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Westway and ﬁmperlum Renewables -

Scoping Commment

Please Print ) Date: /7[ / 2 ‘f / / 7‘
Name: M o ‘/J\ PYJO Faeynson Title (if applicable): ’
Organization/Business (if applicable):

Telephone: 3 éo = "‘f‘DD — A DY \-f

E-Mait:

Address: f ] 5 LI( S 51/\00060-@ Lh .

City: @ &l e State: UJA Zip: KBS 7L

Written comments regarding the scope of the EIS are invited from interested parties to ensure that the full range of environmental
issues related to the proposed action is identified and evaluated. All comments received, including names and addresses of
commenters, will become part of the official administrative record and will be made available to the public. Information, written
comments, or questions reiated to the preparation of the EIS should be received on or before May 27, 2044,
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Please attach additional pages Mom comment doegﬂ fit in the space provir%d.

Comments may be submitted today or mailed to:
Westway and Imperium Renewables Expansion Projects EISs
c/o ICF International
710 Secend St., Ste. 550
Seattle, WA 98104



NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS Moo Lor  /ldams |

Dear City of Haqumm and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing
grounds, and accelerate climate change, I
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-
um projects.
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last name
Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington My address E_MJ&M
State Department of Ecology: !! : !c ) . q a :‘ 3
I strongly oppose the construction of crude city p— state Zp
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro- w | 360 (o b K =

posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, Grays Harbor, and the greater Pacific mconcernedthst _tha. acl Trdews arC
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Northwest by elevating rail and marine traffic { . - -
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spills in fresh and marine waters; harming _wWhe @9 1c @ Crac H
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public health, and environment at risk. These

terminals, and the transport of crude oil to rere kf a h(j [ t( ML&E-—

and from these terminals, would damage

aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing Please study the impact O ( leafts Oun L

grounds, and accelerate climate change. I - -
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS " SOXON Aot
My address is ‘*\B ‘\I} M\ ﬂ—

street —

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

1 str th truction of crud ia‘
e T Grays Harbor. These pro- Bl \01\\ B m«m\ I‘Qm‘? :

email eV o

posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, Grays Harbor, and the greater Pacific

Northwest by elevating rail and marine traffic —TF\‘P ml 1 J‘H bﬂ N 0 Duﬂ@ {-h

congestion; increasing the potential of oil

spills in fresh and marine waters; harming wmmm 0/ % /

existing businesses and delaying emergency

responders; and putting our communities,

public health, and environment at risk. These

terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing Please study the impact
grounds, and accelerate climate change. I
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-
um projects.
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS Mymmeis Tomas ALBeszzT

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing
grounds, and accelerate climate change. I
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-
um projects.
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Please Print Date: ! = fy 14
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Organization/Business (if a'pplicabie):

Telephone: St - 2BV - )

E-Mail: _ cllee @z‘ B o] o
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City: /R, 'J-ﬁ‘uL . State: Ol Zip: ¢ 263

Written comments regarding the scope of the EIS are invited from interested parties fo ensure that the full range of environmental
issues related to the proposed action is identified and evaluated. All comments received, including names and addresses of
commenters, wili cecome part of the official administrative record and will be made availabie to the public. Information, written
comments, or questions related to the preparation of the EIS should be received on or before May 27, 2014.
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Please attach additional pages if your comment doesn't fit in the space provided.

Comments may be submitied today or mailed to:
Westway and Imperium Renewables Expansion Projects EiSs
c/o ICF international
710 Second St., Ste. 550
Seattle, WA 98104



NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil ter-
minals in Grays Harbor. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor,
and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail
and marine traffic congestion; increasing the po-
tential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters;
harming existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our communities,
public health, and environment at risk. These ter-
minals, and the transport of crude oil to and from
these terminals, would damage 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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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil ter-
minals in Grays Harbor. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor,
and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail
and marine traffic congestion; increasing the po-
tential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters;
harming existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our communities,
public health, and environment at risk. These ter-
minals, and the transport of crude oil to and from
these terminals, would damage 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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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS

Dear City ofHoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil ter-
minals in Grays Harbor. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor,
and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail
and marine traffic congestion; increasing the po-
tential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters;
harming existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our communities,
public health, and environment at risk. These ter-
minals, and the transport of crude oil to and from
these terminals, would damage aquatic ecosystems,
endanger fishing grounds, and accelerate climate
change. I urge you to include these impacts into
the scope of the Environmental Impact State_;
for both the Westway and the Imperium pr ﬁ
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS Mrmmeis

My address is 5

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing
grounds, and accelerate climate change. I
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Tmperi-
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS Yo Mzliss2  /Ingec

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
pesals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing
grounds, and accelerate climate change. I
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-
um projects.
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS Mymmeis

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing
grounds, and accelerate climate change. I
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-
um projects.
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS Yynameis first rarme

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing
grounds, and accelerate climate change. I
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-
um projects.
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS Myzareis
My address is ‘D(.Q ?‘

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing
grounds, and accelerate climate change. I
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-
um projects.
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil ter-
minals in Grays Harbor. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor,
and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail
and marine traffic congestion; increasing the po-
tential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters;
harming existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our communities,
public health, and environment at risk. These ter-
minals, and the transport of crude oil to and from
these terminals, would damage 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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first name last name

NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS Mmmeis _ Susan  Bakie |

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington My address is ' a SKS et 6{-‘ 5b

State Department of Ecology: L ey, il A q 8 go -2
I strongly oppose the construction of crude city X { . - state L |
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro- Aldigeos }I’V - |
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil ter-
minals in Grays Harbor. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor,
and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail
and marine traffic congestion; increasing the po-
tential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters;
harming existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our communities,
public health, and environment at risk. These ter-
minals, and the transport of crude oil to and from
these terminals, would damage 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.

signature

My name is {gﬁl" bﬂ#‘k g M/&/.s
rst name last name
My address is 3 G2l tS :‘y(_) Sf_
' ~ stree ? F/ ze
c?e.ovfzz_, g A A
email hone
I'm concerned that M Wﬁe .

Lo fae I~ JHAVSIC fon mfﬁm"—uy

i SAnedei € Ale rn

oty Ao Sestregad Ly #2E€

O Sonti e aSer—

Please study the impact of




Westway and Imperium Renewables & =
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Scoping Commment

Please Print Date: VI/?- 7 / &d
Name: Ste 26 erl BARLO w Title (if applicable): ’
Organization/Business (if applicable): FeLld Ty )
Telephone:

E-Mail:

Address: PO. ZOX 1D :
City: ocu—f,i,q / a State: LA Zip: 9252/

Written comments regarding the scope of the EIS are invited from interested parties to ansure that the full range of environmental
issues related to the proposed action is identified and evaluated. All comments received, including names and addresses of
commenters, will become part of the official administrative record and will be made availabie to the public. Information, written
comments, or questions related to the preparation of the EIS should be received on or before May 27, 2014,
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Please attach additional pages if your comment doesn't fit in the space provided.

Comments may be submitted today or mailed to:
Westway and Imperium Renewables Expansion Projects EISs
c/o ICF International
710 Second St., Ste. 550
Seattle, WA 88104
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Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington My@?s is 82@"' 6 == A'U EANDE S.uw.
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS M’“““s——%‘nﬁlﬂ'@,‘,)%ﬁﬁ’m «
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Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing
grounds, and accelerate climate change. I
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-
um projects.

Thank you, I ‘?ﬂ/@/b
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS Mrnameis

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals wonld negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing
grounds, and accelerate climate change, I
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil ter-
minals in Grays Harbor. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor,
and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail
and marine traffic congestion; increasing the po-
tential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters;
harming existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our communities,
public health, and environment at risk. These ter-
minals, and the transport of crude oil to and from
these terminals, would damage 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.

Thank you,
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS Mymameis Frs o

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing
grounds, and accelerate climate change. I
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westy
um projects.
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Scoping Commment

Please Prj Date: 4 I 29 } 1<
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Organization/Business (if applicable): —

Telephone: 50R - 22U~ g(,CE

E-Mail:

Address: 32 WM WE (ene B (havez 1244d

City: % = ol state: () ~o S0 N Zipp AN

Written comments regarding the scope of the EIS are invited from intsrested parties to ansure that the full range of environmental
issuses reiated to the proposed action is identified and svaluated. All comments recelved, including names and addresses of
commenters, will become part of the official administrative record and wii be made available to the public. Information, written
comments, or questions related te the preparation of the EIS should be received on or before May 27, 2014.
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Please attach additional pages if your comment doesn't fit in the space provided.

Comments may be submitted today or mailed to:
Westway and Imperium Renewables Expansion Projects E1Ss
clo ICF Intemational
710 Second St., Ste. 550
Seattle, WA 38104



NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS ¥rumeis_Li%a Belleyequ

first name last name
Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington Myaddressis F506 Pﬁsti\e:t”" L QA
State Department of Ecology: o i 8 nre Ci 8513
I strongly oppose the construction of crude Ay 4 R See N
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro- AOAE :; = 56: 563
posals would negatively impact my commu- N = phone :
nity, Grays Harbor, and the greater Pacific | ™ concerned that Fhis  ides hes pod

Northwest by elevating rail and marine traffic
congestion; increasing the potential of oil
spills in fresh and marine waters; harming oA o
existing businesses and delaying emergency baic a—dTL—kéAf/

responders; and putting our communities, M )
public health, and environment at risk. These Y
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing Please study theimpact§

grounds, and accelerate climate change. I .
urge you to inciude these impacts into the 4” 00;"'#9“4.( !‘ ™ »
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State Department of Ecology: ’ L JIA q qw’z_
I strongly oppose the construction of crude & state — “
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro- -

email . phone

posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, Grays Harbor, and the greater Pacific :
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existing businesses and delaying emergency _
responders; and putting our communities, CoNsu yhp-)-)ms ‘IE unnNece iiﬂﬂ% :
public health, and environment at risk. These |
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to m
and from these terminals, would damage
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grounds, and accelerate climate change. I |
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first name last name
Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington My address is
State Department of Ecology: sreet
I strongly oppose the construction of oil terminals at city SEe =P
Grays Harbor and the transporting crude oil on — o

trains and ships throughout the Northwest. These

I'm concerned that

proposals would negatively impact my community,

Grays Harbor, the Puget Sound, and the greater Pa- Sy —
cific Northwest by elevating rail and marine vessel / \ 1

congestion; increasing the potential of oil spills in

fresh and marine waters; harming existing businesses / / I \ a

and delaying emergency responders; and putting our (

communities, public health, and environment at risk.

These terminals, and the transport of crude oil to and
Please study the impact of

from these terminals, would damage aquatic ecosys-
tem, endanger fishing grounds, and accelerate cli- —

mate change. I urge you to include these impacts into
the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement for

both the Westway and the Igaperipn? projects. 4@
Thank you, W ==
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Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing
grounds, and accelerate climate change. I
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-
um projects.
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Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing
grounds, and accelerate climate change. I
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-
um projects.
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Scoping Commment

Please Print Date:
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Written comments rséarding the scope of the EIS are invited from interested parties to ensure that the full range of environmental
Issues related to the proposed acticn is identified and evaluated. All comments received, including names and addresses of
commenters, will become part of the official administrative record and will be made available to the public. Information, written
comments, or questions related to the preparation of the EIS should be received on or before May 27, 2014.
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Please attach additional pages if your comment deesn't fit in the space provided.

Comments may be submitted today or maited to:
Westway and imperium Renewables Expansion Projects EiSs
c/o ICF Intemnational
710 Second St., Ste. 550
Seattle, WA 98104
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS Mynameis

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage

aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing Please study the impact _ﬁf&_@

grounds, and accelerate climate change. I
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Tmpact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-
um projects.
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first name fast name
My address is

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington troet

State Department of Ecology: < £09. o2 - 21-7 q '

I strongly oppose the construction of crude =
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro- O{VZWb\ v (o) (U) ‘-',Wl«a 'l . COVA

email h
posals would negatively impact my commu- e

r d that
nity, Grays Harbor, and the greater Pacific COegRE

Northwest by elevating rail and marine _& OW ’gm \C

traffic congestion; increasing the potential of

oil spills in fresh and marine waters; harm- \SU »PLC/V\ vu &\

ing existing businesses and delaying emer-

gency responders; and putting our commu-
nities, public health, and environment at

risk. These terminals, and the transport of
crude oil to and from these terminals, would pje .. study the impact __ O L C O (A—\ )

damage aquatic ecosystems, endanger fish-

ing grounds, and accelerate climate change. DD w-e V\M@K i""‘ 7

I urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Envirenmental Impact State-

ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-

um projects.

Thank you,

signature
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My address is

first name Ia'st name

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

street

I strongly oppose the construction of crude & . zp

oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-

email . R phone
posals would negatively impact my commu- B ot n 5 51. S Wil Ne +
nity, Grays Harbor, and the greater Pacific

Northwest by elevating rail and marine A(Cur [7 ‘l‘Cll/j, mgs "h,\e/

traffic congestion; increasing the potential of

oil spills in fresh and marine waters; harm- %4 M n +ﬂi ‘h 0 ¥)
ing existing businesses and delaying emer-

gency responders; and putting our commu- '—I (A / , , O\QZ/‘ ¢ mm
nities, public health, and environment at ’,)7(1 /i’l CPA L}C_’ N f‘a { I m(} ]é%

risk. These terminals, and the transport of
crude oil to and from these terminals, would
damage aquatic ecosystems, endanger fish-
ing grounds, and accelerate climate change.
I urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-
um pro;ects

Please study the impact
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last name
My address is

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington pr—r:

State Department of Ecology: 56&. A u,pr. q ?' m

I strongly oppose the construction of crude ity state Bl
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
email phone

posals would negatively impact my commu- , . i . .
nity, Grays Harbor, and the greater Pacific ™ concerned that (%) \\ go‘\\\g + m—m_

Northwest by elevating rail and marine traffic \ ﬁ\ ot
congestion; increasing the potential of oil Y/ : A
spills in fresh and marine waters; harming O “ \or ot/

existing businesses and delaying emergency 7

responders; and putting our communities,
public health, and environment at risk, These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing Please study the impact
grounds, and accelerate climate change. I
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-

um projects.
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Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington State
Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of oil terminals at
Grays Harbor and the transporting crude oil on trains and
ships throughout the Northwest. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor, the Pu-
get Sound, and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating
rail and marine vessel congestion; increasing the potential

of oil spills in fresh and marine waters; harming existing
businesses and delaying emergency responders; and put-
ting our communities, public health, and environment at
risk. These terminals, and the transport of crude oil to and
from these terminals, would damage aquatic ecosystem,
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.

‘Thank you,

signature
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Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil ter-
minals in Grays Harbor. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor,
and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail
and marine traffic congestion; increasing the po-
tential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters;
harming existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our communities,
public health, and environment at risk. These ter-
minals, and the transport of crude oil to and from
these terminals, would damage aquatic ecosystems,
endanger fishing grounds, and accelerate climate
change. I urge you to include these impacts into
the scope of the Enwronmental Impact Statement
for both the Westhry nd the Im enum projects.
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Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
«+ posals would negatively impact my commu-
.i-nity, 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; harm-
ing existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our commu-
nities, public health, and environment at
risk. These terminals, and the transport of
crude oil to and from these terminals, would
damage aquatic ecosystems, endanger fish-
ing grounds, and accelerate climate change.
I urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-

um project
Thank you,_DVlu/
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Written comments regarding the scope of the EIS are invited from interested parties to ensure that the full range of environmental
issues refated o the proposed action is idsntified and evaluated. All comments received, including names and addresses of
commenters, wili become part of the official administrative record and will be made available to the public. Information, written
comments, or questions reiated ‘o the preparation of the EIS should be received on or before May 27, 2014.
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Please attach additional Dages if your commenidopsn't fit in the space provided. :

Comments may be submitted today or mailed to:
Westway and Imperium Renewables Expansicn Projects EISs
c/c ICF International
71Q Second St., Ste. 550
Seattle, WA 88104



RECEIVED
MAY 27 201

2

May 26%

Westway & Imperium EIS

c/o ICF International

710 Second Avenue, Suite550
Seattle, Washington 98104

Scoping Comments on the proposed Imperium and Westway EIS

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Westway and Imperium projects.

The Westway, Imperium and USDevelopment terminals need to be studied and
scrutinized both individually and cumulatively.

Crude by rail travels next to and across many streams and rivers before arriving at The
Port of Grays Harbor. The outgoing chair of the National Safety Board, Deborah
Hersman said on April 21 in her farewell address that the 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.

Trains seem to be derailing weekly and we have been extremely lucky that they have
not been carrying crude oil.

How will the already neglected railroad infrastructure be up graded to meet the needs of
the increased transport of these highly dangerous commodities?

How will the rail beds, trestles and rails themselves be improved to handle an increase
in both traffic and payload?

If it will take months and perhaps even years to replace the DOT-111 cars that have
been declared unsafe to carry hazardous liquids how do we allow these cars into
Washington State given their known status?

Who is responsible for the financial liability of an oil spill by the railroad?

How much liability do G.H Co. and the municipalities that the rails dissect have for
response and cleanup both physically and financially?
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The city of Hoquiam is not in a position to adequately respond to an emergency at the
current tank farm. Who will be responsible for both the emergency response and the
cost of the response?

The location of the tank farm in Hoquiam is a concern given its proximity to the bay and
the fact that they are proposing to build it on dredge spoils. It is widely accepted that
our region could experience a 6.0 or greater magnitude earthquake. Given the scale of
potential disaster how will the tank farms be protected from liquefaction of the ground
they sit on?

Tsunamis are also common with seismological events like earth quakes. How will the
tank farm be protected from a tsunami?

Given the tank farms immediate proximity to the bay, how are rising sea levels
accounted for in the long term planning of this project?

Grays Harbor frequently loses power due to storms with high winds. What emergency
power plan do you have to ensure loading and unloading emergency monitors will
continue to function during an outage?

As shellfish growers we are most worried about oil spills off shore. The U.S. Coast
Guard Vice Admiral Paul F. Zunkuft testified to Senator Maria Cantwell that there is no
known effective method for cleaning up the tar sand bitumen or heavy crude in a water
body. If there is no known method of cleanup for tar sand bitumen will it follow that
there is simply no response plan? If there is, is it just theoretical?

A theoretical response plan is not an acceptable solution. These waters are critical to
over 30 percent of Grays Harbors natural resource based fisheries until which time an
actual, substantial response can be invented these hazardous materials should not be
transported through our waterways.

How and by whom will land based spills be cleaned up?
How and by whom will off shore spills be cleaned up?
Who is responsible for the organizing and training of local spill response teams?

What standards or guidelines ensure these spill response teams are adequately staffed,
equipped and quickly accessible in the event of a spill?

Where will oil spill cleanup assets be located?
Is there a plan for monitoring leaks coming from cars while en route?
Who is responsible for cleanup and mitigation for off-site spills?

The navigation channel and the areas near the Port facilities are maintained by
dredging. How will the dredge spoils near these facilities be monitored to be sure
contaminated dredge spoils are not redistributed back into the eco system?



It is a contentious issue about the deep draft channel projects affect on coastal
processes including littoral drift changing the topography in areas outside the channel's
immediate foot print. Whitcomb spit has been greatly affected by the deep draft channel
project. Discussions have occurred several times with the Army Corp of Engineers over
the past 20 years concerning Whitcomb Spit and its southward migration and re-
depositing of sand on the oyster beds. No credible mitigation plan has come from these
meetings. Will more studies be done to address this issue? | would like to have
updated float and transport studies which would be helpful for spill response planners
as well as understanding how the topography of the bay is affected by the deep draft
project.

The Grays Harbor bar is a dangerous crossing due to weather and ocean conditions.
These same conditions will make oil spill cleanup a difficult task. A slack tide cleanup
plan should not even be considered a plan. Slack tide occurs 4 times a day for between
a half hour and an hour each, so that means your plan covers at most only 4 hours of
each day. What is your plan if a spill occurs during the other 20 hours in the day/tide?

We have stormy high wind weather frequently on the coast. How will bad weather and
a large ocean swell accounted for in the plan?

There is a wildlife sanctuary adjacent to proposed tank farm and the salt marsh wild life
conservation area in the Elk River estuary. How will these two irreplaceable areas be
protected from a spill? | would think they are important and unique enough to warrant
extra consideration concerning the urgency of a well planned oil spill response.

Who is responsible or contracted to deal with the long term affects of a spill on the
historical uses of the bay such as shellfish farms?

Where will spill containment equipment be stored? Will there be a redundancy in
equipment at the tank site and the dispensing site?

With an increase in traffic comes the increased risk of introducing aquatic invasive
species. How will these be monitored and addressed?

If vessel traffic around the large tankers is to be restricted or controlled, how will this
affect the daily commercial fishing and shelifish activities on the bay?

It is likely that a spill will have long term negative impacts on all the fisheries perhaps
even permanent impacts. What are the financial responsibilities for the long term
impacts of destroying private and public businesses and resources?

Westport is one of the top fish landing ports with a reputation for some of the best
quality seafood in the world. A spill in Grays Harbor may not permanentiy ciose down
fisheries but rather permanently taint the perceived quality of our products. How wiill
these impacts be assessed and by whom?

Most of our oysters are sold to tourist and restaurants patronized by tourist. The BP oil
spill in the Gulf of Mexico had a negative impact on tourism for all the gulf coast states



:RTIFIED MAIL.

U.S, POSTAGE
©'DY'3 OYSTERS ~ WESTPORT.WA |
-4 Qyster Pl. East o ; zm<mmwmu 4
22n, WA 98520 iR X4 p—— AMOUNT
1-00-572-3252 FOSTAL SERVICE

. $3.79

— cccmaw.\w =05

7013 2250 0001 72k 3343 1000

%\mﬂ..rif\%?er\u Corves mrNﬂw
Au\n \Mloml uHs\rTﬂ.)o.#ﬂ?,\r?\

70 second AVE.
M‘,:«*P WMO
M,O%&F\iﬁ ragioy

S@Ei 001 TESES spfiftidyegt gy tiibeffasgijasffoidpeeflpmsed il



NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil ter-
minals in Grays Harbor. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor,
and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail
and marine traffic congestion; increasing the po-
tential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters;
harming existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our communities,
public health, and environment at risk. These ter-
minals, and the transport of crude oil to and from

these terminals, would damage 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.

Thank you,

signaturé
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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.

https://analysis.commentworks.com/cwx/EditSubmission.aspx?objid=120558 10/20/2015



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.

| 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, | 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 % hours by road from Hoquiam Washington..

| offer these comments on the proposed West Way and Imperium Terminals — Grays Harbor,
Washington.

Sincerely,

William A. Brake P.E.

3407 NW 116%™ 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 Qil 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 Qil 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 Qil 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.

COMMIERCE - 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 naive 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



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. |s 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. Itis
operating at 70 % of capacity and involves 175 miles of Columbia River Frontage. With the



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 Qil 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 Qil, 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?
COMMIERCE - 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. | 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 Qil 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



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. |s
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. |s this a risk worth taking?
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology: .

I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil ter-
minals in Grays Harbor. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor,
and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail
and marine traffic congestion; increasing the po-
tential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters;
harming existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our communities,
public health, and environment at risk.c These ter-
minals, and the transport of crude oil to and from
these terminals, would damage aquatic ecosystems,
endanger fishing grounds, and accelerte 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.

’iharik you, O?OM(N?M@/)/)C[ﬁ

signature
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Westway and Imperium Renewables
Expansion Projects

710 Second Avenue, Suite 550
Seattle, WA 98104
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS Mrrmei

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing
grounds, and accelerate climate change, I
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Wegtway and the Imperi-
um projects.

Thank you,

My address is
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Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington State
Department of Ecology:

1 strongly oppose the construction of oil terminals at
Grays Harbor and the transporting crude oil on trains and
ships throughout the Northwest. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor, the Pu-
get Sound, and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating
rail and marine vessel congestion; increasing the potential
of oil spills in fresh and marine waters; harming existing
businesses and delaying emergency responders; and put-
ting our communities, public health, and environment at
risk, These terminals, and the transport of crude oil to and
from these terminals, would damage aquatic ecosystem,
endanger fishing grounds, and accelerate climate change. I
urge you to include these impacts into the scope of the
Environmental Impact Statement for both “7,‘;
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MAY 20 201
Untitled
Westway and Imperial Renewables Expansion Projects

710 Second Avenue Suite 550
Seattle, WA 98104
Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington State Department of Ecology:

The construction of crude oil terminals in Grays Harbor would be a big mistake. Gray's
Harbor is well known as a major migratory shorebird staging sites in North America.

For several species of shorebirds a 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. This feeding stop is essential for their survival during
migration.

I have personally monitored these shorebirds, including capturing samples to draw
blood from them in order to assess the importance of Grays Harbor as a feeding stop.
Shorebirds burn their fat really quickly, and they need to stop on the way to fuel up. We
have also sampled the mud flats in Grays Harbor for shorebird food (invertebrates in
the sand) and it is very rich. Furthermore, Point Reyes Bird Observatory has chosen
Grays Harbor as the most important monitoring ground for shorebirds along our west
coast.

The bird species that depend on Grays Harbor 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,

B R ez
Jerry Broadus
901-16th. St. S.w.
Puyalllup, WA 98371

g B ¢
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS youmes_ &l%ammna broungarlff

first name
Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington My address is M&Mﬁ;{_@(i
Stree
State Department of Ecology: s A& /"éh WA I8Py
I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil ter- aty = %
minals in Grays Harbor. These proposals would — Shone

negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor,
and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail
and marine traffic congestion; increasing the po-
tential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters;
harming existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our communities,
public health, and environment at risk. These ter-
minals, and the transport of crude oil to and from

these terminals, would damage aquatic ecosystems,  pjease study the impact of _mmﬁmma_m&aﬂ o~ bsrds
endanger fishing grounds, and accelerate climate b 5

change. I urge you to include these impacts into ﬂ@mﬂﬂd&ﬂﬁf«

the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement

for both the Westway and the Imperium projects.

&
Thank you, @mﬂ%ﬂmﬂﬂ

signature
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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.

https://analysis.commentworks.com/cwx/EditSubmission.aspx?objid=120059 10/20/2015



Grays Harbor Crude QOil 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, | & 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. | 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: | 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:

e Immediate impacts to historic districts or those areas eligible for historic
status will occur due to:

O Derailments & other accidents/incidents.

0 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.

2|Page



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.

e 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. | 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-a-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.

e How does this enhance the explosion, resulting fires, scope/intensity of
fire/explosion, loss of life, property damage & structural integrity of
elevated areas?

e Will the entire train come down & explode when a crude oil tanker bomb
goes off destroying the tracks?

e 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 3™
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 3™ party is standard
risk management practice across all industries & all governments. The effects of
this should be scoped.

5|Page



Bakken Crude Qil 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: | 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 | 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 S5 billion dollars. As a taxpayer, | oppose paying for rail improvements
oil companies should be funding (such as the Tiger grant), but | 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 | 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 | 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 $S1.6 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.
| love Lewis County & many communities around this area. | 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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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.

https://analysis.commentworks.com/cwx/EditSubmission.aspx?objid=120344 10/20/2015



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 | 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




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. | love Lewis County. | 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 | can assure you we can & will stop these truly bad ideas!

Thank you!

Phil Brooke
Centralia, WA

253.531.3353
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Oil Train Facts

1.Current oil cars are unsafe (Seattle Times)
2.Current track unsafe, no landslide barriers
3.Track needs continuous rails

4.Track needs concrete ties

5.Track can be sabotaged without tools

6.Track goes through our most densely populated

areas
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS M JAAE7—  BRowA

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing
grounds, and accelerate climate change. I
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-
um projects.

last name
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no Qil
spills

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington State
Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of oil terminals at
Grays Harbor and the transporting crude oil on trains and
ships throughout the Northwest. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor, the Pu-
get Sound, and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating
rail and marine vessel congestion; increasing the potential
of oil spills in fresh and marine waters; harming existing
businesses and delaying emergency responders; and put-
ting our communities, public health, and environment at
risk. These terminals, and the transport of crude oil to and
from these terminals, would damage aquatic ecosystem,
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.

Thank you,
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS Myremeis

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecolagy:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would. negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing
grounds, and accelerate climate change. I
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-
um projects.

Thank you,

first name last name
My address is
street
city state zip
emall phone
I'm concerned that
Please study the impact

® o

signature



NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS s JER( QuNesn

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aquatic ecosystems, endanger fishing
grounds, and accelerate climate change. [
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-
um projects.

Thank you,

signa
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’Hl& Qm ﬂa(

af the 0]
-,@Uﬂ///(

Pledse study the impact /_')/:} \?ﬂ///(

\
\

Je? ﬂa [K ﬁ'ﬁ)}ﬁ}/c/e,n O«
“WwATSS 2,




RECEIVED
MAY 2 1 201

Scoping Commment

PIessaPrint - Date: _5:‘."12.0«*—/'—/__ _

Name

" Title (af aﬁplwable)

Telephone: | ) 2
emic _gce® constaccess. com -
Address: DeD. Deox U R
oty Crgon Swores @w _Zm QBSLQ
Written comments regarding the scope of the EIS ars invited-from interested parties to ensure that the full range of environmental
lssues related to the proposed action is identified and evaluated. All comments receivad, inciuding names and addresses of

_commanters, will bacome part of the official administrative record and will be made avaiiabla to the public. Information, written
comments, or quesﬂons related to the preparat!on ofthe Els shouid be received on or before May 27, 2014.
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil ter-
minals in Grays Harbor. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor,
and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail
and marine traffic congestion; increasing the po-
tential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters;
harming existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our communities,
public health, and environment at risk. These ter-
minals, and the transport of crude oil to and from
these terminals, would damage 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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" signature

Thank you,
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS Mrmmes Kt Bty

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude -

oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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; harm-
ing existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our commu-
nities, public health, and environment at
risk, These terminals, and the transport of
crude oil to and from these terminals, would
damage aquatic ecosystems, endanger fish-
ing grounds, and accelerate climate change.
I urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Imperi-
um projects.
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RECEIvEp
APR2 1 2014

Woestway & Imperium Renewables Expansion Projects
710 Second Avenue
Suite 550

Seattle, WA. 98104

Re: Comments for Crude Oil via Rail to Port of Grays Harbor.

According to Vidette story my questions and comments are based on information from that publication
dated April 17, 2014:

Permits requested by Westway volume to be transported by rail car are 749.9 million gallons per year,
utilizing 458 trains comprised of 60 rail cars each.

Imperium & U.S. Development (revised) 730 trains comprised of 60 rail cars and 120 rail cars. (times for
blocking traffic and access to/for the public for fire-police assistance or protection and/or property,
destination, etc.: in my opinion should be based on the maximum of 730 trains with 120 rail cars). To get
an accurate time of blockage due to trains passing through cities, towns and/or blocking access to
private or public properties. Worst case scenario. Using maximum amount of railcars loaded with oil
passing through Grays Harbor on their way to the Port facilities. How much time will citizens, business
lose waiting on the train to clear?

Road revisions must be made to go over or under the tracks to provide access for emergency vehicle and
personnel. This needs to happen before trains start transporting oil through towns and cities in the
Harbor. Who will pay?

Will the current fleet of rail cars be upgraded, so that all pass U.S. Department of Transportation
standards for transporting crude oil?

Will rail cars be manufactured in the U.S. with U.S. standards for same?

Are there any rules/ regs. now in existence for the railcars that are going to be used to haul this oil that
same railcars are all in “state of the art” in safety, construction, maintenance, and materials used in
production of same?

Are the tracks, rail beds, bridges etc. that will be used; been inspected and pass safety questions for the
amount of traffic and weight that will significantly increase in the use of same? Department of
Transportation and Ecology should be coordinated and have the responsibility to point out deficiencies
on any structure, before any permitting is allowed. Any deficiencies should be addressed, if needed to
provide a safer environment to transport an increased volume of rail traffic with heavy loads. Who will

pay?



How many railcars will be full of oil and sitting in the proposed rail car storage area? In addition to the
oil stored in the proposed 6 to 8 large storage tanks that are proposed? What is the capacity of each
storage tank? How close is this to Hoquiam High School, in the event of a catastrophe have any safety
measures/plans been presented what will take place if this were to occur?

What safety plans have been developed re? rupture of storage tanks, rail cars, explosion, fire,
derailment?

Do local Fire- Police and emergency services have personnel and/or equipment to handle any major
disaster? Will training for local emergency personnel /hospitals take place? If so who will pay for this?

The answer to Who will pay? In my opinion should be worked out between the oil companies that want
to impact our area to use our facilities, the State of Washington and the Port of Grays Harbor. And
should be completed and revisions In place before one drop of oil is hauled.

This is a very serious project with long lasting outcomes. | look at projects like this in a worst case
scenario; any accident or spill would have irreversible impact on our area — to the environment, wildlife,
fisheries, body of water, land, jobs. Who will pay?

Respectfully submltted
Kay Busz
4726 Wishkah Rd.

Aberdeen, Wa. 98520
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Westway and Iimperium Renewables e=
EXPANSION PROJECTS B

Scoping Commment

Please Print Date: i/ 27/ / 4
Name: 67 [RE) /A/] A % l/H/ 6/ Title (if applicable): |

Organization/Business (if applicable):
Telephone: 240 3ZS5D 7] /—-fa
emar 00 AMANS NE YOWDO.C D~
paaess: 1035 \ [l Crop e CESE
City: ‘ )\ hY AR Lat, state:  \ L) zp: PRSI
Wiritten comments regarding the scope of the EIS are invited from interested parties to ensure that the full range of environmental
issues related to the proposed action Is identified and evaluated. All comments received, including names and addresses of

commenters, will become part of the official administrative record and will be made avaiiabie (o the public. Information, written
comments, or questions related to the preparation of the EIS should be received on or pefore May 27, 2014.
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Comments may be submitted today or mailed to:
Westway and Imperium Renewables Expansion Projects EiSs
c/o ICF Intemational
710 Second St., Ste. 550
Seattle, WA 98104 \
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Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington My addressis G & 70 liﬁeug& R-0o |
State Department of Ecology: O th MPL A " q %’S—O (- J
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Please Print Gate: %A)%;[
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Written comments regardmg the scope of the EIS are invited from interested parties to ensure that the full range of environmental
issues related to the proposed action is identified and evaluated. All comments received, including names and addresses of
ccmmenters, will become part of the official administrative record and will be made available to the public. Information, written
comments, or questions related to the preparation of the EIS should be received on or before May 27, 2014.

MW ﬂéérﬁZé &/J _ \ Mfw&l)c;O/%

% /hmé‘-{g/
sgiﬁ mﬁ b m/égs« Ko o Do S SOrony mibtes -

_&@L OorameSt ot (e % cs?/mw%f\ 7ng.)4 v
_MML&@WMA%M Zmr_%egé
ﬁa://@%// <5 i%d

o granny “Setresr b Shot ot on Lo My e of) Ko Konon.

Please attach additional pages if your comment doesn't fit in the space provided.

Comments may be submitted teday or mailed to:
Westway and Imperium Renewables Expansion Projects EISs
¢/o ICF Intemational
710 Second St., Ste. 550
Seattle, WA 98104



NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil ter-
minals in Grays Harbor. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor,
and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail
and marine traffic congestion; increasing the po-
tential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters;
harming existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our communities,
public health, and environment at risk. These ter-
minals, and the transport of crude oil to and from
these terminals, would damage 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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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS M
My address is _}C‘ Yy 4 A/ ,4/

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology: -

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing
grounds, and accelerate climate change. I
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-
um projects.

Thank you,
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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; harm-
ing existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our commu-
nities, public health, and environment at
risk. These terminals, and the transport of
crude oil to and from these terminals, would
damage aquatic ecosystems, endanger fish-
ing grounds, and accelerate climate change.
I urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-
um projects.
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil ter-
minals in Grays Harbor. Thése proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor,
and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail
and marine traffic congestion; increasing the po-
tential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters;
harming existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our communities,
public health, and environment at risk. These ter-
minals, and the transport of crude oil to and from
these terminals, would damage 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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Scoping Commment

Please Prlnt Date: a3
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Address: & '8) 3‘;6@241[7&,/,

City: State: Zip:

Written comments regarding the scope of the EIS are irvited from interested parties to ensure that the full range of environmental
issues related to the proposed action is identified and evaluated. All comments received, including names and addresses of
commenters, will become part of the official administrative record and will be made available to the public. Information, written
comments, or questions related to the preparation of the EIS should be received on or before May 27, 2014.
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Please attach additional pages if your comment doesn't fit in the space provided.

Comments may be submitted teday or mailed to:
Westway and Imperium Renewables Expansion Projects EISs
¢/o ICF Intemational
710 Second St., Ste. 550
Seattle, WA 98104



Oil Trains through the Columbia Gorge

My name is Jim Chase. | am retired and live in Portland. | am speaking for a national treasure
— The Columbia River Gorge!

I am a hiker and visit the Gorge nearly every week. |1 am joined by mountain bikers; wind
surfers and kite boarders; rafters and kayakers; rock climbers; fishermen; birders; amateur
botanists, geologists, photographers and history buffs. We all share a love of this special
place. Few places on earth offer such diverse recreational opportunities. And visitors from all
over the world come to enjoy it every year.

" The Gorge has:

¢ Hundreds of waterfalls,

e Miles of hiking trails,

World class water sports,

Fields of wildflowers, _

The geology of earthquakes, massive lava flows, volcanic eruptions and Ice Age Floods,
A sky full of raptors,

The history of Lewis and Clark and the Oregon Tralil,

And a rich heritage of Native American Tribes.

And just how special is the Gorge? Pretend for a moment that the route of these trains were
to run:

» Through the middle of Yellowstone National Park — right past Old Faithful;

¢ Or through Yosemite, or the Grand Canyon.
Such a plan would be instantly condemned! It would not be tolerated!

Well, now let’s talk about the Gorge!
A few years ago National Geographic published a survey of the World’s Greatest Places to
Visit.
The Columbia River Gorge ranked #6!
* Ahead of every U.S. National Park!
* Ahead of the hills of Tuscany and the plains of the Serengeti!
e Ahead of Australia’s Great Barrier Reef!



And the Gorge is getting even better!

e ODOT is restoring the Historic Columbia River Highway. Soon you will be able to hike or
bike from the Sandy River to The Dalles without setting foot on the interstate.

e And new trails will follow the hillsides for the entire length of the Gorge. Voyagers will
be able to hike up one side of the River and back on the other! It will be a world class
trail system!

e And these trails will connect to the townships in the Gorge. At the end of a day hikers
will be able to come down to hotels, B&B’s, pubs and restaurants along the River.

25 years ago when the National Scenic Area Act was passed, the townships within the Gorge
were struggling to survive a dying logging industry.

Today that is changing rapidly. Beautiful, pastoral residential areas are delightful places to live
and have begun to attract clean, growth companies like Google and In-Situ.

Eco-tourism is booming. There are new restaurants, coffee shops, pubs and wineries. B & B’s
and hotels of all kinds. Entrepreneurs are investing their life savings and plenty of sweat
equity. And they are succeeding! Talk about sustainable businesses! No industry more
sustainable than tourism in the Gorge.

Tragically, the movement of huge numbers of oil trains through the Gorge will be a death
sentence for all of this! People will not come to recreate or live in an area polluted by noise
and diesel fumes from trains that run day and night. And one day one of these “train bombs”
will derail, explode and burn. The oil will enter the Columbia, decimating the fish and ruining
our beautiful river for recreation. Businesses will fail. Jobs will be lost and dreams shattered.

DO NOT sacrifice this national treasure!

DO NOT destroy the economy the area!

DO NOT ruin the quality of life of Gorge residents!

DO NOT deny visitors from all over the world the chance to enjoy this iconic wonderland!

We must stop oil transports through the Gorge!

Jim Chase

3446 NW Vaughn St.
Portland, OR 97210
503-962-9237
Chase.james@comcast.net




Contingency Plans for Oil Train Accidents

My name is Jim Chase. | live in Portland and am in the Gorge 2-3 times a week for
recreation and volunteer service.

By now we have all learned that catastrophes like the Exxon-Valdez, Deepwater
Horizon and Lac-Megantic happen — despite efforts to prevent them and despite
a low probability that they will occur.

So flash forward a few years!

e (Flash!) “Atrain carrying Bakkan crude oil has derailed and exploded near
Columbia Hills State Park. The crash occurred on a stretch of track right on
the north shore of the Columbia. Several of the tanker cars have ruptured
and fallen into the river. The burning oil is floating downstream towards
the Dalles dam. Local emergency crews state that they lack the ability to
fight the fire on land or in the River.

You must reject the notion that these are unlikely or can be prevented.
Your assessment must require:
e Detailed contingency plans for all situations like these!
e Definition of financial responsibility for any oil train transport accident!

Finally, when a disaster like these happens and CNN appears outside your door
asking why you did not require proper contingency plans before approving this
project, what will you say?

Jim Chase

3446 NW Vaughn St.
Portland, OR 97210
503-962-9237
Chase.james@comcast.net



Clearing Train Derailments

Prior to moving to the Northwest 7 years ago, | lived much of my life in the
Midwest. Once, while living in a small, rural community in lllinois | heard a
horrendous crash. Then | heard sirens and saw many emergency vehicles heading
up a farm road near my home. Being curious, | followed a short time later.

It was a train derailment. About a dozen rail cars were laying crushed and broken,
off the tracks — many overturned. Now the cars were carrying grain and the
derailment had happened in a cornfield. So there was no real danger and had
been no injuries.

Within two hours after the crash a large repair crew arrived from the railroad —
impressively quick on the scene. First they unloaded two large bulldozers which
immediately bulldozed the wrecked cars and cargo into a huge heap of scrap metal
off the tracks. | was astonished! Many of the cars had little damage. It seemed a
ridiculous waste to destroy them. As soon as the tracks were clear the repair crew
went to work on the rails and repaired them very quickly. Within 5 hours of the
crash another train came rolling through.

Now | understood! To the railroads clearing the tracks takes precedent over all
else. Nothing else matters — not cost, not equipment, not cargo. Just open the
tracks.

Now let’s play that scenario with a train carrying extremely flammable Bakken
Crude and have the derailment occur along side the Columbia. How would the
railroad clear the tracks? Unless you require them to act differently, it will be the
same. Shove the wreckage into the River if necessary! Just get the tracks open
again!

Your review must include plans for handling such situations, and restrictions on
damage to the River.

Jim Chase
3446 NW Vaughn St.
Portland, OR 97210 503-962-9237 Chase.james@comcast.net



Disaster Drills

| oppose the export of crude oil, natural gas and refined fossil fuel products
(PERIOD)! Tonight the testimony of others will state the reasons. Instead, | will
call on you to include something very specific in the scope of your impact review.
Disasters like earthquakes, tornados, school shootings, fires and floods have
taught us to prepare for the worst. In offices, schools, factories, hospitals,
buildings and communities across the land regular drills are conducted for just
such a purpose. The drills involve emergency responders up front. And they work
to save lives and property!

The scope of your review must include a requirement for such drills — not just at
the proposed terminal sites, but at critical sites all along the route traveled by
these “train bombs”.

These trains will derail! They will catch fire! It is not a question of IF, merely of
WHEN and WHERE! It could happen in the middle of Spokane, Portland,
Vancouver, or any of the other communities along the route. It could destroy the
Columbia River for decades to come. I recall the Cuyahoga River near Cleveland
catching fire in 1968. There was property damage, but worse, it earned Cleveland
a devastating reputation for filth, pollution, corruption and utter disregard for
protecting the community and its citizens by public officials.

You have the ability to earn that same foul reputation for yourselves,

or you can become heroes who have the courage to say, “not on my watch!”

Do the right thing! Demand a broad impact analysis! Require contingency plans
and emergency response drills in advance.

And oh yes! If the proponents of the terminal and the emergency responders
along the route cannot figure out how to handle such disasters, then you must
deny the permits!

Jim Chase

3446 NW Vaughn St.
Portland, OR 97210
503-224-5461
Chase.james@comcast.net
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Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing
grounds, and accelerate climate change. I
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-
um projects.

Thank you,
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Date:
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|
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3lb0: 290-3031

Telephone:

EMal _ rbeverly L8 Cmsn.com

|
Address: 4o5 Hemlock
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Written comments regarding the scope of the EIS are invited from interested parties to ensure that the full range of environmental
issues related io the proposed action is identified and evaluated. All commeants recsived, including names and addresses of
commenters, will become part of the official administrative record and will be made avaiiable to the public. information, written
commens, or guestions related to the preparation of the EIS should be received on or before May 27, 2014.
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Please attach additional pages if your comment doesn't fit in the space provided.

Comments may be submitted today or mailed to:
Westway and Imperium Renewables Expansion Projects EISs
¢/ ICF International
710 Second St., Ste. 550
Seattle, WA 98104



NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS o AiThleer  Clypk

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing
grounds, and accelerate climate change. I
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-
um projects.
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS "rm=s_[MpoylEA (¢
My address is ?8 E’ WSL\Q‘E\ A\I?

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing
grounds, and accelerate climate change, I
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperj-
um projects.
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Please Print Date: ¢/ / 27 / O /C/
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Written comments regarding the scope of the EIS are invited from interested parties to ensure that the full range of environmental
issues related to the proposed action is identified and evaluated. All comments received, including names and addresses of
commenters, will become part of the official administrative record and will be made available to the public. Information, written
comments, or questions related to the preparation of the EIS should be received on or before May 27, 2014.
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Please attach additional pages if your comment doesn't fit in the space provided.

Comments may be submitted today or mailed to:
Waestway and Imperium Renewables Expansion Prcjects ElSs
¢fo ICF Internaticna!

710 Second St., Ste. 550
Seattle, WA 88104
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Written comments regarding the scope of the EIS are invited from interested parties to ensure that the fuil range of environmental
issues related to the proposed action is identified and evaluated. All comments received, including names and addresses of
commenters, will become part of the official administrative record and will be made available to the public. Information, writien
comments, or questions related to the preparation of the EIS should be received on or before May 27, 2014.
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Please attach additional pages if your comment doesn't fit in the space provided.

Comments may be submitted today or mailed to:
Woestway and Imperium Renewables Expansion Projects EISs
cfo ICF International
710 Second St., Ste. 550
Seattie, WA 98104
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Written comments regarding the scope of the EIS are invited from interested parties o ensure that the full range of environmental
issues related to the proposed zction is identified and evaluated. All comments recelved, including names and addresses of
commenters, will become part of the official administrative record and will be made availabie to the public. Information, written
comments, or questions related to the preparation of the EIS shouid be received on or before May 27, 2014,
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Please attach additional pages if your comment doesn't fit in the space provided.

Comments may be submitted today or mailed to:
Woestway and Imperium Renewables Expansion Projects EISs
c/o ICF International
710 Second St., Ste. 550
Seattle, WA 88104



NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS Mrumes  /Mi/Ke  CoDAYy

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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,
publi¢ health, and environment at risk. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing
grounds, and accelerate climate change. I
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-
um projects.
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS Myzameis

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing
grounds, and accelerate climate change. I
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-
um projects,

Sue. ColotF
Myaddressis /) 6/9 75 Kv. =,
gz“ streetﬁ/sm@ 7{.3 7 5
(] i 'm

phone
I'm concerned that

IU Liilfetr £ ALll WA

p
2 4//4‘

)t B2 [ EA (LR lA 2
2D A4 Am
alida s ~— u; l/;;/,_f /4 lotr 2o

Please study the impact , "




EXPANSION PROJECTS

Scoping Commment

Please Print Date: 4-24. 204
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Written comments regarding the scope of the EIS are invited from interested parties to ensure that the full range of environmental
issues related to the proposed action is identified and evaluated. All comments received, including names and addresses of
commenters, will become part of the official administrative record and will be mace available to the public. Information, written
comments, or questions related to the preparation of the EIS should be received on or before May 27, 2014.
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Please attach additional pages if your comment doesnt fit in the space provided.

Comments may be submitted today or mailed to:
Waestway and Imperium Renewables Expansion Projects EISs
¢/o ICF international
710 Second St., Ste. 550
Seattle, WA 98104



NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS Mmmes

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing
grounds, and accelerate climate change. I
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-

um projects.
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RECEIVED
MAY 27 201

Comments By Regarding Qil Trains:

Communities across Washington State are being threatened by an increase in the transport of non-
renewable energy sources, including oil. Oil trains risk catastrophic environmental consequence by
way of vessel transfer, accident, and sabotage. The Westway and Imperium terminal proposals in
Grays Harbor will have significant impacts on the community, our waterways, and the future of
our state.

The impacts of these projects include:

The three crude oil projects proposed for Grays Harbor — Westway, Imperium, and US Development —
will cumulatively transport approximately 2.7 billion gallons of fossil fuels per year to the edge of
this critical estuary.

* Vessels entering or leaving the Harbor cross important fishing, crabbing, birding and shellfish areas
that support Tribal treaties and critical commercial and recreational coastal economies.

* Grays Harbor is a Globally Important Bird Area with critical birding areas and stop over sites on
both sides of the shipping channel; it is the second most important staging site for half a million
migrating shorebirds along the Pacific Coast, after Alaska.

» Grays Harbor is an important feeding ground for over one million birds.

* Bird species of particular concern that use Gray Harbor: Red Knot, Western Sandpiper, Snowy
Plover, Streaked Horned Lark, numerous raptors, as well as forage fish and shellfish food sources.

* Following a spill, crude and the chemicals used in clean-up efforts accumulate in the
environmental and can cause many problems to birds including hypothermia, sinking or
drowning, dehydration, poisoning, and inability breed.

* More than 18 cities and towns will be impacted by the transportation of oil by rail on its way to
Hoquiam — the town of Elma is cut in half by rail tracks.

* The cumulative number of hours these trains will block rail tracks through Aberdeen is 8.925
hours, creating delays for emergency vehicles, making commutes longer, and decreasing access to
local businesses.

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.e 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, especialiy given the lack of tug escorts available
to tankers. The EIS should consider what the environmental impacts of a spill would have on Grays



Harbor and the state, specifically marine bird and shorebird populations. The EIS should also
consider what the economic impacts would be to the shellfish, fishing, and tourism industries.

* Risks from crude oil. Putting in place this infrastructure would allow Bakken crude oii 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.

e 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.

We have attempted to submit comments via web with no feedback it went.

Stephen L. Curry and Sharon L. Moore
5039 Brenner Rd

OIympiaA 98502
360-866/9010 % é g ;/-
Shaone L.
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Comments on Scepe of Envivonmental
lmpact Statement for Balk Liquid Facilities
At the Port of Grays Harbor

Held April 29, 2014 in Centralia, WA

Thank you for the epportunity te comment on the proposed expansion of storage
facilities and associated transportation of bazardous liquids through our communities.

What is more hazardous than a pipeline? The answer is a moving pipeline filled with
hazardous flammable materials. This is especially true when it is moving through our
communities, past schools and businesses, and crossing hundreds of urban and rural
roads. Due to the significant adverse impact of the transportation and storage of
flammable liquids, the Environmental Impact Statement must address the potential for
isolated and cumulative effects throughout Washington and other States where the
liquids are transported and stored. In particular, before aporoving any proposals to
store and transport crude oil in our communities and harbors, several questions must
be addressed to ensure public safety is not put at risk.

1. What is the impact on human heaith and safety? Cbviousiy a long string of tanker cars
transporting flamamable liquids through our communities pose a serious risk. What is the
probability of a major accident? How wiil that risk be eliminated?

2. How will emergeney respouse teams be upgraded and trained to address major accidents
involving significant amounts of flammable liquids when they occur in small communities
with limited resources? Who will pay to upgrade, maintain and operate those enhanced
emergency response resources?

(2]

What will the impact be on the response time of critical transportation needs such as
emergency vehicles?

4. What is the potential for biocking access to medical facilities in the event of a catastrophic
accident involving a tanker train?

5. What will the cost be to the =tate, county and local communities to upgrade rail crossings
to ensure vehicle-train collisions are prevented?

6. What will the impact be to Amirak passengsr service that currently serves our local area
and provides transportation to Seattie and beyond and to Portland and beyond?
Passenger rail service is a critical resource for citizens in our area as major airports are
many miles away while the train teeminais are conveniently located in nearby towuns.

7. What type of infrastruciure will be mandated to protect hunans and community resources
neat storage tanks and associated facilities?

8. What emergency response teams and facilities will be developed in communities around
Grays Harbor to handle major flammable oil spills both on land and water?

9. How will oil spilis be prevented in Grays Harbor and how will they be cleaned up when they
occur?



10. What protections be will be in place to protect the storage facilities in the event of a
tsunami?

Thank yea for considering my comments. Pleasc enter my comments in the hearing
recovd.

Richard Curtis
PO Box 451
Echel, WA 98342



NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS Mrmmeis PATRIBIA DANNESR

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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; harm-
ing existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our commu-
nities, public health, and environment at
risk. These terminals, and the transport of
crude oil to and from these terminals, would
damage aquatic ecosystems, endanger fish-

ing grounds, and accelerate climate change.

I urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-
um projects. '
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil ter-
minals in Grays Harbor. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor,
and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail
and marine traffic congestion; increasing the po-
tential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters;
harming existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our communities,
public health, and environment at risk. These ter-
minals, and the transport of crude oil to and from
these terminals, would damage 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.

Thank you, i W
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil ter-
minals in Grays Harbor. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor,
and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail
and marine traffic congestion; increasing the po-
tential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters;
harming existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our communities,
public health, and environment at risk. These ter-

minals, and the transport of crude oil to and from'

these terminals, would damage 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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RECEIVED

MAY 7 7 2014
RECE|V
Terry Davenport VED
960 N. Thornton St. s
Aberdeen, WA 98520 MAY 28 2014
DEPARTMENT g
May 15, 2014 OFFICE oF g‘;gg%gev

Maia Bellon

Director of the Department of Ecology
300 Desmond Drive

Lacey, WA 98503-1274

Dear Ms. Bellon,

Please add my voice to the chorus of pleas NOT to allow oil by rail to come into
Aberdeen and Grays Harbor County. I am particularly concerned that this is to be
the tar sands oil from Canada.

Billy Frank Jr. gave the most eloquent voice to my concerns in a May 8, 2014 column
in the Vidette. Safety is a HUGE concern. He mentioned the oil-carrying trains that
have been derailed since 2008, including one that caused a fire that burned for over
24 hours in North Dakota, and the accident in Quebec that killed 47 and leaked 1.5
million gallons of the crude oil.

The Chehalis River basin and Grays Harbor provides many jobs already, and just as
importantly contains a prized wildlife refuge area, and has habitat for many species
of fish and animals. Big corporations always promise they have safety programs in
place and nothing will happen. But it usually does, and the damage here would be
catastrophic.

By the way, what are we doing shipping to the Far East a toxic sludge of crude oil
that we won't even allow for use in this country?? If they burn it there, the
consequences of that will eventually reach us too.

Please please please do NOT allow oil by rail to come to Grays Harbor.

Sincerely,

Terry Davenport
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS Mvmeluilq' Cos L o=
Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington My address is b 4 g =

street |
State Department of Ecology: é ﬂ AT , ) ) é 2&2 0 :3 |

I strongly oppose the construction of crude city sate &
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil ter-
minals in Grays Harbor. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor,
and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail
and marine traffic congestion; increasing the po-
tential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters;
harming existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our communities,
public health, and environment at risk: These ter-
minals, and the transport of crude oil to and from
these terminals, would damage aquatic ecosystems,
endanger fishing grounds, and accelerate climate
change. I urge you to include these impacts into
the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil ter-
minals in Grays Harbor. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor,
and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail
and marine traffic congestion; increasing the po-
tential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters;
harming existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our communities,
public health, and environment at risk. These ter-
minals, and the transport of crude oil to and from
these terminals, would damage 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.

Thank you, % MD{?‘\
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil ter-
minals in Grays Harbor. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor,
and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail
and marine traffic congestion; increasing the po-
tential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters;
harming existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our communities,
public health, and environment at risk. These ter-
minals, and the transport of crude oil to and from
these terminals, would damage 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.

Thank you, @V\ (‘A/lﬁ ? dek_
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS Ymmss Z0MMY

By City of Hoquiam and Washington _
State Department of Ecology: i

I strongly oppose-the construction of crude
oil terminals in"Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing
grounds, and accelerate climate change. I
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-
um projects.

Thank ys

My address:-i g ) Rﬁlﬂ ll'aws

s S 7 7

- ’w_a}-%.»“ email -
I'm concerned t‘na:g_s M- GMA&?‘% /d

Leswt hpve ppues onC

AEILITY B od/ThEw f mdgorC

ARy

Please study‘j;impact l eé T /e /7/%&5/&1/" |
W@V%Mﬁf” O ShoresS

FecAl_chort forin, geciivin.
A prl SPILs, 4yhpit prexit
- P




NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
* State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil ter-
minals in Grays Harbor. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor,
and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail
and marine traffic congestion; increasing the po-
tential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters;
harming existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our communities,
public health, and environment at risk. These ter-
minals, and the transport of crude oil to and from
these terminals, would damage 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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Written comments regarding the scope of the EIS are inviled from interested parties to ensure that the full range of environmental
issues related to the proposed acfion is identified and evaluated. All comments received, including names and addresses of
commenters, will become part of the official administrative record and will be made availabie to the public. Information, written
comments, or questions related to the preparation of the EIS should be received on or before May 27, 2014.
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil ter-
minals in Grays Harbor. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor,
and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail
and marine traffic congestion; increasing the po-
tential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters;
harming existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our communities,
public health, and environment at risk. These ter-
minals, and the transport of crude oil to and from
these terminals, would damage 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.

Thank you, ﬂ
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no qQil
spills

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington State
Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of oil terminals at
Grays Harbor and the transporting crude oil on trains and
ships throughout the Northwest. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor, the Pu-
get Sound, and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating
rail and marine vessel congestion; increasing the potential
of oil spills in fresh and marine waters; harming existing
businesses and delaying emergency responders; and put-
ting our communities, public health, and environment at
risk. These terminals, and the transport of crude oil to and
from these terminals, would damage aquatic ecosystem,
endanger fishing grounds, and accelerate climate change. I
urge you to include these impacts intc the scope of the
Environmental Impact Stateme for both the Westway
and the Imperium projects.
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil ter-
minals in Grays Harbor. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor,
and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail
and marine traffic congestion; increasing the po-
tential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters;
harming existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our communities,
public health, and environment at risk. These ter-
minals, and the transport of crude oil to and from
these terminals, would damage 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.

Thank you, C’DAM-D
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Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington My address is ey
street
State Department of Ecology: 9 fizn Do oA 49520
city state zip

I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil ter- o N
minals in Grays Harbor. These proposals would - finra g eer (lingn.CcOVN

. erxail phone
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor, . .o;cerned that

and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail
and marine traffic congestion; increasing the po-

tential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters;

harming -existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our communities,

public health, and environment at risk: These ter-

minals, and the transport of crude oil to and from
these terminals, would damage aquatic ecosystems,  please study the impact of

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.

Thank you, %@74@(
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RECEIVED
April 28th APR 29 2014

To who it may concern

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 response
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
POB 42
Silver Creek, WA 98585

As a side note this was also sent to the DOE on their website and their tracking # of 000000061
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NO CRUDE OiL TRAINS Mynemeis

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor, These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing
grounds, and accelerate climate change. I
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-

um projects. ; é 2
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no oil
spills

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington State
Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of oil terminals at
Grays Harbor and the transporting crude oil on trains and
ships throughout the Northwest. These proposals would
negasively impact my community, Grays Harbor, the Pu-
get Sound, and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating
rail and marine vessel congestion; increasing the potential
of oil spills in fresh and marine waters; harming existing
businesses and delaying emergency responders; and put-
ting our communities, public health, and environment at
risk. These terminals, and the transport of crude oil to and
from these terminals, would damage aquatic ecosystem,
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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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil ter-
minals in Grays Harbor. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor,
and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail
and marine traffic congestion; increasing the po-
tential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters;
harming existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our communities,
public health, and environment at risk. These ter-
minals, and the transport of crude oil to and from
these terminals, would damage 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.

Thank you, f@&c&_@&m/_
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RECEIVED
MAY 27 201

2703 Riverview Dr.
Aberdeen, WA 98520
May 26, 2014

Imperium and Westway EISs
c¢/o ICF International

710 - 2 Ave., Suite 550
Seattle, WA 98204

To Whom It Concerns:

We are opposed to these proposals to ship crude oil from the port of Grays Harbor. Our first
concern is location. Grays Harbor is a shallow harbor and crude oil transported by rail would
cross numerous wetlands, streams, rivers, and bridges before arriving at the port. There would be
the potential for accidents, and a spill of oil would be devastating. We do not see how an oil spill
could be cleaned up. At low tide, mud flats are exposed all over the harbor, and with tidal action,
we believe oil would be so spread out over the harbor it would be impossible to remove it all.
Any spill into waters along the transport route would be washed into the harbor. Many of the
locations in wetlands along the rail lines would be difficult for responders to reach and work in.
Any spill inland would quickly be dispersed into the harbor, and from there into the Pacific
Ocean. We are in earthquake and tsunami zones, which might create a catastrophe upon a
catastrophe.

There is a national wildlife refuge, Bowerman Basin, immediately adjacent to a proposed oil
storage and off-loading facility, as well as a national marine sanctuary along the coast in the
Pacific Ocean. This is madness! These land uses are not compatible. The wildlife refuge and
sanctuary already exist and should take priority. Grays Harbor and Bowerman Basin are a very
significant stopover for migrating birds. We are responsible for being good stewards of this
resource. A national wildlife refuge is for all the citizens of this nation (and it is visited by
people from all over the world) as well as the wildlife which it supports. We cannot risk the
possibility of an oil spill here.

We should not justify exporting crude oil on the basis of jobs that might be created, because one
accident would wipe out natural resources on which many of us already depend for our
livelihoods, food, and recreation. Fish, oysters, invertebrates, birds, seals, plants, and humans
might be poisoned or disappear because of an oil spill. There are many examples around the
world of what happens, so we do not have to guess. The land and water still have not recovered
from the spills in Valdez, Alaska or all around the Gulf of Mexico. We have walked on beaches
where oil has been spilled off the coast, and tar balls keep washing up for years afterwards.
There is no amount of money that can make up for contaminated land and water which perhaps
can never be returned to its original state.

Besides the environmental concerns, we believe the trains transporting crude oil through Grays



Harbor County would be a burden as well as a danger to people who live and work here. The
train tracks do not bypass the cities of Grays Harbor. Instead, they pass through the middle of
several populated areas, and since they would be traveling at very slow speeds, very long trains
would cut off some areas entirely. Apparently this crude oil is extremely flammable. We cannot
afford the risk of a spill and/or combustion. There's too much danger for people and property
along the transport routes through cities and residential areas, with the added risk of access being
cut off for medical responders. We have recently seen reports of crude oil accidents all over

the country resulting in fires which cannot be extinguished. We do not want Grays Harbor to be
the next location.

We believe there are significant reasons why crude oil cannot be safely transported through
Grays Harbor.

Very truly,
Rilaenoe Py
Canegory (2 Dy

Rebecca and Greg Durr
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil ter-
minals in Grays Harbor. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor,
and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail
and marine traffic congestion; increasing the po-
tential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters;
harming existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our communities,
public health, and environment at risk. These ter-
minals, and the transport of crude oil to and from
these terminals, would damage 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.

Thank you, \ {\ @MMU

5|gnatur

My name is lgig 2 3 ' aMA |

st name
My addressis W MJ

WAz iy (’ﬁem Mw 59540
city state zip

email phone

I'm concerned that M L7 1 Q ﬂ

e NAMS é,

Please study the impact of




Westway and Imperium Renewqbles D =

EXPANSION PROJECTS

Scoping Commment

Please Print Date: ('/?;C?- Y
Name: r, . Title (if applicable):
ame }Q;p L/ fbélm}c e (if applicable

Organization/Business (if applicable):

Telephone: ﬂ L O 8'32) O"ILQQ

EMail () e o bp\no, D oot smea] Cown

Address: \\ \ W & SVee! \

City: C_QJ\\JO\\ \q State: Uvr)\)).; zip: 853 |

Written comments regarding ths scopa of the EIS are invited from interested parties to ensure that the full range of environmental
issues related o the proposed action s identfied and evaluated. All comments received, including names and addresses of

commenters, will became part of the official administrative record and will be made available to the public. Information, written
mments, or questions rziated ‘o the preparation of the EIS shouid be received on or before May 27, 2014.

/W Lov] hau il mq,éd/ [ Ao pot

5/% % a poo /QUc% I mmc Yo% 4/44,{/)“5 7

[ Ao aNe MAL (NG PISe ) [Aarea

O 0. _Bera.20 Orppen. 70 A ¥

}\ N . QJr A 2
Al <tiAac/ NDAN DL Ny
> Lf‘ﬁ

/f% W qsf/"\—u-«\
‘ﬁ( Loert 1 \NY Vot &C(Qﬁvzjo(d 7 a0
MNOT= 20N bt <<gon Yo Ba an
72 Siw%ws A porn _mabhine WD ate
/\M M J’LM /O(Za' Ffén/\./\/uq \Ab\fﬂﬁt)‘,

NM.

Please attach additional pages if your comment doesn't fit in the space provided.

Comments may be submitted today or mailed to:
Westway and imperium Renewables Expansion Projects EISs
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Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing
grounds, and accelerate climate change. I
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-
um projects.
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first name last name
Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington My addressis _] J ?34 —
stree
State Department of Ecology: UpRELINE WA (? ? / 73
city state zip

I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil ter-
minals in Grays Harbor. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Gréys Harbor,
and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail
and marine traffic congestion; increasing the po-
tential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters;
harming existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our communities,
public health, and environment at risk. These ter-
minals, and the transport of crude oil to and from
these terminals, would damage aquatic ecosystems,  piease study the impact of
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.

P

Thank you,




NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS W Tods/  ELhF |

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing
grounds, and accelerate climate change. I
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-
um projects.

Thank you,

last name
My address is 3;05. (A ?‘7"’) /QJ(.
street X
Sealiave U 9722 |
cht ) state So?- 2ip !
Iste ¢ % 2 L€ K
email phone

I'm concerned that 22¢ riwd / E ;{&g € e !’4\ I
i
[

CemcR( o1l teoa e sxpfae’ﬂ_:

Please study the impact Za A&_ al
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RECEIVED

MAY 13 2014
Brady Engvall
From: Brady Engvall [brady@bradysoysters.com]
Sent: Saturday, May 10, 2014 2:19 PM
To: Brady Engvall
Subject: Comments CBR- Originally typing into DOE's comment site. Error message appeared when

sent so | did a ¢/p and will mail to ICF International, Seattle

RE: Comments to CBR Imperium-Westway

Dear Sirs,

In the last two weeks the local railroad (RR) has run off the tracks in the city of
Aberdeen twice. This does not breed confidence that the local RR can haul crude
oil to the port without a serious accident. Crude oil that has been proposed to be
hauled has been described as dangerous by the federal government recently.
Besides that industrial alcohol is also hauled on the same tracks and stored in close
proximity to the crude oil storage tanks. Within the blast radius(currently
described by the federal government as 2,000' for fracked crude)are important
facilities such as grain silos feeding export markets world wide. With these facts in
mind | ask the following questions. Will the entire RR line from Centralia to
Hoquiam be rebuilt to handle the large volume of crude oil proposed? Does the
city of Hoquiam have fire fighting equipment and man power to fight a
crude/alcohol fire? Does mutual aid agreements allow other fire departments to
respond ? Does Hoquiam have and other responders have crude/alcohol fire
training? Does Hoquiam and other responders have class "B" foam capability to
fight oil fires?

What about ElIma and Montesano- do they have oil fire capability and man power
staffing to fight an oil fire and can their mutual aid help in an oil fire event? Does
Aberdeen and Hoquiam presently fence RR stored transported hazardous
materials such as at the siding in Aberdeen( presently this siding has no fencing)?
Will the RR identify and tell local fire department what is in the RR cars so they can
be prepared in case of a special fire event? Who trains first responders and will the
RR help with the cost? Have fumes and secondary impacts been investigated to
protect first and mutual aid responders. Does the Hoquiam and mutual aid
responders have enough Aid-Car capability to cover a major event? finally- how
will the RR and port protect the public from that one unknowable- the person bent
on creating a catastrophic event by their actions? Will surveillance of the area be
constant and verifiabie?
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Brady EngEII

From: Brady Engvall [brady@bradysoysters.com]

Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 2:43 PM RECEIVED
To: Brady Engvall MAY 119 2014
Subject: Comments to CBR (Crude By Rail)

RE: Scoping comments to CBR Iimperium-Westway

Dear Sirs,

Westway and Imperium presently are asking for permits to ship crude oil
through the Port of Grays Harbor. Tank farms for crude oil are going to be
placed on land owned by the Port. This land has been described as
dredge spoils and close to the Grays Harbor estuary. Many other Port
renters are located in the same area. As a retired shell fish farmer, in
Grays Harbor, | have real concerns about these projects. Because of the
nature of crude oil as a product and its current history of not being
friendly to the natural environment | have these questions to be
answered in the draft EIS.

Earth quakes and resultant tsunami type waves in the location of storage tanks will
be a problem. We are in a earth quake zone of great magnitude just off the
Washington coast. It has been reported that an earth quake of just 6.00 on the
Richter Scale would cause liquefaction in dredge spoils plus possible tank failure.
What analysis (peer reviewed) has been undertaken that would allow the
proposed tanks to be built on dredge spoils? If liquefaction did happen what
would be the outcome for the estuary? Would containment proposed hold all the
oil and would the containment structures maintain their integrity? What safety
features will be in place to stop oil transfer during a quake event? Will cleanup
proposals work during an event and will cleanup crews be available for a massive
spill? Where would cleanup start on land or in the water? What fire control
measures would be in place since in Japan during the last quake fire was a major
hazard? These are just simple questions and could be expanded to be very
inclusive but you can see the proposals are not appropriate for location and scale
of the projects present real risks for the public.



Tsunamis are a part of earth quakes off coastal Washington. The location of the
proposed projects are within the tsunami flood zone for Aberdeen and Hoquiam.
Couple an earth quake and a tsunami and you have total devastation. Because of
the nature of crude oil and scale of the proposed projects Grays Harbor would
never recover from an event. What study will be conducted to examine the effects
of an earth quake and tsunami event on Grays Harbor and coastal Washington? s
a cost benefit analysis being prepared to compare long term benefits as opposed
to total damage cost from a catastrophic event when it occurs?

How long would it take the estuary to return to its original condition given the
element of crude oil in the event of a massive spill. What are the benefits of Grays
Harbor to fishing, shell fish farming and clam digging if lost to a spill? What is the
occurrence here of smaller earth quakes at or above 6.00 for Grays Harbor. Is it
within the projected life of the project?

Sea level rise is now an accepted fact. How much and when are in dispute but it is
happening and will continue to happen. What is the projected impacts from sea
level rise on the projects? Will storm events added to sea level rise threaten the
projects in their projected life span? The Chehalis River floods yearly does adding
flood conditions, sea level rise and storm events threaten the location of the
projects? What are the projections for sea level rise at the projects location and
what effect does this have on RR lines serving the projects? Does soft RR bed lead
to toppled rail tank cars?

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

Brady Engvall (360) 268 5518
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Brady Engvall

From: Brady Engvall [brady@bradysoysters.com]
Sent: Monday, May 12, 2014 1:36 PM

To: : Brady Engvall :

Subject: Comments CBR (Crude By Rail)

RE: Comments to CBR Imperium-Westway

Dear Sirs,

Fifty jobs are being proposed for the CBR projects. As a recent scoping meeting it
was stated by a person, with oil operations experience, that these types of
operations rely on automation as humans make mistakes. So maybe the original
50 jobs as proposed is not the real figure in reality? A recent quote from an
editorial in the Aberdeen World puts the issue of jobs in perspective: “A National
Ocean and Atmospheric Administration report released this week said the
commercial seafood industry in Washington was responsible for just shy of 61,000
jobs in 2012. A heckuva lot of those are on the Twin Harbors. Crude oil and
seafood don’t mix.” Just the oyster production from Grays Harbor is $3,230,500
without economic multipliers. Willapa and Grays Harbor shellfish together
account for $19,549,000 with multipliers in both harbors. As you can see the
benefits to local economies are great not even adding in Dungeness crabs, razor
clams and other associated seafoods.

Oil spills happen, a steady drip or something catastrophic, that is a given and clean
up is never complete with 10 to 15% of cleanup considered a success. You have to
imagine and include Willapa in the discussion as oil spills never stay put and
impacts range far and wide. A little bit goes a long way.

Given this | submit the following comments and questions. Are there reliable
baseline studies in Grays Harbor that define food chains and population dynamics
in the estuary that would spell out what would be lost in the event of an oil spill?
Who would do these studies and who would do the peer review? A few years ago
a ship, the New Carissa, went aground near Coos Bay. The spill out in the open
ocean of bunker fuel went into the estuary and killed many of Clauson’s oysters. it
was only 70,000 gallons of bunker fuel but it took many years for the settlement to
wind its way through the courts after the shipping company appealed the original

1



settlement. What will be the order of settlement if oil is spilled in GH? Will the
railroad, the Port and shipping companies be responsible for losses to the oyster
growers and not go bankrupt or challenge settlements after a spill? Will the
companies who handle the oil be bonded for future spills and who administers and
guarantees the bonds? Will affected citizens be able to collect unemployment
insurance during and after a spill episode and if so for how long? After a spill has
been partiaily cieaned up (success could be labeled as little as 10-15%) who pays
for market disruption? After a spill it will never be the same as customers either
don’t come any longer or question the health of your product. This has been the
experience of the Gulf seafood industry after the Deepwater Horizon oil spill.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on CBR.

Dra Z{MM/ - (3L0) R4E 5578
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Brady Enggall

From: Brady Engvall [brady@bradysoysters.com]

Sent: Sunday, May 18, 2014 3:20 PM RECENED
To: Brady Engvall MAY 2 2 2014
Subject: Scoping comments Imperium-Westway

Dear Sirs,

Imperium and Westway want to being crude oil to Grays Harbor for
transshipment through the Grays Harbor estuary and along coastal
Washington. These huge projects by scale will expose both Willapa and
Grays Harbor estuaries to potential oil spill risks. Both of these estuaries
have a natural resource based economy which provides to their
respective communities over 30% of their economic base. By its very
nature of and history crude oil and natural resource based economies do
not exist comfortably together. Example- Exxon Valdez and Deepwater
Horizon. The word “cleanup” is used extensively to describe how a spill
would be treated but the word for clams , crabs, salmon and oysters has
no meaning in reality as 15-20% clean up is considered a success. This
leaves 80 t0 85% to be cleaned up by mother nature over time. Our
natural resource economies will not survive this impact. Railroads(RR) are
an important part of these proposed projects as this is how the oil gets to
the Port and transshipment tank farms. Getting to Grays Harbor the
trains cross 100 water courses and wetlands from Centralia each
important to the sustainability of our natural resource economy.

The RR that provides this service to the projects is the Puget Sound to Pacific by
name and is now having great difficulty staying on the tracks. Just in the last two
weeks they have had three grain car derailments in Grays Harbor county and each
spilling grain. With the recent history for crude oil trains with environmental
damage and explosions one only has to imagine what may have happened if these
grain derailments had been crude oil in DOT-111 cars. It must also be mentioned
that on the same tracks and rail yards there are ethanol tanker cars that are in
proximity to population centers in Grays Harbor county. With these concerns | ask
these questions to be answered in the Draft EIS.

1



1
Lt
) I
& L}
' ah
-
.;.. =
il -
12 ;
T
1 1 1
1
[
b
1
i
"I 1
I i
e
1
. 1 e
| i -
u

"
17 vlu-l:; w1
Sy 1 e
.'. -I
| I : i ! 1=
E | i,
I LI i, B (. { )
\ . i
i b iy '
I &0 ol i N
: |
10
! 1
I 1
8
!
. L N e | I
— o ! |'
& ! '_ ! ' I
! ' )
1 . F o
| £h s
. I e b [
1m0
I
1 1 =
o e s I ©
1
| i ! 1
KRN o
' !

"

T




Who provides insurance coverage for the RR and is the amount compatible with
the risk? In the event of a spill can the RR just declare bankruptcy without
involving their parent companies? Will the RR upgrade their infrastructure before
any crude is sent to Grays Harbor and will the upgrades be peer reviewed? Who
provides spill cleanup services to the RR and where are and what are the amounts
of spill cleanup equipment available in a spill event? How much man power is
available for cleanup and what are the response times that are guaranteed? If
response times are not met is their automatic fines and who pays the fines? What
is the training required for response providers and is it updated yearly? What is
the plan for dilbit (dilute bitumen) from Canada’s tar sands- is their now a
dependable, verifiable and certified clean up method available for this type of
crude? What will projected sea level rise be and will the rise effect the RR track
bed? If rain fall increases (note- rain fall this spring is blamed for the grain cars
falling over) due to climate change will this impact the integrity of the RR track
bed? Port facilities in Hoquiam, next to the Grays Harbor estuary, is the
destination of the oil trains. What safety precautions will be provided to insure
that crude rail cars are safe from potential damage and fires resultant from other
local explosion prone business’ such as biofuel manufacturing? What precautions
will be in place to protect numerous grain silo’s from tank car fires and explosions
in the event of a catastrophic event? Will earth quakes as little as 6.00 on the
Richter Scale affect the trains on the tracks at the off loading facilities? What is the
plan to identify train car contents for local responders given crude and ethanol in
proximity to the off loading location? What other types of flammable material is
stored close by the crude oil cars and do they pose a threat?

Will DOT 111 tanker cars be used to haul crude to the Port and tank farms?

These are the questions that quickly come to mind and | reserve the right to
expand my concerns as new information comes to light.

Brady Engvall (360) 268 5518
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! RECEIVED

MAY 27 201
Brad¥ Engvall
From: Brady Engvall [brady@bradysoysters.com]
Sent: Monday, May 19, 2014 8:39 AM
To: Brady Engvall
Subject: Comments to CBR Imperium-Westway.

RE: Comments to CBR Imperium-Westway

Dear Sirs,

Crude by Rail (CBR) is coming to Grays Harbor. There are many concerns regarding
this product and the methods by which it may be handled. The scope and scale of
the proposed tank farms are far beyond anything the estuary has ever
experienced. It has been averred that the scale may grow as markets grow and
market potential is certainly there. Canadian tar sands dilute bitumen is proposed
to be delivered by rail to the tank farms. To date, no known method is available to
cleanup tar sand crude efficiently. Crude oil has a legacy of impacting water
bodies and shorelines in a negative way. It is difficult to cleanup spills and the fact
that it travels with the tides and before the winds it’s impacts are great over long
distances. These proposed tank farms and resulting ship transits have the potential
to impact Grays Harbor, Willapa and ocean beach environments. These bays and
beaches provide over 30% of the economic base for both Pacific and Grays Harbor
counties.

Spills are inevitable- whether it is a drip, drip over time or a catastrophic event it
will happen. Always has and always will. Given that outcome and the potential to
destroy a large part of the economic base of two harbors | have these concerns.
Grays Harbor is a sunken valley that needs extensive dredging by the Corp of
Engineers (COE) to keep the channel deep enough to support shipping. One million
to 1.7 million cubic yards need to be dredged each year. Dredge spoils are
deposited in three locations two within Grays Harbor and one outside the harbor
on the Westport ocean beach. Crude oil spilled into salt water spreads and a
portion sinks after losing some of its lighter distillates and contacting sediment on
the shore lines, beaches and mud flats. Our estuaries are continually being
buffeted by ocean swells, wind waves and tides. Heavy sediment always moves to
the lowest point in the estuary which are the channels that the COE must dredge.



The COE is required to place contaminated dredge spoils in upland locations out of
the marine environment. The questions | have are below:

Does the COE have a dedicated upland spoil site to take yearly contaminated
dredge spoils as required? Does the COE have a protocol in place to identify crude
oil contaminated dredge spoils as it is dredged? Will open ocean dumping be
allowed for crude contaminated dredge spoils? If open ocean dumping is allowed
will the additional cost be computed in dredging cost/ benefit analysis? Tanker
ships will be used to haul crude away from Grays Harbor to remote markets they
load at docks. Presently siltation around the Port’s piers are cleaned by clamshell
dredges and a water jet array. Where ships tie there will be crude oil
accumulations. How will these dredged materials be checked for contamination so
that contamination does not get recycled back into the shellfish growing
environment? |s there a protocol in place. How will the water jet arrays be
monitored for crude contamination and is there presently a protocol in place? Will
each loading ship be preboomed to contain an oil spill. If so, on days and nights
that weather conditions prevent prebooming what other precautionary methods
will be used to protect against a crude spill? Will there be onsite responders to
protect against a spill when a ship is being loaded? What is the alternative plan for
rapid spill cleanup when the weather is stormy?

Ballast water is used in tankers when traveling without a load. How will ballast
water be handled for tankers coming to Grays Harbor? Will Hoquiam have a pump
station for contaminated ballast water? How close to the harbor can tankers
discharge ballast water before going over the bar? How is ballast water treated to
keep unwanted critters from entering our coastal environment?

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on these proposals.

Brady Engvall (360)268 5518
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RECEIVED

MAY 27 2004
Brady Engyall
From: Brady Engvall [brady@bradysoysters.com]
Sent: Monday, May 26, 2014 10:04 AM
To: Brady Engvali
Subject: Comments to: Imperium-Westway scoping for EIS

Please include by reference comments by: Quinault Indian Nation,
Willapa Grays Harbor Oyster Growers Association and Washington
Dungeness Crab Fishermen’s Association.

RE: Scoping for Westway-Imperium EIS.

Three Crude By Rail (CBR) projects are being planned for Grays Harbor.
Potential impacts to the natural environment are huge. Grays Harbor
relies on an economic foundation based on natural resources. Dungeness
crab fishing ($35-560,000,000 state wide of which GH contributes
heavily), tourism ( $30,000,000 as reported by the Grays Harbor Chamber
of Commerce), razor clam digging (522,000,000 as reported by the
Washington State Department of Fisheries) and oysters ( $3,230,500 for
Grays Harbor oyster production as reported by Department of Fisheries
records). As you can see these industries are all clean water related. One
crude oil spill would threaten these basic industries of which our coastal
communities rely. Oil spills happen- it is inevitable and impacts always
last long after the spill cleanup crew has declared victory and left the
scene.

The following questions need to be addressed in the scoping EIS process-

Statutory requirements of Coastal Marine Spatial Planning requires that
existing sustainable uses be protected. How will these historic uses be
protected given that just 10-15% of an oil spill cleaned up is considered
successful? Which government agency will guarantee historic uses are
protected? Is liability insurance high enough to cover all cleanup costs to
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guarantee sustainable uses as per statutory requirements? Will the
public be indemnified for their natural resource losses from an oil spill?
What agency can the public petition if long term losses are incurred?
Secondary losses by local tourist businesses- are they covered by cleanup
damage awards? How far up the natural resource benefit ladder will
losses be covered by insurance awards?

In order to identify natural resource losses there must be baseline studies
done to identify that which will be lost. Who will do these studies and will
the studies be done before any crude oil is delivered to Grays Harbor? It
is not only the estuary that studies must be conducted but from Centralia
to the far end of ocean beaches north and south as this is the natural
habitat that is all interrelated. Who will be responsible for sediment
studies as these are very important for crude oil spills as tidal conditions
and time will not allow much cleanup on the mud flats after a spill? How
will crude oil combine with mud and sand to make tar balls and will tar
balls remain stationary or will they be moved around by wind and
currents to different locations over time? Because the Corp of Engineers
must dredge the Grays Harbor navigation channel yearly will tar balls and
errant crude be dredged up over time? If so, where will these
contaminated dredge spoils be discharged and who is responsible to
make sure these spoils don’t get redeposited in the estuary?

Through the whole process of the coming EIS it has been stated (over and
over again) that only American crude can be shipped out of Grays Harbor
because of federal law requirements. But in truth something else is
reality. The railroads have said that they have to haul legal products,
American and Canadian. The Canadian product is tar sands crude- the
worst possible product to spill into a marine and fresh water
environments. It sinks and it defies cleanup by its very nature of being
very heavy and the need for soivents to make it pumpable. Because local
folks cannot control what comes to our shores there is a real possibility

2



that Grays Harbor would become the tar sands crude oil North American
export point. Given that does Department of Ecology(DOE) have a tested,
peer reviewed, effective way to clean up tar sands crude 0il? Can and will
DOE demonstrate their methods for crude oil clean up? Will the US Coast
Guard demonstrate effective clean up methods and response times. If
cleanup is impossible what are the long term (peer reviewed) impacts our
water bodies will experience? Is there sufficient insurance funds for full
restitution to fisheries, tourism and to public citizen benefits of a healthy
environment we all depend on?

Thank you very much for the opportunity to comment on scoping for the
coming EIS. And- in the end when all has failed and the developers have
packed up their “carpet bags” and fled to more comfortable environs and
have left the public to wallow in their misery we can say, “we tried but no
one listened”. Please listen!

Brady Engvall (360) 268 5518
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS M Fpcaery  fofeck

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing
grounds, and accelerate climate change. I
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-
um projects.
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RECEIVED

April 25,2014 MAY 05 204
Dear Dept of Ecology and the City of Hoquiam,

The current terminal proposals will impact my

community.
| stand with the Quinault Indian Nation (Qin) and |

am in total agreement with their legal
description urging opposition to oil transport and
shipment through Grays Harbor.

There are five other issues to consider.
1.The DOT-111 rail cars need to be redesigned
to carry hazardous materials. |
2. There is a total lack of communication be-
tween state and government agencies with
BNSF Railway Company.
3.There are four National Wildlife Refuge Sys-
tems in this area.
1.Copalis National Wildlife Refuge.
2.Grays Harbor National Wildlife Refuge.
3.Willapa National Wildlife Refuge.
4.Black River Unite, near Olympia,WA
These are all under the protection of the



Federal Government.

4.The number of local emergency responders
the BNSF railway must advise in advance of
shipment is -O-.

5. Finally number 5! On April 10, 2014 U.S.
Senator Patty Murray, held a transportation
hearing to discuss safety regulations to protect
communities in face of more growth.

The railroads are effectively exempt from regu-
lations that restrict other transportation modes,
such as roads and pipelines. Since this letter was
created, there has been a nasty grain spill in
Aberdeen,Wa. and in the following days another
rail fire in Virginia, need | say more? The safety
regulations have now gone to the White House.

We are a small community of great spirited people.
We cannot sustain or control all of the impending
problems these trains will bring. Please look
carefully at the economic and environmental im-
pacts.

Sincerely,

Arlene Eubanks
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Please acknowledge receipt of attached comment: Sity of Hoquiam Oil Terminal.docx Thank you for
the opportunity to comment.

https://analysis.commentworks.com/cwx/EditSubmission.aspx?objid=120440 10/20/2015



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.

| strongly oppose the construction of oil export terminals at Grays Harbor, WA without
preparation of a Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS). APEIS 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 | 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 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



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



thermal energy plants, vessels may not be available to transport oil from the terminal or
other circumstances that a reasonable person could anticipate.

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.

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.

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, | 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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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.

https://analysis.commentworks.com/cwx/EditSubmission.aspx?objid=120580 10/20/2015



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-E* 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.

o Many types of irregularities are prohibited.

o Nonstructural components that could cause injury must be provided with seismic restraint.

o Nonstructural systems required for life safety protection must be demonstrated to be capable of post-

earthquake functionality.
o Special construction quality assurance measures are required.



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!

“Qil 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?

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?

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?

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?

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?

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?

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 OwI?



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 OwI?

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?

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?



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?

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?

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
guality 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
guality 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?



Folds and Faults Associated with Grays Harbor
Including Recent Earthquake Locations
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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



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? (l.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 Qil 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. Orour 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?


http://www.tea.army.mil/DODProg/RND/default.htm
http://www.cnic.navy.mil/regions/cnrnw/installations/navbase_kitsap.html

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 Qil is transported

through Grays Harbor?

a.

o T

169)

Why haven’t these investments already taken place for the methanol cars, which are a
highly flammable and combustible hazardous material?

How much will these improvements cost?

Who will pay for such improvements?

Will these improvements be made before or after the proposed facilities become
operationally complete?

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.

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 Qil 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.

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 Qil 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.



170)

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.
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;

e Can be cheaper than wooden alternatives.

e Does not need to be treated with chemicals.

e Does not rot.

e Extra weight makes track more stable, particularly with changes in temperature.

o Withstand fire hazards better than wooden sleepers.

e Longer life than wooden sleepers.

e Less maintenance means lower ongoing costs and fewer track closures.

e 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.
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.
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.
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?

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?



172)

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?
If not, why?
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?
Every school in close proximity to the railroad must have classes on rail safety. Will this
be required?

a. If not, why?
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.

b.

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?

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?

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)
cities?
a.

174)
a.
b.

What impacts will this increased rail traffic from these proposals have to tourism in our

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?
What impacts will these proposals have on the local real-estate markets?
What impacts will the proposed terminals have on the housings prices in residential
neighborhoods near them?
What impacts will the increased rail traffic have on local real-estate values, in each city
in Grays Harbor?






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 Qil 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

* 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

e Tioga, ND 58852, 1,244 - http://www.tiogand.net/
e Ray, ND 58849, 609 - http://www.raynd.com/
e Williston, ND 58801, 18,532 - http://www.cityofwilliston.com/

Southern Branch Sub-Route (from South to North):
Montana:

Railroad: Burlington Northern Santa Fe


http://www.tiogand.net/
http://www.raynd.com/
http://www.cityofwilliston.com/

e Sidney, Mt 59270, 5,934 - http://www.cityofsidneymt.com/index.html
e 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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e North Bonneville, WA 98639, 961 - http://www.northbonneville.net/
e Washougal, WA 98671, 14,584 - http://www.cityofwashougal.us/

e Camas, WA 98607, 20,490 - http://www.cityofcamas.us/

e 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

e Hermiston, OR 97838, 17,111 - http://www.hermiston.or.us/

e Boardman, OR 97818, 3,335 - http://www.cityofboardman.com/

e Rufus, OR 97050, 243 - http://www.cityofrufus.net/

e The Dalles, OR 97058, 13,783 - http://www.ci.the-dalles.or.us/

e Mosier, OR 97040, 437 - http://cityofmosier.com/

e Hood River, OR 97031, 7,292 - http://ci.hood-river.or.us/

e (Cascade Locks, OR 97014, 1,149 - http://www.cascade-locks.or.us/
e Troutdale, OR 97060, 16,425 - http://www.ci.troutdale.or.us/

e Wood Village, OR 97060, 3,960 - http://www.ci.wood-village.or.us/
e Fairview, OR 97024, 9,153 - http://fairvieworegon.gov/

e Gresham, OR 97030, 108,956 - https://greshamoregon.gov/

e 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)

e Scappoose, OR 97056, 6,658 - http://www.ci.scappoose.or.us/

e St. Helens, OR 97051, 12,910 - http://www.ci.st-helens.or.us/

e Columbia City, OR 97018, 1,940 - http://www.columbia-city.org/
e Rainier, OR 97048, 1,889 - http://www.cityofrainier.com/

North Route from Vancouver to Centralia (South to North):
Washington:
Railroad: Burlington Northern Santa Fe

e Ridgefield, WA 98642, 5,260 - http://www.ci.ridgefield.wa.us/

e Woodland, WA 98674, 5,540 - http://www.ci.woodland.wa.us/

e Kalama, WA 98625, 2,323 - http://www.cityofkalama.com/

e Kelso, WA, 11,832 - http://www.kelso.gov/

e Longview, WA, 36,458 - http://www.mylongview.com/

e Castle Rock, WA 98611, 1,984 - http://ci.castle-rock.wa.us/index.htm

e Vader, WA 98593, 619 - http://www.mrsc.org/cityprofiles/cityprofile.aspx?id=241
e  Winlock, WA 98596, 1,329 - http://www.winlockwa.govoffice2.com/

e Napavine, WA 98565, 1,766 - http://www.cityofnapavine.com/

e Chehalis, WA, 7,298 - http://ci.chehalis.wa.us/



http://www.northbonneville.net/
http://www.cityofwashougal.us/
http://www.cityofcamas.us/
http://www.cityofvancouver.us/
http://www.hermiston.or.us/
http://www.cityofboardman.com/
http://www.cityofrufus.net/
http://www.ci.the-dalles.or.us/
http://cityofmosier.com/
http://ci.hood-river.or.us/
http://www.cascade-locks.or.us/
http://www.ci.troutdale.or.us/
http://www.ci.wood-village.or.us/
http://fairvieworegon.gov/
https://greshamoregon.gov/
http://www.portlandoregon.gov/
http://www.ci.scappoose.or.us/
http://www.ci.st-helens.or.us/
http://www.columbia-city.org/
http://www.cityofrainier.com/
http://www.ci.ridgefield.wa.us/
http://www.ci.woodland.wa.us/
http://www.cityofkalama.com/
http://www.kelso.gov/
http://www.mylongview.com/
http://ci.castle-rock.wa.us/index.htm
http://www.mrsc.org/cityprofiles/cityprofile.aspx?id=241
http://www.winlockwa.govoffice2.com/
http://www.cityofnapavine.com/
http://ci.chehalis.wa.us/

e 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)

e Rochester, WA 98579, 1,829* - http://www.rochester-wa.com/
e Oakville, WA 98568, 676 - http://www.oakvillecityhall.com/

e FElma, WA 98541, 3,052 - http://www.cityofelma.com/

e Montesano, WA 98563, 3,905 - http://www.montesano.us/

e Aberdeen, WA, 16,529 - http://aberdeenwa.gov/

e Hoquiam, WA, 8,535 - http://www.cityofhoquiam.com/

North Route from Centralia to Seattle (South to North):
Washington:
Railroad: Burlington Northern Santa Fe

e Bucoda, WA 98530, 562 - http://bucoda.us/

e Tenino, WA 98589, 1,699 - http://www.ci.tenino.wa.us/

e Lacey, WA 98503, 43,860 - http://www.ci.lacey.wa.us/

e DuPont, WA 98327, 8,808 - http://www.ci.dupont.wa.us/

e Steilacoom, WA 98388, 6,070 - http://www.townofsteilacoom.com/
e University Place, WA 98466, 31,562 - http://www.cityofup.com/
e Tacoma, WA, 202,010 - http://www.cityoftacoma.org/

e Fife, WA, 98424, 9,333 - http://www.cityoffife.org/

e Puyallup, WA, 38,147 - http://www.cityofpuyallup.org/

e Edgewood, WA 98372, 9,501 - http://www.cityofedgewood.org/
e Sumner, WA 98390, 9,541 - http://ci.sumner.wa.us/

e Pacific, WA 98047, 6,838 - http://www.cityofpacific.com/

e Algona, WA 98001, 3,101 - http://www.algonawa.gov/

e ** Ayburn, WA, 73,505 - http://www.auburnwa.gov/home.htm
e Kent, WA, 122,999 - http://kentwa.gov/

e Tukwila, WA, 19,611 - http://www.tukwilawa.gov/

e Renton, WA, 95,448 - http://rentonwa.gov/government/

e 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

e Shoreline, WA, 54,352 - http://www.cityofshoreline.com/

e Woodway, WA 98020, 1,322 - http://www.townofwoodway.com/

e Edmonds, WA, 40,400 - http://www.ci.edmonds.wa.us/

e Lynnwood, WA (North Lynnwood), 36,275 - http://www.ci.lynnwood.wa.us/
e Mukilteo, WA, 98275, 20,605 - http://www.ci.mukilteo.wa.us/

e ** Fyerett, WA, 104,655 - http://www.ci.everett.wa.us/default.aspx
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e  Marysville, WA, 62,402 - http://www.marysville.ca.us/

e Stanwood, WA 98292, 6,422 - http://www.ci.stanwood.wa.us/
e Mt Vernon, WA, 32,287 - http://www.mountvernonwa.gov/

e Burlington, WA, 98233, 8,470 - http://burlingtonwa.gov/

Anacortes Refinery:

e Anacortes, WA, 98221, 15,928 - http://www.cityofanacortes.org/

North Route (Cont.):
Washington:
Railroad: Burlington Northern Santa Fe

e Bellingham, WA, 82,234 - http://www.cob.org/
e Ferndale, WA 98248, 11,998 - http://www.cityofferndale.org/
e Blaine, WA 98230, 4,831 - http://www.ci.blaine.wa.us/

British Columbia, Canada:
Railroad: Burlington Northern Santa Fe/Canada National

e White Rock, BC, 19,339* - http://www.whiterockcity.ca/

e Surrey, BC, 468,251* - http://www.surrey.ca/

e Delta, BC (Corporation/Municipality Includes Cities), 99,863* - http://www.corp.delta.bc.ca/
e New Westminster, BC, 65,976* - http://www.newwestcity.ca/

e Burnaby, BC, 223,218* - http://www.burnaby.ca/home.html

e Vancouver, BC, 603,502* - http://vancouver.ca/

Some Facts:
Total Cities along routes including populations divided up by State/Province:

e 3 Communities in North Dakota, 20,385 Total Pop.
e 15in Montana, 48,359

e 3inldaho, 17,037

e 91in Washington, 2,785,377

e 16in Oregon, 808,347

e 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:

e US Census Bureau — Census Explorer -
http://www.census.gov/censusexplorer/censusexplorer.html

e Census of Canada — Statistic Canada, Census Data Navigator -
http://www12.statcan.gc.ca/census-recensement/2011/dp-pd/map-carte/index-eng.cfm



http://www.marysville.ca.us/
http://www.ci.stanwood.wa.us/
http://www.mountvernonwa.gov/
http://burlingtonwa.gov/
http://www.cityofanacortes.org/
http://www.cob.org/
http://www.cityofferndale.org/
http://www.ci.blaine.wa.us/
http://www.whiterockcity.ca/
http://www.surrey.ca/
http://www.corp.delta.bc.ca/
http://www.newwestcity.ca/
http://www.burnaby.ca/home.html
http://vancouver.ca/
http://www.census.gov/censusexplorer/censusexplorer.html
http://www12.statcan.gc.ca/census-recensement/2011/dp-pd/map-carte/index-eng.cfm

List can be found at; http://fracfocus.org/chemical-use/what-chemicals-are-used

Possible frakking chemicals that could be found in Crude Qil 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) -



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.



a.)

5.)

6.)

7.)

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.

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.

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.

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.

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.



8.)

9.

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.

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:



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



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



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°2808.54” 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



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°2526.91” 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) - O 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.



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



Length: Northwest Approach (None) - O ft.
Single Steel Truss span- 130 ft.
Southeast Approach (None) - O 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



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) - O ft.

Single Steel Truss span- 160 ft.
Southeast Approach (None) - O 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.
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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!

https://analysis.commentworks.com/cwx/EditSubmission.aspx?objid=120524 10/20/2015



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-E* 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.

o Only structural systems that are capable of providing superior performance permitted.

o 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.
o Special construction quality assurance measures are required.



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!

“Qil 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?

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?

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?

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?

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?

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?

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 OwI?

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?

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?

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?

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?

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
guality 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
guality 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?



Folds and Faults Associated with Grays Harbor
Including Recent Earthquake Locations
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Imperium and Westay Bulk Liquid Facilitys EIS 2014
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS

Rmw=City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of RN P@&OQK"

I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil ter-
minals in Grays Harbor. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor,
and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail
and marine traffic congestion; increasing the po-
tential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters;
harming existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our communities,
public health, and environment at risk. These ter-
minals, and the transport of crude oil to and from
these terminals, would damage aquatic ecosystems,
éndanger 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.

<-.,.~ \&
Thank you,
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil ter-
minals in Grays Harbor. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor,
and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail
and marine traffic congestion; increasing the po-
tential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters;
harming existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our communities,
public health, and environment at risk. These ter-
minals, and the transport of crude oil to and from
these terminals, would damage 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.

Thank you,W m
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil ter-
minals in Grays Harbor. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor,
and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail
and marine traffic congestion; increasing the po-
tential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters;
harming existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our communities,
public health, and environment at risk. These ter-
minals, and the transport of crude oil to and from
these terminals, would damage 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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Thank you,
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Please Print Date: & & ) / o0/ 9/'
Name: D Ave ?:;)mée r Title (if applicable):

Organization/Business (if applicable):

Telephone: J60-5 3’ 3- 7655

E-Mail:

Address: _J_&J_é_Aﬁmrfé@ Ave.
City: ‘béaﬁ_[L State: () A Zip: 9&550

Written comments regarding the scope of the EIS are invited from interested parties to ensure that the full range of environmental
issues related to the proposed action is identified and evaluated. All comments received, including names and addresses of
commenters, will become part of the official administrative record and wili e made available to the public. Information, written
comments, or questions related fo the preparaticn of the EIS should be received on or before May 27, 2014.
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Please attach additional pages if your comment doesn't fit in the space provided.

Comments may be submitted today or mailed to:
Wesiway and Imperium Renewables Expansion Projects EISs
c/o ICF intemnational
710 Second St., Ste. 550
Seatile, WA 98104



NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil ter-
minals in Grays Harbor. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor,
and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail
and marine traffic congestion; increasing the po-
tential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters;
harming existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our communities,
public health, and environment at risk. These ter-
minals, and the transport of crude oil to and from
these terminals, would damage 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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signature

Thank you,
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS "= Maddie

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing
grounds, and accelerate climate change. I
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-
um projects.
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Our comments for the whole household are attached

https://analysis.commentworks.com/cwx/EditSubmission.aspx?objid=120548 10/20/2015



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. | 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. | 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 | 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.



* 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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Written comments regarding the scope of the EIS are invited from interested parties to ensure that the fli range of environmental
issues related to the proposed action is identified and evaluated. All comments received, including names and addrasses of
commenters, will become part of the official administrative record and will be made available to the pubfic. information, written
comments, or questions related to the preparation of the EIS should be received on or before May 27, 2014.
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issues related % the proposed action is identified and evaiuated. All comments received, including names and addresses of
commanters, will become part of the official administrative record and will be made available to the public. information, written
comments, or questions related to the preparation of the E!S should be received on or before May 27, 2014.
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Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing
grounds, and accelerate climate change. I
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-
um projects.

‘Thank you, =

first name last name

My address is &( \/ ';3‘4

QWL?/M'DI/J- "l e %P‘(

state

z e
. ~
email one
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Written comments regarding the scope of the EIS are invited from interested parties to ensurs that tihe fuil range of environmental
issues related to the proposed acticn is identified and evaluated. All comments received, including names and addresses of
commenters, will become part of the official administrative record and will be made available to the public. Information, written
comments, or questions related to the preparation of the EIS should be received on or before May 27, 2014.

SEE ATT pAcHED

Please attach additional pages if your comment doesn't fit in the space provided.
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Westway and Imperium Renewables Expansion Projects ElSs
clo ICF International
710 Second St., Ste. 550
Seazttie, WA 98104



I am writing concerning the expansion .of an oil shipment port in
Grays #arbor. Although I live in Lewis County, my Grandfather
settled in Grays Harbor before Washington became a state. In
fact, he served as the second Senator from the area after
Statehood. H#He arrived from Ohio and saw this incredible, natural
harbor, safe from the thunderous waves of the Pacific Ocean. As
a true member of the Gilded Age, he was part of a group that
bought up land, founded Ocosta and brought the railroad terminus
to that “town”, bypassing Aberdeen. Not understanding that the
“land” they were intent on selling was a sandy bog and the port
they were going to establish was too shallow for large vessels,
his immediate dreams of fortune were set aside. And so it is of
interest that, over a hundred years later, the battle continues to
exploit this area without regard for its’ environmental
consequences. The image of the Harbor, trying to recoup from
the effects of mass harvesting of timber and its milling and
transport, now being replaced by the dredging and threat of the
very likely disaster that will occur when there is an oil spill, is
a’'very sad picture.

At least the timber industry provided jobs..it was a local
resource that had to be harvested, milled and transported. And
some of its’ profits were shared by the commumfy until the
resource diminished, along with the jobs. It is understandable
why Grays Harbor seeks new industry. But this one will not
prowde the local jobs, will not provide enough of an economic
improvement to the county and will, instead, make them liable for
an inevitable environmental disaster that will impact their future.
They will be a “T hlrd WOrld” country, bearing the consequences
of others’ greed. ‘

Bui they will not be alone in this...ail of the transpori of this
cargo will impact those of us living along their route. Again, we
will not share in the profits but we will bear the consequences
of any derailment or other disaster. And why? Why should we
all bear the consequences or the profits of a very few - if not
in shipment disasters, then in the very real effect upon us in the
form of global warming and air pollution returning to us from
Asia.

This is not an economic solution for Grays Harbor worthy of ifs’
potential economic and environmental result. It is an echo of the
Gitlded Age, profiting only the few. for all of our sakes, I ask

you to reconsider. W
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Written comments ragarding the scope of the EIS are invited from interested parties to ensure that the full range of environmental
issues related is the proposad action is identified and evaluated. All comments received, including names and addresses of
commenters, wili become part of the official administrative record and will be made availabie to the public. Information, written
comments, or questions related to the preparation of the EIS should be received on or before May 27, 2014.
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Comments may be submitted today or mailed to:
Westway and Imperium Renewables Expansion Projects EISs
¢/o ICF International
710 Second St., Ste. 550
Seattle, WA 88104



Westway and Imperium Renewables ) =

EXPANSION PROJECTS

Scoping Commment

Please Print pate: K20 )Y

Name: Pﬁ‘f{,l’ O‘H\ W) QKMA Title (if applicable):

Organization/Business (if applicable):

Telephone:

E-Mail:

Address:
City: Qo sate:  _ OR Zp: Q7o

Written comments regarding the scope of the EIS are invited from Interested parties to ensure that the full range of environmental
issues related to the proposed action is identified and evaluated. All comments received, including names and addresses of
commenters, will become part of the official administrative record and will be made avaiizbie io the pubiic. information, written
comments, or questions related to the preparation of the EIS should be received on or before May 27 2014,
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Please attach additional pages if vour comment doesn't fit in the space provided.

Comments may be submitted today or mailed to:
Westway and Imperium Renewables Expansion Projects EISs
c/o ICF Internationat
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Written comments regarding the scope of the EIS are invited from interested parties to ensure that the full range of environmental
issues related to the proposed action is identified and evaluated. All comments received, including names and addresses of
commenters, will become part of the official administrative record and will be made available to the public. information, written
comments, or questions related to the preparation of the EIS should be received on or before May 27, 2014,

Please attach additional pages if your comment doesn't fit in the space provided.
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Westway and Imperium Renewables Expansion Projects EISs
¢/o ICF Intemnational
710 Second St., Ste. 550
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n o ' | My name is Mﬁm&y-bj G&Lﬂ)
first name last name
o 077 Pard St

My address is £X

. street /
B inbr A or - Llaned., (JA 7P/ Lo
city state zip
Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington State —W—%—‘féﬁ%ﬂﬁ—v—%—emi : Shore

Department of Ecology: I'm concerned that _ j 1O

I strongly oppose the construction of oil terminals at
Grays Harbor and the transporting crude oil on trains and
ships throughout the Northwest. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor, the Pu-
get Sound, and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating
rail and marine vessel congestion; increasing the potential
of oil spills in fresh and marine waters; harming existing
businesses and delaying emergency responders; and put-
ting our communities, public health, and environment at
risk. These terminals, and the transport of crude oil to and
from these terminals, would damage aquatic ecosystem,
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.

Thank you, MZA /ﬁ-@ /

signature




NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS m=re TSAZTE e e,

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these .terminals, would damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing
grounds, and accelerate climate change. I
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-
um projects. '

]

Thank you, ., BV n g ;7
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Please study the impact
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Written comments regarding the scope of the EIS are invited from interested parties o ensure that the full range of environmental
issues related to the proposed action is identified and evaluated. All comments received, including names and addresses of
commenters, wili become part of the official administrative record and will be made availabile to the public. Information, written

comments, or guestions related to ﬁe preparation of the EIS should be received on or before May 27, 2014,
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Please attach additional pages if your comment doesn't fit in the space provided.

Comments may be submitted today or mailed to:
Westway and Imperium Renewables Expansion Projects EISs
c/o ICF International
710 Second St., Ste. 550
Seatile, WA 98104
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Telephone: 260 EXD ~ 7/65?)

E-Mail:

Address: 506 Q,l &\L/ % J‘—

City: V\‘L‘,J 2 State: (2 V) Zpe VR0

T

Written comments regarding the scope of the EIS are invited from interested parties to ensure that the full range of environmenta!
issues related to the proposed acticn is identified and evaluated. All comments recsived, Including names and addresses of
commenters, will become part of the official administrative record and wili be made available to the public. Informatior, written
comments, or questions related to the preparation of the EIS should be received on or before May 27, 2014.
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Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing
grounds, and accelerate climate change. I
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-
um projects.

Myaddressw*zlgh\ /ﬁ'j 'br? lnam I
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phone
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Dear Crty of Hoqmam und Washington
State Department of Ecalogy

I strongly oppose the construction of.crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing
grounds, and accelerate climate change. I
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-
um projects.

Thankyaﬁ)c-—-«-usm )J.He
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last name

s 17008 £, W
Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington My address is bop st’riet f¢ S

State Department of Ecology: Eo Cle J‘é ey WA ?C? S 7?
I strongly oppose the construction of crude Mﬁ%ﬂu 420 @?mAL (‘ o hs;ate 2$3-76 ‘ZS‘“?- 7/@51

oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro- .
- émail phone

posals would negatively impact my commu- Pm concerned that ~ A (C2 A 4 { ) ne / / ;

nity, Grays Harbor, and the greater Pacific
Northwest by elevating rail and marine traffic él’ath 20 & 0 é J‘ALée ua\y

congestion; increasing the potential of oil
spills in fresh and marine waters; harming ‘6() ‘ébﬁhj’jfaf'\é fo R d C
existing businesses and delaying emergency 7

responders; and putting our communities,
public health, and environment at risk. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing Please study the impact
grounds, and accelerate climate change. I
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-
um projects.

Thank You,(W M e @ N

signature




NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil ter-
minals in Grays Harbor. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor,
and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail
and marine traffic congestion; increasing the po-
tential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters;
harming existing businesses and delaymg emer-
gency responders; and putting our communities,
public health, and environment at risk. These ter-
minals, and the transport of crude oil to and from
these terminals, would damage 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.

Thankyon, _ [P tf)O\A/Y)m

signature
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My name is
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street
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T'm concerned that
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Please study the impact of




NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil ter-
minals in Grays Harbor. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor,
and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail
and marine traffic congestion; increasing the po-
tential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters;
harming existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our communities,
public health, and environment at risk. These ter-
minals, and the transport of crude oil to and from
these terminals, would damage 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.

Thank you,

signature

My name is L—O( < GL-Q\;D
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My address is ? 7/0 [erd LA E _D& Se&
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O Ly ;9/ s e TLECD =
city 7 state zip
email phone

I

I'm concerned that TLA . G AL 2 :ﬁi: R ALL 20 )

Please study the impact of ZZ: e . SF ﬁ: i jﬁz oo R g

!@WH@J:-’




NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil ter-
minals in Grays Harbor. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor,
and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail
and marine traffic congestion; increasing the po-
tential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters;
harming existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our communities,
public health, and environment at risk. These ter-
minals, and the transport of crude oil to and from
these terminals, would damage 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.

Thank you, &7 W

/ signature
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil ter-
minals in Grays Harbor. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor,
and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail
and marine traffic congestion; increasing the po-
tential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters;
harming existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our communities,
public health, and environment at risk. These ter-
minals, and the transport of crude oil to and from
these terminals, would damage 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.

Thank you,
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS My name s

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

[ strongly oppose the construction of crude
0il terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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; harm-
ing existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our commu-
nities, public health, and environment at
risk. These terminals, and the transport of
crude oil to and from these terminals, would
damage aquatic ecosystems, endanger fish-
ing grounds, and accelerate climate change.
| urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-
um projects.

hank you

m (200 IN

ame

My address is %6 O 2"1 M (‘AU

last ngme

Qookane  Wi™ _aazec

city' zip

emall phone

I'm concerned that ‘M O‘F

Cyudd  0it Yudwn hw

\oankifld P

W\ Agshv Wik WaleS

Ynie n\ace Y audiful

Please study the unpact \/b“m ‘\‘f/V M W a l‘h/)

«Alecks . pn? wﬂlﬂ %

anmaly

signature




My name is Diana Gordon and | live in Washougal. Although we are far from the
proposed oil terminals in Grays Harbor, | think they will affect us as well as the residents
around Grays Harbor and in Hoquiam. Although it is very self-serving, what | am
worried about is our property values. i'm worried about safely and traffic congestion
and climate change, too, but | greatly fear we’ll feel the impact of this terminal in our
property values all too soon.

Trains to the proposed facility will add to the huge volume of fossil fuel rail traffic already
proposed for fransport from the midwest and west to the coast” The largest oil terminal
on the West Coast has been proposed for Vancouver. Two coal terminals have been
suggested for Bellingham and Longview, and the train companies have said that an
accumulation of coal dust on the tracks can cause derailment issues.

A month or so ago on Feb. 24, there was a collision on the Mississippi River between an
oil barge and a grain barge a few miles from New Orleans. ( Although the incident
involved barges, a similar spill could easily occur here.) Oil spilled into the river and
produced a sheen which closed the river for 65 miles to all river traffic for 2 days as well
as the Port of New Orleans. 65 miles is a long way to close a river and two days is a
long time to close a busy port. A spill of that size would affect a lot of people if it
happened here.

| think now people see the Pacific NW as a clean, safe place to have a vacation, go
windsurfing, open a business, raise kids, and so on. And I think it will take only one or
two similar mishaps to have an effect on our reputation. If we get a reputation as an
unsafe area where hundreds of cars of coal and oil pass through the hearts of
numerous towns daily, and where spills and oil leaks can occur, | fear it will greatly affect
the value of our home and other property all along the rail corridor back to North
Dakota.

I think that it is extremely important to address the cymulative effect of all this fossil fuel
transport on the property values of nearby towns™| yéff at cities and towns adjacent
to the tracks will experience a loss of tax revenue and have a much harder time
attracting new businesses and tourism dollars.

Thank you.
Diana Gordon April 29,2014
642 | Street tndgardens @comcast.net

Washougal, WA 98671 (Ber) 835-77¢%)
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Centralia Hearing with the DOE April 29, 2014

| request that the DOE study many of the possible impacts of the Westway and
Imperium projects in the Grays Harbor area.

Several impacts are of great concern to me.

We live in Washougal, WA, which is in the Columbia River Gorge, and several oil trains
pass each day through our small town now. More trains will lead to even more of a
possibility of an accidenfsuctyas at Lac-Megantic last summer, the derailment in
Alabama, and the derailment in North Dakota, both in our town and in the Grays Harbor
area.

We live in the earthquake prone Northwest and along the whole route from North
Dakota to the Grays Harbor area, even relatively small earthquakes could cause
landslides that could derail an oil train especially along the Columbia River to Grays
Harbor. These terminals and their proposed expansions are probably built on alluvial
soils, which are fill and river sediment, would liquify and cause oil cars to roll and
holding tanks to rupture.

At a recent meeting of the Geological Society of the Oregon Country in Portland, a
geologist gave a talk about earthquakes and was asked what was the most dangerous
place in Portland to be in the event of an earthquake. She responded without hesitation
that would be the tank farms along the Willamette River. She said there would be many
possibie ignition sources, including downed power lines. There would be burning oil all
over the Willamette River and that harbor area.

If that were to happen in the Grays Harbor area, there would probably be the same
catastrophic situation occurring.

| urge the DOE to study the possible impacts of oil trains coming all the way from North
Dakota to the Grays Harbor area.

Thomas Gordon

642 | Street

Washougal, WA 98671
(360) 835-7748
tndgardens @comcast.net



NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil ter-
minals in Grays Harbor. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor,
and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail
and marine traffic congestion; increasing the po-
tential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters;
harming existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our communities,
public health, and environment at risk. These ter-
minals, and the transport of crude oil to and from
these terminals, would damage aquatic ecosystems,
endanger fishing grounds, and accelerate climate
change. I urge you to include these impacts into
the scope of the ironmental Impact Statement
for both the Wesfwy and the Imgerium projects.
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil ter-
minals in Grays Harbor. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor,
and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail
and marine traffic congestion; increasing the po-
tential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters;
harming existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our communities,
public health, and environment at risk. These ter-
minals, and the transport of crude oil to and from
these terminals, would damage 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.

Thank you, Q e, - 'f) VT,

signature
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS Wmmes Soxee, ~ Gooa - |

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington .
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing
grounds, and accelerate climate change. 1
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-
um projects.
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I have been interested in protecting the marine waters of the Pacific Northwest for many decades. [ am
currently a volunteer and have spent many hours working on projects in the Salish Sea area. Attached
are my comments for the scoping consideration. If the attachment does not open, please email me and I
will resubmit it as I'm having some difficulty getting it attached.

https://analysis.commentworks.com/cwx/EditSubmission.aspx?objid=120552 10/20/2015



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



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



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 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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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/

https://analysis.commentworks.com/cwx/EditSubmission.aspx?objid=120714 10/20/2015



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.

| 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. |
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. | 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 Hogiam
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.

Page 1



Westway/Imperium proposals scoping comments Submitted by Fred Greef
5/27/2014

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. Thisis 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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Westway/Imperium proposals scoping comments Submitted by Fred Greef
5/27/2014

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 | 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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Westway/Imperium proposals scoping comments Submitted by Fred Greef
5/27/2014

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

Page 4 of 4
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS Yymmek 5§

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing
grounds, and accelerate climate change. I
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-
um prOJects
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS Mrnameis

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing

grounds, and accelerate climate change, I
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-
um projects.
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS e Katcanden  Gonbporn

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing
grounds, and accelerate climate change. I
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-
um projects.

Thank you,
SIg
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil ter-
minals in Grays Harbor. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor,
and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail
and marine traffic congestion; increasing the po-
tential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters;
harming existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our communities,
public health, and environment at risk: These ter-
minals, and the transport of crude oil to and from
these terminals, would damage 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 I

Thank you, /h ‘ O
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil ter-
minals in Grays Harbor. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor,
and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail
and marine traffic congestion; increasing the po-
tential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters;
harming existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting out communities,
public health, and environment at risk. These ter-
minals, and the transport of crude oil to and from
these terminals, would damage 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 d the Imperium projects.
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil ter-
minals in Grays Harbor. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor,
and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail
and marine traffic congestion; increasing the po-
tential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters;
harming existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our communities,
public health, and environment at risk: These ter-
miinals, and the transport of crude oil to and from
these terminals, would damage aquatic ecosystems,
endanger fishing grounds, and accelerate climate
change. I urge you to include these impacts into
the scope ofthe Environmental Impact Statement
for both the Westway and the Imperium projects.

Thank you,

signature
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I'm concerned that
Please study the impact of




NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of oil terminals at
Grays Harbor and the transporting crude oil on
trains and ships throughout the Northwest. These
proposals would negatively impact my community,
Grays Harbor, the Puget Sound, and the greater Pa-
cific Northwest by elevating rail and marine vessel
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.
These terminals, and the transport of crude oil to and
from these terminals, would damage aquatic ecosys-
tem, endanger fishing grounds, and accelerate cli-
mate change. I urge you to include these impacts into
the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement for
both the Westway and the Imperium projects.

Thank you, %Mrr{““ /,/
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil ter-
minals in Grays Harbor. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor,
and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail
and marine traffic congestion; increasing the po-
tential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters;
harming existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our communities,
public health, and environment at risk. These ter-
minals, and the transport of crude oil to and from
these terminals, would damage 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.

Thank you, &%@p #IIM
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RECEIVED

MAY 09 2014
3214 No. 27% Street
Tacoma, WA 98407
May 7*, 2014

Westway and Imperium Renewables Expansion Projects
710 Second Ave., Ste 550
Seattle, WA 98104

Dear Persons:

I am writing to strongly oppose the construction of oil terminals at Grays Harbor and the transporting of
crude oil on trains and ships throughout the Northwest. These proposals would have a negative impact on
the Grays Harbor community and on the Puget Sound by increasing rail and marine vessel congestion,
increasing the potential of oil spills in fresh and salt water, harming existing businesses and emergency
responders, and putting our environment at risk. There undoubtedly would be damage of the aquatic
ecosystem and important fishing grounds.

My personal interest in this issue is as a birdwatcher, particularly of the shorebirds in the area. Ibelieve
that there will be economic consequences to the area as tourists will avoid coming to Grays Harbor, and
the impact on local businesses will be felt as soon as construction starts and the beautiful environment is
affected.

Please conduct a serious environmental impact statement that details how the construction and inevitable
oil spills will affect the local area.

Sincerely,

1\\qu‘3 Hagens
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS M""ameis-ﬁr-rﬁmame H;?lakMe |
, A My address is ‘

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing
grounds, and accelerate climate change. I
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-
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Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage ﬂ JAal., res'l 'rraq- |
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing Please stdy the impact

grounds, and accelerate climate change. I . . . |
urge you to include these impacts into the 14 d :
scope of the Environmental Impact State- 8 R ,
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi- &

um projects.
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS wwns Koo’ Halkeris..

ﬁrst name last n:

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington My address is r7/ 5) OV, -3

State Department of Ecology: /:)Jé_ /{ Wt A fm g 74 q é) 2 2 &

I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil ter- city HE 2P

minals in Grays Harbor. These proposals would

email phone
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor,

I'm concerned that

and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail
and marine traffic congestion; increasing the po-

tential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters;

harming existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our communities,

public health, and environment at risk. These ter-

minals, and the transport of crude oil to and from
these terminals, would damage aquatic ecosystems, pease study the impact of

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.

iyon, L D

signature




NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil ter-
minals in Grays Harbor. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor,
and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail
and marine traffic congestion; increasing the po-
tential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters;
harming existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our communities,
public health, and environment at risk. These ter-
minals, and the transport of crude oil to and from
these terminals, would damage 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.

signature
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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; harm-
ing existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our commu-
nities, public health, and environment at
risk. These terminals, and the transport of
crude oil to and from these terminals, would
damage aquatic ecosystems, endanger fish-
ing grounds, and accelerate climate change.
I urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
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Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing
grounds, and accelerate climate change. I
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Enwronmental Impact State-
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS Mynemeis
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Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posais would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, wouid damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing
grounds, and accelerate climate change. I
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-

um projects.
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RECEIVED
MAY 02 2014

Bourtai Hargrove
9822 Dempsey Lane S.W.
Olympia, WA 98512

Imperium and Westway EISs
c/o ICF International

710 Second Avenue, Suite 550
Seattle, WA 98104

Re: Scoping Comment
For the Washington Department of Ecology:

The EIS on the proposed Westway and Imperial oil terminals should be
comprehensive, and include an analysis of the effect that burning the oil will have
on the impending climate catastrophe. Last year atmospheric carbon dioxide
crossed 400 parts per million for the first time in human history. Global CO2
emissions rose to a record 36 billion metric tons in 2013. The latest study by
James Hansen, the nation’s leading climate scientist and his colleagues in the
scientific journal PLOS ONE, calls into question the international consensus that
limiting global warming to 2 degrees Celsius beyond pre-industrial levels will avoid
the most catastrophic effects of climate change. instead, the study warns, 2
degrees C would trigger “slow” amplifying feedbacks leading inevitably to a
warming of 3-4 degrees C with disastrous consequences. To keep global
temperature close to the Holocene range — the range humans have lived in
throughout our history; we must limit warming to 1 degree C. Hansen and his
colleagues conclude that we must leave all coal and unconventional fossil fuel
reserves in the ground, and rapidly reduce CO2 emissions from other fossil fuels.

Westway proposes to transport 749.9 million gallons of crude oil per year
from Grays Harbor. Please quantify how many tons of CO2 that will add to the
cumulative CO2 already in the atmosphere each year and for the entire life of the



project. Imperium Terminals proposes to transport 2.26 billion gallons of crude oil
per year from Grays Harbor. Please quantify how many tons of CO2 that will add
to the cumulative CO2 already in the atmosphere each year, and for the entire life
of the project. Then add the CO2 from the third Grays Harbor proposal — the U.S.
Development proposal not yet in the scoping process. The three proposals to
transport crude oil from Grays Harbor should be evaluated together. Failing to do
so minimizes their destructive potential.

Finally, please analyze the catastrophic climate effects of all the fossil fuel
transport proposals now before the Department of Ecology and the EFSEC — add
the CO2 from Gateway Pacific’s 54 million metric tons of coal annually, the CO2
from the Millenium Bulk Terminal’s 44 million tons of coal annually, and the CO2
from Tesoro-Savage’s 380,000 barrels of crude oil per day. You will find that you
are being asked to permit a carbon bomb which will blow the entire planet into
irreversible climate chaos, from which humans may not survive.

Sincerely,

- —

Bourtai Hargrove <

Bourtai31@Gmail.com
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RECEIVED
MAY 07 2014

May 6, 2014

Bourtai Hargrove
9822 Dempsey Ln. NW
Olympia, WA 98512

Imperium and Westway EISs
c/o ICF International

710 Second Avenue, Suite 550
Seattle, WA 98104

Re: Scoping comment
Dear Department of Ecology:

Given the alarming record of crude oil tanker explosions in the past
eight months, the EIS for the Imperium and Westway expansion projects
must examine closely the safety of the tanker cars, the condition of the
railroad lines, and the volatility of the Bakken oil. This must be a
comprehensive review — from the point of origin through all the small towns
and cities traversed by the railroad lines to the point of shipment in Grays
Harbor. The record is not good — so far we have had at least four fiery train
explosions, and the one in Lac-Megantic killed 47 people. Ecology must
identify all the bridges and overpasses the railroad crosses, assess their
safety, identify any improvements needed, and determine who will pay for
the needed improvements.

The volume of crude oil shipped by rail in the United States
increased from 9,500 carloads in 2008 to 400,000 carloads in 2013 - a
more than 40-fold expansion. Much of that oil is from the Bakken region,
which, in a study of 86 different crude oils from around the world, contained
several times more combustible gases than other oils tested, according
to The Wall Street Journal. Ecology must identify the impact of all the coal
and oil trains now in the permitting process in Washington, which rail lines



will be most heavily impacted, and where the congestion will cause choke
points requiring additional rail lines to be built. The Gateway Pacific
proposal for Cherry Point alone would add 30 miles of coal trains daily to
the BNSF line that runs along the Puget Sound coast. Add to that the
number of coal trains proposed for the Millenium Bulk Terminal in
Longview, the number of oil trains for all three proposed oil terminals in
Grays Harbor, and the huge number of oil trains necessary to transport the
crude oil for Tesoro-Savage’s proposal for Vancouver. This will require an
unprecedented increase in traffic on the rail lines. Where are the points of
greatest congestion? Can the existing rail lines hold up under all the
proposed traffic? What will be done to relieve the congestion and who will
pay for it?

Are any of the towns and cities along the rail routes equipped to
handle an oil train explosion? Do they have the personnel, the equipment,
and the foam necessary to handle an oil train explosion? These are
practical matters which must be resolved before any permits are issued.
How long will the huge oil and coal trains hold up traffic in the towns and
cities they traverse? Will such delays affect emergency vehicles? The
increased rail traffic and the condition of the rail lines are clearly two of the
major considerations which must be addressed in the EISs for the Westway
and Imperium proposals.

The overwhelming consideration, however, remains the CO2 that
burning the oil anywhere will have on the cumulative CO2 in the
atmosphere and on the rate of climate change. This week the National
Climate Assessment painted a grim picture of our future if we continue to
burn fossil fuels. The picture it paints is stark: Inaction will devastate much
of the arable land of the nation’s breadbasket and ruin a livable climate for
most Americans. The scope of the EIS for the Westway and Imperium oil
terminal proposals must be broad enough to evaluate the amount of CO2
the two proposals and the third Grays Harbor proposal will add to the
cumulative CO2 already in the atmosphere when the oil is burned and how
that will affect the rate of climate change. Add to that the amount of CO2
that burning 54 million metric tons of coal annually from the Gateway
Pacific proposal will add to the atmosphere, the amount of CO2 that



burning 44 million tons of coal annually from Millenium Bulk Terminal’s
proposal will add to the atmosphere, and the amount of CO2 from burning
Tesoro Savage’s proposed 380,000 barrels of crude oil per day will add to
the atmosphere. You will find that you are being asked to permit a carbon
bomb which will blow the entire planet into irreversible climate chaos, from
which humans may not survive. The effects of burning the oil and the
effects of the CO2 that produces must be a major part of the EISs for the
Westway and Imperium Terminals proposals.

Sincerely,

% t'\u\,\M \“\‘U NC AT
Bourtai Hargrovi

Bourtai31@Gmail.com
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last name |
Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington My address is P /V LM Nley-
State Department of Ecology: O ’ NI A_ UJ (o 7 Kﬁ / 2 ‘
I strongly oppose the construction of crude ity f 1 : e = =P
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro- - = hl
posals would negatively impact my commu- o - phore . !

nity, Grays Harbor, and the greater Pacific 1™ concerned tha

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. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing
grounds, and accelerate climate change, I
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-
um projects.

Thank yo

signature .




NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil ter-
minals in Grays Harbor. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor,
and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail
and marine traffic congestion; increasing the po-
tential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters;
harming existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our communities,
public health, and environment at risk. These ter-
minals, and the transport of crude oil to and from
these terminals, would damage 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.

Thank yofiir d

¢ signature
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil ter-
minals in Grays Harbor. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor,
and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail
and marine traffic congestion; increasing the po-
tential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters;
harming existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our communities,
public health, and environment at risk. These ter-
minals, and the transport of crude oil to and from
these terminals, would damage 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.

Thank you, %/ :
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Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington State
Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of oil terminals at
Grays Harbor and the transporting crude oil on trains and
ships throughout the Northwest. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor, the Pu-
get Sound, and the greater Pacific Northwest by ¢levating
rail and marine vessel congestion; increasing the potential
of oil spills in fresh and marine waters; harming existing
businesses and delaying emergency responders; and put-
ting our communities, public health, and environment at
risk. These terminals, and the transport of crude oil to and
from these terminals, would damage aquatic ecosystem,
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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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS M"“““‘“s—ﬁ%me

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing
grounds, and accelerate climate change. I
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-
um projects.
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Scoping Commment
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Written comments regarding the scope of the EIS are invited from interested parties %o ensure that the full range of environmental
issues related to the proposed action is identified and evaluated. All comments received, including names and addresses of
commenters, will become part of the official administrative record and will be made avaitable to the public. Information, written
comments, or questions related to the preparation of the EIS should be received on or before May 27, 2014.
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c/o ICF International
710 Second St., Ste. 550
Seattle, WA 98104



NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil ter-
minals in Grays Harbor. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor,
and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail
and marine traffic congestion; increasing the po-
tential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters;
harming existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our communities,
public health, and environment at risk. These ter-
minals, and the transport of crude oil to and from
these terminals, would damage 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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My address is m M )\ Sg

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aguatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing
grounds, and accelerate climate change. I
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS Mrmmeis DAOLD HAT( e

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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. These
terminals, and the transport of crude oil to
and from these terminals, would damage
aquatic  ecosystems, endanger fishing
grounds, and accelerate climate change. 1
urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-
um projects.

Thank you,
signature
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RECEIVED
MAY 74 2014

Scoping Comment

Elizabeth Hauser

360.402.3279 29 April, 2014
elizha@comcast.net

210 17th Ave SE

Olympia, WA 98501-2270

I am writing in response to the April 29th hearing on the Westway and Imperium Renewables
expansion projects. First of all, thank you for the opportunity to gather with so many fine citizens
who care passionately about their communities and the earth. It was a heartening experience.

I wish to recommend a very broad scope for the environmental impact statement that deals with
the proposed Grays Harbor oil storage expansion. In today’s connected world it only makes
sense to consider the impact of this project from the oil source to the final use: the extraction of
the oil from the earth, the process of getting it into the trains, the transportation of the oil to the
coast, the building and the presence of the terminals as well as the preparation for shipping, the
shipping itself, and the impact of using the oil as compared with other means of energy.
Furthermore, the following need to be included for consideration: public health, estuaries, Native
tribes, water, Amtrak and other freight, and the Grays Harbor area. | also understand that
another proposal is coming and all three oil terminals should be considered at the same time.

Following are some of the problems and impacts in more detail.

—The trains are very disruptive to the community: they are noisy, cause traffic disruption; and
there is a danger of explosions. Centralia will be especially hard hit: people will be separated
from the hospital and access to emergency vehicles; and cars and pedestrians, children among
them, are separated from their neighborhood for hours at a time. This can be a child walking
home from school. People are now literally crawling through the trains so that they don't have to
walk miles or wait hours for a train waiting on a siding. Ovempasses or underpasses would be a
necessity for public health. People are aiready waiting 20 minutes at a railroad crossing. And will
this disruption cause the loss of jobs along the route? We need to find out.

—This would be shale and tar sands oil which is very hard on the environment and is more apt
1o explode. The shale oil process destroy the land, injects harsh chemicals into the water table,
and uses huge amounts of water that is becoming more and more scarce. Also the tar sands
and shale oils are harder to clean up because they are so thick and some day there will be a
spill. There needs to be a peer reviewed clean-up plan. Aiso, the required venting to avoid
explosions puts dangerous substances into the air.

—This oil will be going overseas while we pay the cost of extracting and transporting it. The oil .
will be used in Asia where it is not as well regulated

—We have arrived at a stage in climate change where an environmental impact statement
needs to consider the environmental impact of climate change. We need to be much more
conscious that we are putting carbon into the atmosphere and raising the temperature of the
planet at a rate that is heading us toward a planet uninhabitable by humans. We are already
seeing the effects of climate change with stronger storms, more rain from the air's ability to hold



more moisture causing flooding and mud slides, and worse droughts. It has been figured that
we need to leave 80% of the remaining fossil fuels in the ground in order to have a hope for the
future of the human species. We have no logical choice but to put all of our energy into
protecting the world climate that gives us food and tolerable living conditions.

—Rail companies should be liable for all contingencies along the rail line including added over
or underpasses, locally approved clean-up processes in place, and walls protecting populated
areas. And who will pay for the damages of a railroad accident? Oil producers are conveniently
left out of liability while the oll is on the train. If it is contracted out, small businesses will not
have the assets to cover costs and the taxpayers will end up paying directly. The tracks in Lewis
County are not in good shape and these long car trains do a lot of damage. Will the train
companies be willing to improve the tracks enough to at least be safe? Do our regulating
agencies have the funding to adequately monitor these trains? Some agreement needs to be
made before this is agreed to.

—All of the added processes and precautions are a waste of taxpayer money. The money could
be used to create green jobs producing energy that does not deface the earth nor add carbon to
the atmosphere.

We must get answers before this project is begun. Meanwhile the Bakken oil boom is aiready
beginning to fizzle which makes building more fossil fuel infrastructure even more foolhardy.
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Written comments regarding the scope of the EIS are invited from interested parties o ensure that the full range of environmental
issues related to the proposed action s identified and evaluated. All comments recelved, including names and addresses of
commenters, will become part of the official administrative recard and wili be made available to the public. Information, written
comments, or questions related to the preparation of the EIS shouid be received on or before May 27, 2014.

Please attach additional pages if your comment doesn't fit in the space provided.

Comments may be submitted today or mailed to:
Westway and Imperium Renewables Expansion Projects EiSs
c/o ICF Intemational
710 Second St., Ste. 550
Seattle, WA 88104



Ms. Elizabeth Hauser
8 210 17th Ave. SE
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Written comments regarding the scope of the EIS are invited from interested parties to ensure that the full range of environmental
issues related to the proposed action is identified and evaluated. All comments received, including names and addresses of
commenters, will become part of the official administrative record and will be made available to the public. Information, written
comments, or questions related to the preparation of the EIS should be received on or before May 27, 2014,
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Please attach additional pages if your comment doesn't fit in the space provided.

Comments may be submitted today or mailed to:
Westway and Imperium Renewables Expansion Projects EiSs
¢/o ICF International
710 Second St., Ste. 550
Seattle, WA 98104



No CRUDE O"_ TRA'NS My name is

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude
oil terminals in Grays Harbor. These pro-
posals would negatively impact my commu-
nity, 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; harm-
ing existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our commu-
nities, public health, and environment at
risk. These terminals, and the transport of
crude oil to and from these terminals, would
damage aquatic ecosystems, endanger fish-
ing grounds, and accelerate climate change.
I urge you to include these impacts into the
scope of the Environmental Impact State-
ment for both the Westway and the Imperi-
um projects.
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NO CRUDE OIL TRAINS

Dear City of Hoquiam and Washington
State Department of Ecology:

I strongly oppose the construction of crude oil ter-
minals in Grays Harbor. These proposals would
negatively impact my community, Grays Harbor,
and the greater Pacific Northwest by elevating rail
and marine traffic congestion; increasing the po-
tential of oil spills in fresh and marine waters;
harming existing businesses and delaying emer-
gency responders; and putting our communities,
public health, and environment at risk. These ter-
minals, and the transport of crude oil to and from
these terminals, would damage 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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Written comments regarding the scope of the EIS are invited from interested parties to ensure that the full range of environmental
issues related to the proposed action is identified and evaluated. All comments received, including names and addresses of

commenters, wiil secome part of the official administrative record and will be made available to the public. Information, written
comments, or questions related to the preparation of the EIS should be received on or before May 27, 2014.
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Written comments regarding the scope of the EIS are invited from interested parties to ensure that the full range of environmental
issues related to the proposed action is identified and evaluated. All comments received, including names and addresses of
commenters, will become part of the official administrative record and will be made available to the public. Information, written
comments, or questions relfated to the preparatlon of the E!S should be received on or before May 27, 2014.
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RECEIVED
MAY 12 2014

May 6, 2014

Re: SCOPING MEETING on Westway and Imperium Renewables
Expansion Projects

I am writing this letter to express my concern over the increase of the
projected number of increase crude oil train traffic that will travel
through my community of Chehalis and Centralia Washington if the
expansion projects are allowed to happen.

Centralia city center is basically situated right next to the Burlington
Northern line with trains that run through several times a day. The
tracks separate the East side of Centralia which is mostly residential
with an elementary school only 3 blocks from the tracks. The West side
of the tracks is where all the major downtown businesses are located
along with 3 more schools and Centralia Community College that are all
within a one mile area of the track. China Creek runs right under the
track at the train depot. My concern is not what happens “if” one of
these projected combined 1,188 trip (both projects) tankers derails, but
“when”? What happens if there isn’t enough of the foam needed for
the particular oil? How many people will die not only here but in other
communities along the route from North Dakota? According to a
Friends of Grays Harbor speaker at the April 29*" Scoping Meeting at
Centralia High School (which | attended) there are 5,000,000 people
along the railroad.

| work for the Centralia School District and have been at the elementary
schools when the principal has to talk to the students about taking
chances crawling under the tracks because the train is so long and they
don’t want to be late to school. At the April 29th, Public Scoping
Meeting, one of the concerned citizen who lives almost on the tracks
said, “I've seen kids throw their bikes through the cars of the train,
crawl through the couplings and crawl under the train while it had been



sitting on the tracks for more than 45 minutes. What will happen with
the increase of 3 to 4 more trains a day 300 cars long through Centralia
Center? When the long trains now block the track for 45 minutes,
people use the viaduct to get to the NW side of town only to have that
track blocked at the Pearl Street Crossing to try to get to 1% Street so
they turn around and try to go by Reynolds Road to get through which
is also blocked. Emergency vehicles and fire trucks would have no way
to get through if there was a major derailment. Students walking and
riding the buses are constantly late to school now. Add the 300-400
cars daily and there would be major problems.

I’m afraid a mass explosion and fire will destroy my home, kill my
family, neighbors and school children along with most of the businesses
of Centralia and other towns along the rail.

3,000,000 barrels of the tar like oil called Tarzan oil would spill into
China Creek that would go to the bottom of the water of any waterway
and couldn’t be cleaned up because it won’t float according to a
Westport shellfish farmer. How would the community stop the oil from
getting into the skookumchuck River, travel into the Chehalis River and
then into Grays Harbor? If it does, who will be responsible for the
clean-up and devastation?

My neighbor is a fireman who has attended disaster meetings on
railroads and said to his wife after the meeting, “If | ever call you and
tell to get the kids in the car and leave, don’t ask questions, just leave.”

Another thing that concerns me is the number of unlabeled suspicious
tankers that go by on the tracks. Why are the companies allowed to
transport dangerous explosive chemicals and oil without the tankers or
cars being labeled that go through residential towns?

On Wednesday April 9, U.S. Senator Patty Murray spoke at a
subcommittee hearing on Capitol Hill on the safety issues related to the
increasing rail transport of crude oil. The federal government has



regulatory authority over rail shipments, but emergency response is up
to local agencies. Several derailments nationwide have proven the
emergency response teams were no match for the ferocity of the fires
caused by such derailments. For example: the oil spill and fire in July’s
crash in Lac-Megantic, Quebec that killed 47 people and destroyed part
of the town. Timothy Pellerin, the Fire Chief of Rangeley, Maine, whose
department helped fight the Quebec derailment quoted, “We’re not
prepared for a major disaster like this.” The three railroad
representatives arrived in Lac-Megatic on the day of the derailment,
took pictures and left. The company filed for bankruptcy and was sold
in December. Pellerin stated in the hearing, “They need to be held
accountable.” (from Watching Washington and the World; McClatchy
DC; by Curtis Tate-McClatchy Washington Bureau April 9, 2014).

How much money in advance could the companies be charged ahead of
time so they could not file bankruptcy after the fact? Then, do we the
taxpayers have to foot the bill?

On Wed., April 30, 2014 thirteen cars of 105 car CSX train, derailed in
downtown Lychburg, VA. Bakken crude oil from North Dakota was
spilled into the James River. The National Transportation Safety Board
investigated and speculated the heavy rains could have destabilized the
track bed. The Northwest gets plenty of rain so this could really happen
here. There was a derailment in Aberdeen, Washington April 29, 2014.
T