing the Draft Environmental Assessment Statement when it is released. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Brian Little, BS BA 
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Submission Number: 000000373 

Received: 5/27/2014 7:46:58 PM
Commenter: Nancy Baker-Krofft
Organization: 
Address: 676 Catterlin NE  Salem, Oregon 97301 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Dear Department of Ecology: I am familiar with the scoping hearing process in Washington, and am glad to have found
 out about another site that is in the process, as is Vancouver and Longview, which I attended. I am from Oregon, but
 the whole NW is affected by the disregard for out natural environment. When the permitting process goes forward,
 please remember that it is your and my children's future we are concerned with. Please do the right thing in refusing to
 subject Greys Harbor to a future polluted by the fossil fuel indstry, and not be short sighted in our decisions of today.
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Submission Number: 000000374 

Received: 5/27/2014 7:49:19 PM
Commenter: Gail Gatton
Organization: Audubon Washington
Address: 5902 Lake Washington Blvd S.  Seattle, Washington 98118 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000374-63916.pdf Size = 1818 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
Please see attached comment letter from Audubon Washington.
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Submission Number: 000000375 

Received: 5/27/2014 7:54:01 PM
Commenter: William Brake
Organization: 
Address: 3407 NW 116th Way  Vancouver, Washington 98685 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Concern on Short Haul Rail Line operated by Puget Sound and Pacific Railroad. Information from news paper articles
 indicates that 80,000 rail cars operated on this rail line in 2011. The West Way Project will add an additional 26,718
 Crude Oil Rail Cars and the Imperium Project will add 38,325 Crude Oil rail cars for a total of 65,043 new rail cars.
 This is 44 % of all the rail traffic to be Crude Oil and this is no small change over historic levels. Is the PS & P Railroad
 willing and able to commit major capital expenditures (in excess of $100 million dollars) to make this segment of the
 Crude Oil by Rail Project safe for the last 100 miles. Information from The Federal Rail Administration indicates that
 276 reported derailments occurred in a 31 month period from July 2011 to December 2013 in the Northwest United
 States. This is 9 derailments per month or one every 3.5 days and is unacceptable. Luckily most of these derailments
 were minor and did not do the significant damage a Crude Oil derailment could. I recommend further study on the Rail
 Transportation for the West Way and Imperium Projects. Safety can not be compromised for any one. 
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Submission Number: 000000376 

Received: 5/27/2014 7:57:12 PM
Commenter: Tammy Domike
Organization: Ms.
Address: 823 Bluff Ave  Hoquiam, Washington 98550 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Please consider the 4 derailments that have occurred on this rail line this past month. The railroad refused to embargo
 the tracks, choosing to reduce speed to 5mph rather than repair and face fines. In Port of Centralia's TIGER Grant
 application, the railroad makes a big deal about how old and what poor condition the tracks are in, yet only ask for
 $12M. Have you priced replacing a bridge lately? This $12M will be bandaid repairs at best. It is also disturbing the
 grant application makes no mention of Crude Oil trains or the proposed increase of trains, while bemoaning that the
 track is stressed by current grain and car transport. The proposed Deep Water dredging also eludes mention of Crude
 Transport, and says it will enhance the current grain & auto shipping. These stealth projects will then be used to bolster
 Crude proposals. Given the glaring omissions in their proposals, how can the word of the railroads be taken in good
 faith?
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Submission Number: 000000377 

Received: 5/27/2014 7:57:35 PM
Commenter: Laura Ackerman
Organization: 
Address:   ,   UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
Please analyze the impacts of these proposed facilitates on increases in train traffic from the Bakken oil fields to the
 ports. Please read and analyze the above within the context of the report Heavy traffic Still Ahead, Feb. 2014 found at
 www.heavytrafficahead.org. Please analyze the potential oil spills, fire from oil spills, diesel PM increasing, and the
 impacts to human health, especially those who live within a mile of the tracks, safety issues on increased railroad
 traffic, economics of communities paying for safety upgrades, impacts on rivers and other bodies of water, trails, parks,
 schools, hospitals and public facilities. Also analyze the impacts to wildlife. Analyze how increased train traffic will
 potentially increase global warming and our greenhouse gas emissions which we are trying to reduce in this state.
 Also,this form is fine for short comments, but you should allow, as you did with the scoping for Cherry Point and
 Longview, a simple email address to send comments to. Citizens should be allowed to comment in as many ways as
 possible, and this single form email comment is too restrictive. It's not particularly democratic and conducive to longer
 comments, and snail mail is fine, but it's a lot easier to have the longer comments already on line, instead of having to
 scan them in.
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Submission Number: 000000378 

Received: 5/27/2014 7:57:47 PM
Commenter: Margaret Rader
Organization: 
Address: 11521 Holm Rd. SW  Rochester, Washington 98579-9625 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: 
000000378-63921.pdf Size = 1406 KB
000000378-63922.pdf Size = 1522 KB
000000378-63923.pdf Size = 1286 KB
Download Adobe Reader
Submission Text
I have a personal reason for thinking the oil trains are not appropriate for Grays Harbor county. They would come right
 by my front door, and I am concerned about the safety. I also am concerned about possible derailments and spills and
 how they could affect fish and wildlife. The Black River in Thurston county goes right by our houses, and crosses an
 old iron Railroad bridge. The bridge and its abbutments do not look strong enough to stand up to the increased
 hazardous traffice. I have attacked pdf files with pictures of our bridge at the end of Holm Road in Thurston County.
 Please include in the scope of the EISs the safety of bridges and other infrastructure. Margaret Rader
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Submission Number: 000000379 

Received: 5/27/2014 7:58:18 PM
Commenter: Mary Riley
Organization: Citizens For A Clean Harbor
Address: 121 Karr Ave  Hoquiam, Washington 98550 UNITED STATES
Agency: The City of Hoquiam and the Washington State Department of Ecology
Initiative: Westway and Imperium Biofuel Expansion Projects EISs
Attachments: No Attachments
Submission Text
We already have a good many polluted sites in Washington, that there is no money to clean up. In the event of a spill,
 who will pay to clean up Grays Harbor?
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