
Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR
Scoping Comment
#401

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Christina Petrie
<christinapetrie@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:47 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01

Categories: Comment, Blue Category

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172
Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01 to urge the Washington energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full environmental and public safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major crude oil export terminal.

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 barrels of oil each day being shipped through Spokane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and other Northwest communities. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washington State.

The project comes at a steep price for rail communities and the Columbia River, yet offers few jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I urge you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of this proposal deserve close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and environmental impacts of a large train-related oil spill or explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Alabama have. shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular, highlighted the extreme danger of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion, which also devastated the town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Washington State waters and along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public health impacts of additional unit train traffic through communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in Vancouver, where oil trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This analysis should include climate change impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave CO2 emissions on the viability of the large oyster industry in Washington

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,
respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Christina Petrie
1827 N 53rd St
Seattle, WA 98103-6115



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR
Scoping Comment
#402

From: Sierra .Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Juan Calvillo

<juan@calvillophoto.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:47 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01

Categories: Comment, Blue Category

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01 to urge the Washington Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full environmental and public safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major crude oil export terminal.

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 barrels of oil each day being shipped through Spokane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and other Northwest communities. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washington State.

The project comes at a steep price for rail communities and the Columbia River, yet offers few jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I urge you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of this proposal deserve close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and environmental impacts of a large train-related oil spill or explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Alabama have shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular, highlighted the extreme danger of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion, which also devastated the town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Washington State waters and along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public health impacts of additional unit train traffic through communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in Vancouver, where oil trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This analysis should include climate change impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave CO2 emissions on the viability of the large oyster industry in Washington

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,
respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Mr. Juan Calvillo
3438 SE Hill Rd
Milwaukie, OR 97267-1571
(503) 513-4945



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#403

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclu
b.org> on behalf of Rebecca Cook

<messageart@me.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8
:47 AM

To: ~ EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590,
 Application No. 2013-01

Categories: Comment, Blue Category

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-
131590, Application No. 2013-01 to

 urge the Washington Energy Facility Sit
e

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess
 the full environmental and public s

afety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savag
e proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a 
major crude oil export terminal.

If approved, the plan would result in 
380,000 barrels of oil each day being

 shipped through Spokane, the Columb
ia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouv
er and other Northwest communiti

es. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washin
gton State.

The project comes at a steep price f
or rail communities and the Columb

ia River, yet offers few jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts 
of this project, I urge you to recom

mend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's
 proposal.

The public safety and environmental i
mpacts of this proposal deserve clo

se scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must a
ssess:

1) The potential safety and environm
ental impacts of a large train-related

 oil spill or explosion along the rail rou
te in

Washington and beyond. Recent de
railment disasters in Lac-Megantic, Q

uebec and Alabama have shown that 
these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec
, in particular, highlighted the extr

eme danger of the same type of oil and
 tankers

that would be traveling through ou
r communities.

Forty-seven people died in that explos
ion, which also devastated the to

wn.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker 
spill on Washington State waters a

nd along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public hea
lth impacts of additional unit train

 traffic through communities along the
 proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency 
response capabilities in Vancouver, 

where oil trains would deliver and sto
re oil, and

other communities along the rail a
nd shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate ch
ange. This analysis should include c

limate change impacts from crude oil as
 well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle
-to-grave CO2 emissions on the via

bility of the large oyster industry in Wa
shington

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rebecca Cook
164 Dougherty Ln Apt A
Friday Harbor, WA 98250-9313
(360) 610-3086



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro SavageCBR

Scoping Comment

#404

From: 
Sierra Club <information@sier

raclub.org> on behalf of Linda Kost
alik

<kostalik@mac.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2013 

8:47 AM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF-131

590, Application No. 2013-01

Categories: 
Comment, Blue Category

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. 
EF-131590, Application No. 201

3-01 to urge the Washington En
ergy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to as
sess the full environmental and

 public safety impact of the joint T
esoro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver in
to a major crude oil export ter

minal.

If approved, the plan would resul
t in 380,000 barrels of oil eac

h day being shipped through Spoka
ne, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Va
ncouver and other Northwest co

mmunities. Oil-by-rail is a bad de
al for Washington State.

The project comes at a steep p
rice for rail communities and th

e Columbia River, yet offers fe
w jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impac
ts of this project, I urge you to

 recommend the rejection ofTes
oro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environm
ental impacts of this proposal 

deserve close scrutiny. Far exampl
e, EFSEC must assess:

1j The potential safety and env
ironmental impacts of a large t

rain-related oil spill or explosion a
long the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recen
t derailment disasters in Lac-M

egantic, Quebec and Alabama ha
ve shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Q
uebec, in particular, highlighte

d the extreme danger of the same
 type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling throug
h our communities.

Forty-seven people died in that 
explosion, which also devastate

d the town.

2} The increased risk of an oil tan
ker spill on Washington State wa

ters and along the shipping rout
e.

3) The transportation and public
 health impacts of additional 

unit train traffic through communiti
es along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emerge
ncy response capabilities in V

ancouver, where oil trains would 
deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rai
l and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on clima
te change. This analysis should

 include climate change impacts 
from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to gra
ve.

5) The impact of the project's 
cradle-to-grave CO2 emissions

 on the viability of the large oyste
r industry in Washington

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's application.
Sincerely,

Mrs. Linda Kostalik
PO Box 456
Gleneden Beach, OR 97388-0456
(562) 436-3343



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#405

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on b
ehalf of Joy Brewer

<joyjbrewer@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:47 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Application 
No. 2013-01

Categories: Comment, Blue Category

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Appl
ication No. 2013-01 to urge the Washington En

ergy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full en
vironmental and public safety impact of the joint

 Tesoro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major crude
 oil export terminal.

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 bar
rels of oil each day being shipped through Spoka

ne, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and 
other Northwest communities. Oil-by-rail is a bad 

deal for Washington State.

The project comes at a steep price for rail comm
unities and the Columbia River, yet offers few job

s in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of this proje
ct, I urge you to recommend the rejection ofTeso

ro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts o
f this proposal deserve close scrutiny. For example

, EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and environmental impact
s of a large train-related oil spill or explosion alon

g the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment di
sasters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Alabama ha

ve shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in 4uebec, in .p
articular, highlighted the extreme danger of the sam

e type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities
.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion, whi
ch also devastated the town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Wa
shington State waters and along the shipping route

.

3) The transportation and public health impacts 
of additional unit train traffic through communiti

es along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response c
apabilities in Vancouver,. where oil trains would d

eliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping 
route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This a
nalysis should include climate change impacts fr

om crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave C
O2 emissions on the viability of the large oyster ind

ustry in Washington

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joy Brewer
2402 N Madison St
Tacoma, WA 98406-4815
(253) 752-0536



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#406

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on 
behalf of Dan Carpita <spongebob5912

@msn.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:47 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Applicat
ion No. 2013-01

Categories: Comment, Blue Category

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, 
Application No. 2013-01 to urge the Washingto

n Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full 
environmental and public safety impact of the joi

nt Tesoro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major cr
ude. oil export terminal.

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 
barrels of oil each day being shipped through Sp

okane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and o
ther Northwest communities. Oil-by-rail is a ba

d deal for Washington State.

The project comes at a steep price for rail comm
unities and the Columbia River, yet offers 

few jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of this proj
ect, I urge you to recommend the rejection ofT

esoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts
 of this proposal deserve close scrutiny. For e

xample, EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and environmental impa
cts of a large train-related oil spill or explosion 

along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment 
disasters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Alaba

ma have shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in 4uebec, in 
particular, highlighted the extreme danger of the 

same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communi
ties.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion, whic
h also devastated the town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on 
Washington State waters and along the shipping 

route.

3) The transportation and public health impacts
 of additional unit train traffic through communi

ties along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response
 capabilities in Vancouver, where oil trains woul

d deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shippin
g route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. Th
is analysis should include climate change impac

ts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave
 CO2 emissions on the viability of the large oyst

er industry in Washington

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dan Carpita
39235 258th Ave SE
Enumclaw, WA 98022-8867
(360) 825-1660



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#407

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclu
b.org> on behalf of Justin Rogers

<jd.rogers@live.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:
47 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-13159
0, Application No. 2013-01

Categories: Comment, Blue Category

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. E
F-131590, Application No. 2013-01 t

o urge the Washington Energy Facility S
ite

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess 
the full environmental and public 

safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Sava
ge proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a 
major crude oil export terminal.

If approved, the plan would result i
n 380,000 barrels of oil each day b

eing shipped through Spokane, the Col
umbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancou
ver and other Northwest communiti

es. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washin
gton State.

The project comes at a steep price f
or rail communities and the Columbi

a River, yet offers few jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts o
f this project, I urge you to recomme

nd the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's p
roposal.

The public safety and environmenta
l impacts of this proposal deserve 

close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must 
assess:

1) The potential safety and environ
mental impacts of a large train-relat

ed oil spill or explosion along the rail ro
ute in

Washington and beyond. Recent de
railment disasters in Lac-Megantic

, Quebec and Alabama have shown tha
t these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Queb
ec, in particular, highlighted the ext

reme danger of the same type of oil and
 tankers

that would be traveling through our
 communities.

Forty-seven people died in that expl
osion, which also devastated the t

own.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker 
spill on Washington State waters an

d along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public heal
th impacts of additional unit train 

traffic through communities along the 
proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency 
response capabilities in Vancouver,

 where oil trains would deliver and st
ore oil, and

other communities along the rail an
d shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate ch
ange. This analysis should include 

climate change impacts from crude oi
l as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle
-to-grave CO2 emissions on the vi

ability of the large oyster industry in Wa
shington

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Mr. Justin Rogers
PO Box 876
Wauna, WA 98395-0876



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#408

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Categories:

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.o
rg> on behalf of Gregory Severson

<gmseverson@yahoo.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:47 A
M

EFSEC (UTC)

Comment on Docket No. EF-131590,
 Application No. 2013-01

Comment, Blue Category

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131
590, Application No. 2013-01 to urge t

he Washington Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the
 full environmental and public safety i

mpact of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a m
ajor crude oil export terminal.

If approved, the plan would result in 380
,000 barrels of oil each day being shippe

d through Spokane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouve
r and other Northwest communities. Oil

-by-rail is a bad deal for Washington State.

The project comes at a steep price for 
rail communities and the Columbia Rive

r, yet offers few jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of
 this project; I urge you to recommend

 the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's proposal
.

The public safety and environmental im
pacts of this proposal deserve close scru

tiny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and environme
ntal impacts of a large train-related oil 

spill or explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derai
lment disasters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec

 and Alabama have shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec,
 in particular, highlighted the extreme 

danger of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our com
munities.

Forty-seven people died in that explosio
n, which also devastated the town.

2)-The increased risk of an oil tanker spill 
on Washington State waters and along t

he shipping route.

3) The transportation and public health 
impacts of additional unit train traffic th

rough communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency re
sponse capabilities in Vancouver, where

 oil trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and sh
ipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate chan
ge. This analysis should include climate 

change impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-
grave CO2 emissions on the viability of

 the large oyster industry in Washington

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks .associated with the proposed oil terminal,respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gregory Severson
15414 35th Ave W Unit 6
Lynnwood, WA 98087-5030
(425) 835-0055



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#409

From: 
Sierra Club <information@sie

rraclub.org> on behalf of Bea Sos
s

<bbbeatricedianee@voila.fr>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 201

3 8:47 AM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF-1

31590, Application No. 2013-01

Categories: 
Comment, Blue Category

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No.
 EF-131590, Application No. 20

13-01 to urge the Washington E
nergy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to ass
ess the full environmental and

 public safety impact of the joint
 Tesoro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver
 into a major crude oil export

 terminal.

If approved, the plan would res
ult in 380,000 barrels of oil eac

h day being shipped through Sp
okane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Va
ncouver and other Northwest c

ommunities. Oil-by-rail is a bad 
deal for Washington State.

The project comes at a steep pr
ice for rail communities and th

e Columbia River, yet offers fe
w jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impac
ts of this project, I urge you to 

recommend the rejection of Teso
ro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environm
ental impacts of this proposal

 deserve close scrutiny. For examp
le, EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and env
ironmental impacts of a large t

rain-related oil spill or explosio
n along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent
 derailment disasters in Lac-M

egantic, Quebec and Alabama 
have shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in 
Quebec, in particular, highligh

ted the extreme danger of the s
ame type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling throug
h our communities.

Forty-seven people died in that 
explosion, which also devastate

d the town.

2) The increased risk of an oil t
anker spill on Washington State

 waters and along the shipping r
oute.

3) The transportation and publi
c health impacts of additional

 unit train traffic through commu
nities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emerg
ency response capabilities in 

Vancouver, where oil trains woul
d deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the ra
il and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climat
e change. This analysis should i

nclude climate change impacts f
rom crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cra
dle-to-grave CO2 emissions on 

the viability of the large oyster
 industry in Washington

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,
respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's application.
Sincerely,

Ms. Bea Soss
1128 W 19th Ave
Spokane, WA 99203-1137



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#410

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Categories:

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sier
raclub.org> on behalf of Joe And P

at Campbell

<pat@elkcove.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013
 8:47 AM

EFSEC (UTC)

Comment on Docket No. EF-131
590, Application No. 2013-01

Comment, Blue Category

I'm writing regarding Docket No. 
EF-131590, Application No. 201

3-01 to urge the Washington En
ergy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to as
sess the full environmental and

 public safety impact of the joint 
Tesoro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver in
to a major crude oil export te

rminal.

If approved, the plan would resul
t in 380,000 barrels of oil eac

h day being shipped through Spok
ane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Van
couver and other Northwest c

ommunities. Oil-by-rail is a bad de
al for Washington State.

The project comes at a steep pr
ice for rail communities and the

 Columbia River, yet offers few
 jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impac
ts of this project, I urge you to

 recommend the rejection of Teso
ro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environme
ntal impacts of this proposal d

eserve close scrutiny. For exampl
e, EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and envi
ronmental impacts of a large tr

ain-related ail spill or explosion al
ong the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recen
t derailment disasters in Lac-Meg

antic, Quebec and Alabama hav
e shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in 
Quebec, in particular, highlighte

d the extreme danger of the same
 type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through
 our communities.

Forty-seven people died in that 
explosion, which also devastate

d the town.

2) The increased risk of an oil ta
nker spill on Washington State 

waters and along the shipping rou
te.

3) The transportation and public
 health impacts of additional 

unit train traffic through communi
ties along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emerge
ncy response capabilities in Va

ncouver, where oil trains would d
eliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rai
l and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climat
e change. This analysis should i

nclude climate change impacts fr
om crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grav
e.

5) The impact of the project's cr
adle-to-grave CO2 emissions on

 the viability of the large oyster 
industry in Washington

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's application.
Sincerely,

Dr. Joe And Pat Campbell
15450 SW Pleasant Hill Rd
Sherwood, OR 97140-8437
(503) 730-3011



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#411

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf
 of Thomas Libbey

<thomas_libbey@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:47 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Application No
. 2013-01

Categories: Comment, Blue Category

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Applicat
ion No. 2013-01 to urge the Washington Energy Facility Sit

e

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full environment
al and public safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage 

proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major crude oil 
export terminal.

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 barrels o
f oil each day being shipped through Spokane, the Colum

bia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and other N
orthwest communities. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Wash

ington State.

The project comes at a steep price for rail communiti
es and the Columbia River, yet offers few jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I ur
ge you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's 

proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of this p
roposal deserve close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must 

assess:

1) The potential safety and environmental impacts 
of a large train-related oil spill or explosion along the rail r

oute in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters 
in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Alabama have shown that these

 risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particula
r, highlighted the extreme danger of the same type of oi

l and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion, which also de
vastated the town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Washing
ton State waters and along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public health impacts of
 additional unit train traffic through communities alon

g the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabili
ties in Vancouver, where oil trains would deliver and sto

re oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This analysis
 should include climate change impacts from crude oil as

 well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave CO2 emiss
ions on the viability of the large oyster industry in Was

hington

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Libbey
1122 E Pike St PMB 1027
Seattle, WA 98122-3916
(360) 520-4204
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From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Categories:

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> 
on behalf of Buffy Hake

<bshake@wtechlink.us>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:47 AM

EFSEC (UTC)

Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Appl
ication No. 2013-01

Comment, Blue Category

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-13159
0, Application No. 2013-01 to urge the W

ashington Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the 
full environmental and public safety impac

t of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major
 crude oil export terminal.

If approved, the plan would result in 380,00
0 barrels of oil each day being shipped th

rough Spokane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver an
d other Northwest communities. Oil-by-

rail is a bad deal for Washington State.

The project comes at a steep price for ra
il communities and the Columbia River, ye

t offers few jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of thi
s project, I urge you to recommend the rej

ection ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental imp
acts of this proposal deserve close scrutin

y. For example, EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and environmental
 impacts of a large train-related oil spill or

 explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailme
nt disasters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and

 Alabama have shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in 
particular, highlighted the extreme danger

 of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our commu
nities.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion,
 which also devastated the town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill o
n Washington State waters and along th

e shipping route.

3) The transportation and public health im
pacts of additional unit train traffic thro

ugh communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency respo
nse capabilities in Vancouver, where oil 

trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shippi
ng route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. T
his analysis should include climate chan

ge impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-gr
ave CO2 emissions on the viability of the

 large oyster industry in Washington

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Ms. Buffy Hake
49591 River Rd
Pendleton, OR 97801-9070
(541) 276-0117
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclu
b.org> on behalf of Jared Correia

<icucustoms@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:
47 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, 
Application No. 2013-01

Categories: Comment, Blue Category

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-1
31590, Application No. 2013-01 to urg

e the Washington Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess 
the full environmental and public sa

fety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage pr
oposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a 
major crude oil export terminal.

If approved, the plan would result i
n 380,000 barrels of oil each day bei

ng shipped through Spokane, the Columb
ia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancou
ver and other Northwest communitie

s. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washing
ton State.

The project comes at a steep price f
or rail communities and the Columbi

a River, yet offers few jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of 
this project, I urge you to recommen

d the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's prop
osal.

The public safety and environmenta
l impacts of this proposal deserve c

lose scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must a
ssess:

1) The potential safety and environme
ntal impacts of a large train-relat

ed oil spill or explosion along the rail rout
e in

Washington and beyond. Recent dera
ilment disasters in Lac-Megantic, Qu

ebec and Alabama have shown that t
hese risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebe
c, in particular, highlighted the extr

eme danger of the same type of oil and 
tankers

that would be traveling through our c
ommunities.

Forty-seven people died in that expl
osion, which also devastated the to

wn.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker 
spill on Washington State waters and

 along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public heal
th impacts of additional unit train 

traffic through communities along the pr
oposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency
 response capabilities in Vancouver

, where oil trains would deliver and sto
re oil, and

other communities along the rail an
d shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate cha
nge. This analysis should include c

limate change impacts from crude oil as 
well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle
-to-grave CO2 emissions on the viab

ility of the large oyster industry in Wash
ington

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Dr. Jared Correia
2922 N Willow Rd
Spokane, WA 99206-4374
(509) 570-3086
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on b
ehalf of Jeanette Di Paolo

<jeanmarie1903@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:47 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Application N
o. 2013-01

Categories: Comment, Blue Category

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Appl
ication No. 2013-01 to urge the Washington Ene

rgy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full en
vironmental and public safety impact of the joint Te

soro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major crude
 oil export terminal.

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 bar
rels of oil each day being shipped through Spoka

ne, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and ot
her Northwest communities. Oil-by-rail is a bad 

deal for Washington State.

The project comes at a steep price for rail comm
unities and the Columbia River, yet offers few j

obs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project,
 I urge you to recommend the rejection ofTeso

ro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of 
this proposal deserve close scrutiny. For example, E

FSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and environmental impact
s of a large train-related oil spill or explosion a

long the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment di
sasters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Alabama have

 shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in part
icular, highlighted the extreme danger of the sam

e type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion, which 
also devastated the town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Wa
shington State waters and along the shipping rout

e.

3) The transportation and public health impacts 
of additional unit train traffic through communities

 along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response c
apabilities in Vancouver, where oil trains would d

eliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping ro
ute.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This a
nalysis should include climate change impacts fr

om crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave CO
2 emissions on the viability of the large oyster in

dustry in Washington

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jeanette Di Paolo
7419 SW 31st Ave
Portland, OR 97219-1810
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#415

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub
.org> on behalf of Karen Sylvester

<ksyly@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:47
 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, A
pplication No. 2013-01

Categories: Comment, Blue Category

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia; WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-13
1590, Application No. 2013-01 to ur

ge the Washington Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess t
he full environmental and public safe

ty impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage pro
posal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a 
major crude oil export terminal.

If approved, the plan would result in 38
0,000 barrels of oil each day being sh

ipped through Spokane, the Columbia Ri
ver

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancou
ver and other Northwest communitie

s. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washingto
n State.

The project comes at a steep price for 
rail communities and the Columbia R

iver, yet offers few jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of
 this project, I urge you to recommen

d the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's prop
osal.

The public safety and environmental i
mpacts of this proposal deserve close

 scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must asses
s:

1) The potential safety and environm
ental impacts of a large train-related

 oil spill or explosion along the rail route
 in

Washington and beyond. Recent der
ailment disasters in Lac-Megantic, Q

uebec and Alabama have shown that thes
e risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec
, in particular, highlighted the ext

reme danger of the same type of oil and ta
nkers

that would be traveling through our 
communities.

Forty-seven people died in that explo
sion, which also devastated the town

.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker sp
ill on Washington State waters and a

long the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public heal
th impacts of additional unit train tra

ffic through communities along the prop
osed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency r
esponse capabilities in Vancouver, w

here oil trains would deliver and store o
il, and

other communities along the rail and
 shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate ch
ange. This analysis should include cli

mate change impacts from crude oil as we
ll as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradl
e-to-grave CO2 emissions on the via

bility of the large oyster industry in Washi
ngton

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Karen Sylvester
8806 142nd Ave NE
Redmond, WA 98052-1964
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of
 Susan Dunaway <katsu5244

@live.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:47 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 201
3-01

Categories: Comment, Blue Category

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Application
 No. 2013-01 to urge the Washington Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full environmental
 and public safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage p

roposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major crude oil e
xport terminal.

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 barrels 
of oil each day being shipped through Spokane, the Columb

ia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and other Nor
thwest communities. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washingto

n State.

The project comes at a steep price for rail communitie
s and the Columbia River, yet offers few jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I 
urge you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's 

proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of this p
roposal deserve close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must 

assess:

1) The potential safety and environmental impacts of
 a large train-related oil spill or explosion along the rail r

oute in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters 
in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Alabama have shown that these

 risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular, 
highlighted the extreme danger of the same type of oil a

nd tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion, which also 
devastated the town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Washington
 State waters and along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public health impacts of add
itional unit train traffic through communities along the pr

oposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabili
ties in Vancouver, where oil trains would deliver and store

 oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This analysis
 should include climate change impacts from crude oil as

 well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave CO2 emi
ssions on the viability of the large oyster industry in Was

hington

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Susan Dunaway
2139 Haviland Dr
Grants Pass, OR 97527-5178
(541) 472-5162



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Lomment

#417

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Ira White

<irawhite@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:47 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01

Categories: Comment, Blue Category

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01 to urge the Washington
 Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full environmental and public safety impact of the joint Tesoro
-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major crude oil export terminal.

If the plan is approved it would result in 380,000 barrels of oil each day being shipped through Spok
ane, the Columbia

River Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and other Northwest communities. Oil-by-rail is a bad 
deal for Washington

State. The project comes at a steep price for rail communities and the Columbia River, yet offers f
ew jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I urge you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Sav
age's proposal.

There are other alternatives to powering our country.

The public safety and environmental impacts of this proposal deserve close scrutiny. For example,
 EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and environmental impacts of a large train-related oil spill or explosion along
 the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Alabama have sho
wn that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular, highlighted the extreme danger ofthe same
 type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion, which also devastated the town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Washington State waters and along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public health impacts of additional unit train traffic through communities 
along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in Vancouver, where oil trains woul
d deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This analysis should include climate change impacts f
rom crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave CO2 emissions on the viability of the large oyst
er industry in Washington

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,
respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ira White
1435 SW 18th St
Pendleton, OR 97801-4450
(541) 276-6364
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on
 behalf of Gayle Vyskocil

<gaylev@frontier.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Applicatio
n No. 2013-01

Categories: Comment, Blue Category

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Ap
plication No. 2013-01 to urge the Washington En

ergy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full e
nvironmental and public safety impact of the joint T

esoro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major crude
 oil export terminal.

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 b
arrels of oil each day being shipped through Sp

okane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and o
ther Northwest communities. Oil-by-rail is a bad 

deal for Washington State.

The project comes at a steep price for rail comm
unities and the Columbia River, yet offers few

 jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of this projec
t, I urge you to recommend the rejection ofTes

oro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts o
f this proposal deserve close scrutiny. For exam

ple, EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and environmental impact
s of a large train-related oil spill or explosion

 along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment di
sasters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Alabama ha

ve shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in parti
cular, highlighted the extreme danger of the sam

e type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communiti
es.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion, whic
h also devastated the town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Wa
shington State waters and along the shipping rou

te.

3) The transportation and public health impacts 
of additional unit train traffic through communiti

es along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response cap
abilities in Vancouver, where oil trains would d

eliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping ro
ute.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This 
analysis should include climate change impacts fr

om crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave C
O2 emissions on the viability of the large oyster

 industry in Washington

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gayle Vyskocil
4305 Orchard Ave
Anacortes, WA 98221-4435
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on beha
lf of Christa Sprinkle

<christasprinkle@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:47 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Application No
. 2013-01

Categories: Comment, Blue Category

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Appl
ication No. 2013-01 to urge the Washington Energ

y Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full envi
ronmental and public safety impact of the joint Tesor

o-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major crude 
oil export terminal.

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 barrel
s of oil each day being shipped through Spokane, th

e Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and other
 Northwest communities. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal

 for Washington State.

The project comes at a steep price for rail comm
unities and the Columbia River, yet offers few job

s in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project,
 I urge you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro

-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of 
this proposal deserve close scrutiny. For example, EFS

EC must assess:

1) The potential safety and environmental impact
s of a large train-related oil spill or explosion alon

g the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment di
sasters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Alabama have

 shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particu
lar, highlighted the extreme danger of the same ty

pe of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion, which 
also devastated the town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Wash
ington State waters and along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public health impacts 
of additional unit train traffic through communities

 along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response cap
abilities in Vancouver, where oil trains would deliv

er and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping rout
e.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This a
nalysis should include climate change impacts from

 crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave CO
2 emissions on the viability of the large oyster indus

try in Washington

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christa Sprinkle
7740 SW Florence Ln
Portland, OR 97223-2221
(503) 246-2595



Docket EF-X31590 
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Scoping Comment

#420

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on b
ehalf of Rosemary Pavlov

<rosiepavlov@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Application No
. 2013-01

Categories: Comment, Blue Category

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Appl
ication No. 2013-01 to urge the Washington Ene

rgy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full envi
ronmental and public safety impact of the joint Tes

oro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major crude 
oil export terminal.

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 barrel
s of oil each day being shipped through Spokane,

 the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and ot
her Northwest communities. Oil-by-rail is a bad d

eal for Washington State.

The project comes at a steep price for rail commun
ities and the Columbia River, yet offers few job

s in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of this proje
ct, I urge you to recommend the rejection ofTeso

ro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts o
f this proposal deserve close scrutiny. For example,

 EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and environmental impacts 
of a large train-related oil spill or explosion along th

e rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disa
sters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Alabama have 

shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in part
icular, highlighted the extreme danger of the same

 type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities
.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion, which
 also devastated the town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Wash
ington State waters and along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public health impacts 
of additional unit train traffic through communities

 along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response cap
abilities in Vancouver, where oil trains would del

iver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping ro
ute.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This a
nalysis should include climate change impacts fr

om crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave C
O2 emissions on the viability of the large oyster ind

ustry in Washington

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rosemary Pavlov
745 NW Darrow St
Pullman, WA 99163-3315
(509) 768-0772
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org
> on behalf of Frederick Stone <fstone1118

@aol.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Appli
cation No. 2013-01

Categories: Comment, Blue Category

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590
, Application No. 2013-01 to urge the Was

hington Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full
 environmental and public safety impact o

f the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major cr
ude oil export terminal.

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000
 barrels of oil each day being shipped thro

ugh Spokane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver an
d other Northwest communities. Oil-by-rail

 is a bad deal for Washington State.

The project comes at a steep price for rail 
communities and the Columbia River, yet offe

rs few jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of this 
project, I urge you to recommend the reje

ction ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental impa
cts of this proposal deserve close scrutiny

. For example, EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and environmental i
mpacts of a large train-related oil spill or exp

losion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment
 disasters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Alab

ama have shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in p
articular, highlighted the extreme danger of

 the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our comm
unities.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion, 
which also devastated the town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on
 Washington State waters and along the shi

pping route.

3) The transportation and public health im
pacts of additional unit train traffic throu

gh communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency respons
e capabilities in Vancouver, where oil trains

 would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shippi
ng route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. T
his analysis should include climate change i

mpacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-g
rave CO2 emissions on the viability of the larg

e oyster industry in Washington

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Mr. Frederick Stone
3110108th St SE
Everett, WA 98208-7515
(425) 338-2156
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on 
behalf of Russell Graham

<eldergrahams@me.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Application N
o. 2013-01

Categories: Comment, Blue Category

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding. Docket No. EF-131590, Ap
plication No. 2013-01 to urge the Washington En

ergy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full en
vironmental and public safety impact of the joint

 Tesoro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major crude
 oil export terminal.

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 bar
rels of oil each day being shipped through Spo

kane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and 
other Northwest communities. Oil-by-rail is a bad

 deal for Washington State.

The project comes at a steep price for rail comm
unities and the Columbia River, yet offers few

 jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of this proje
ct, I urge you to recommend the rejection ofTe

soro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts o
f this proposal deserve close scrutiny. For examp

le, EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and environmental imp
acts of a large train-related oil spill or explosion 

along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment di
sasters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Alabama ha

ve shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in pa
rticular, highlighted the extreme danger of the s

ame type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities
.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion, whi
ch also devastated the town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Wa
shington State waters and along the shipping ro

ute.

3) The transportation and public health impacts 
of additional unit train traffic through communiti

es along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response c
apabilities in Vancouver, where oil trains would 

deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping 
route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This a
nalysis should include climate change impacts 

from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave 
CO2 emissions on the viability of the large oyster 

industry in Washington

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Mr. Russell Graham
4030 Eagle Crest Rd NW
Salem, OR 97304-9787
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Stephanie Songchild

<songchild@windermere.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01

Categories: Comment, Blue Category

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01 to urge the Washington Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full environmental and public safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major crude oil export terminal.

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 barrels of oil each day being shipped through Spokane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver anti other Northwest communities. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washington State.

The project comes at a steep price for rail communities and the Columbia River, yet offers few jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I urge you to recommend the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of this proposal deserve close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and environmental impacts of a large train-related oil spill or explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Alabama have shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular, highlighted the extreme danger of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion, which also devastated the town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Washington State waters and along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public health impacts of additional unit train traffic through communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in Vancouver, where oil trains would deliver and store oil, an
d

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This analysis should include climate change impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

S) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave CO2 emissions on the viability of the large oyster industry in Washington

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,
respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Ms. Stephanie Songchild
2755 S M St
Springfield, OR 97477-5262
(541) 736-7257
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From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Categories:

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Suzannah Becker

<hypathiausa@netscape.net>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 AM

EFSEC (UTC)

Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01

Comment, Blue Category

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01 to ur
ge the Washington Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full environmental and public s
afety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major crude oil export terminal.

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 barrels of oil each day 
being shipped through Spokane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and other Northwest communities.
 Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washington State.

The project comes at a steep price for rail communities and the Columbia 
River, yet offers few jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I urge you to recomm
end the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of this proposal deserve close
 scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and environmental impacts of a large train-relat
ed oil spill or explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in Lac-Megantic,
 Quebec and Alabama have shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular, highlighted the ex
treme danger of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion, which also devastated the 
town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Washington State waters a
nd along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public health impacts of additional unit train
 traffic through communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in Vancou
ver, where oil trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This analysis should include 
climate change impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave CO2 emissions on the via
bility of the large oyster industry in Washington

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,
respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Suzannah Becker
PO Box 1872
Bellevue, WA 98009-1872
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Sharyn Diaz

<cylentsam@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 AM

To: EFSEC(UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01

Categories: Comment, Blue Category

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01 to urge the Washington Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full environmental and public safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major crude oil export terminal.

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 barrels of oil each day being shipped through Spokane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and other Northwest communities. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washington State.

The project comes at a steep price for rail communities and the Columbia River, yet offers few jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I urge you to recommend the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of this proposal deserve close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and environmental impacts of a large train-related oil spill or explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Alabama have shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in quebec, in particular, highlighted the extreme danger of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion, which also devastated the town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Washington State waters and along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public health impacts of additional unit train traffic through communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in Vancouver, where oil trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This analysis should include climate change impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave CO2 emissions on the viability of the large oyster industry in Washington

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,
respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharyn Diaz
PO Box 2752
La Pine, OR 97739-2752
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From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Categories:

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Bryan
 Kelley <bryan_kelley_1998

@yahoo.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 AM

EFSEC (UTC)

Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01

Comment, Blue Category

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013
-01 to urge the Washington Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full environmental an
d public safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major crude oil export ter
minal.

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 barrels of oil ea
ch day being shipped through Spokane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and other Northwest c
ommunities. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washington State.

The project comes at a steep price for rail communities and th
e Columbia River, yet offers few jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I urge you to 
recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of this proposal 
deserve close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and environmental impacts of a large t
rain-related oil spill or explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in Lac-M
egantic, Quebec and Alabama have shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular, highli
ghted the extreme danger of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion, which also devastat
ed the town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Washington State
 waters and along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public health impacts of additional u
nit train traffic through communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in Va
ncouver, where oil trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This analysis should in
clude climate change impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave CO2 emissions 
on the viability of the large oyster industry in Washington

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bryan Kelley
6250 Bonita Rd Apt F105
Lake Oswego, OR 97035-3288
(503) 746-4129
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf
 of Eric &Elisabeth Krauss

<elisabethwarcher@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2
013-01

Categories: Comment, Blue Category

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Applicati
on No. 2013-01 to urge the Washington Energy Facility S

ite

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full enviro
nmental and public safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savag

e proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major crude oil 
export terminal.

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 barrels 
of oil each day being shipped through Spokane, the Colu

mbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and other N
orthwest communities. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Wash

ington State.

The project comes at a steep price for rail communi
ties and the Columbia River, yet offers few jobs in retur

n.

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I 
urge you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's 

proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of this 
proposal deserve close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must 

assess:

1) The potential safety and environmental impacts 
of a large train-related oil spill or explosion along the rai

l route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disast
ers in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Alabama have shown that

 these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particula
r, highlighted the extreme danger of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion, which al
so devastated the town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Washingt
on State waters and along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public health impacts of 
additional unit train traffic through communities alon

g the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabi
lities in Vancouver, where oil trains would deliver and s

tore oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This analys
is should include climate change impacts from crude 

oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave CO2 
emissions on the viability of the large oyster industry

 in Washington

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Ms. Eric &Elisabeth Krauss
6050 44th Ave NE
Seattle, WA 98115-7514
(206) 528-3833
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on
 behalf of Douglas Coffman

<dougcoffman@msn.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Application 
No. 2013-01

Categories: Comment, Blue Category

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Ap
plication No. 2013-01 to urge the Washington Ener

gy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full env
ironmental and public safety impact of the joint Tes

oro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major crude
 oil export terminal.

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 barr
els of oil each day being shipped through Spokan

e, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and oth
er Northwest communities. Oil-by-rail is a bad de

al for Washington State.

The project comes at a steep price for rail commun
ities and the Columbia River, yet offers few jobs

 in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of this projec
t, I urge you to recommend the rejection ofTesor

o-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts o
f this proposal deserve close scrutiny. For exampl

e, EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and environmental impa
cts of a large train-related oil spill or explosion al

ong the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment di
sasters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Alabama ha

ve shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in parti
cular, highlighted the extreme danger of the same 

type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communiti
es.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion, which 
also devastated the town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Wash
ington State waters and along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public health impact
s of additional unit train traffic through communit

ies along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response cap
abilities in Vancouver, where oil trains would del

iver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping ro
ute.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This 
analysis should include climate change impacts fro

m crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave C
O2 emissions on the viability of the large oyster i

ndustry in Washington

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Mr. Douglas Coffman
1445 Elkay Dr
Eugene, OR 97404-6510
(541) 689-7171



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Martha Lawler

<mjl@crestviewcable.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 AM

To: EFSEC(UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01

Categories: Comment, Blue Category

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01 to urge the Was
hington Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full environmental and public safety impact
 of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major crude oil export terminal.

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 barrels of oil each day being shipped throug
h Spokane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and other Northwest communities. Oil-by-rai
l is a bad deal for Washington State.

The project comes at a steep price for rail communities and the Columbia River, yet offer
s few jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I urge you to recommend the 
rejection ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts ofthis proposal deserve close scrutiny.
 For example, EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and environmental impacts of a large train-related oil spill or
 explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Alab
ama have shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in quebec, in particular, highlighted the extreme danger
 of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion, which also devastated the town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Washington State waters and along th
e shipping route.

3) The transportation and public health impacts of additional unit train traffic th
rough communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.
This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in Vancouver, where o

il trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This analysis should include climate chan
ge impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave CO2 emissions on the viability of the l
arge oyster industry in Washington

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,
respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Ms. Martha Lawler
52715 Day Rd
La Pine, OR 97739-9013
(530) 749-1157
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From:

Sent:
To:

Subject:

Categories:

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub
.org> on behalf of William Moyer <whyn

ot75219

@yahoo.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48
 AM

EFSEC(UTC)

Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, 
Application No. 2013-01

Comment, Blue Category

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131
590, Application No. 2013-01 to u

rge the Washington Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess th
e full environmental and public safe

ty impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage pro
posal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a 
major crude oil export terminal.

If approved, the plan would result in 38
0,000 barrels of oil each day being 

shipped through Spokane, the Columbia
 River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver
 and other Northwest communities.

 Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washington
 State.

The project comes at a steep price fo
r rail communities and the Columbia 

River, yet offers few jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of
 this project, I urge you to recomme

nd the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's prop
osal.

The public safety and environmenta
l impacts of this proposal deserve clo

se scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must ass
ess:

1) The potential safety and environmen
tal impacts of a large train-related 

oil spill or explosion along the rail route 
in

Washington and beyond. Recent der
ailment disasters in Lac-Megantic, Qu

ebec and Alabama have shown that th
ese risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec,
 in particular, highlighted the extre

me danger of the same type of oil and t
ankers

that would be traveling through our 
communities.

Forty-seven people died in that exp
losion, which also devastated the to

wn.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker 
spill on Washington State waters and a

long the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public heal
th impacts of additional unit train tra

ffic through communities along the prop
osed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency r
esponse capabilities in Vancouver, wh

ere oil trains would deliver and store oil
, and

other communities along the rail and
 shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate cha
nge. This analysis should include clim

ate change impacts from crude oil as w
ell as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-
to-grave CO2 emissions on the viabili

ty of the large oyster industry in Washing
ton

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Moyer
7062 SW Vermont Ct
Portland, OR 97223-7570
(971) 250-1937
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> o
n behalf of Sharon Maffett

<sharon@maffett.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 $:48 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Applicati
on No. 2013-01

Categories: Comment, Blue Category

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, 
Application No. 2013-01 to urge the Washingt

on Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full 
environmental and public safety impact of the j

oint Tesoro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major 
crude oil export terminal.

If approved, the plan would result in 380,00
0 barrels of oil each day being shipped thro

ugh Spokane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and 
other Northwest communities. Oil-by-rail is a

 bad deal for Washington State.

The project comes at a steep price for rail c
ommunities and the Columbia River, yet offer

s few jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of this 
project, I urge you to recommend the rejec

tion ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental impac
ts of this proposal deserve close scrutiny. F

or example, EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and environmental 
impacts of a large train-related oil spill or expl

osion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment d
isasters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Alabam

a have shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in 
particular, highlighted the extreme danger of

 the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our commun
ities.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion, wh
ich also devastated the town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on
 Washington State waters and along the shipp

ing route.

3) The transportation and public health imp
acts of additional unit train traffic through 

communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response
 capabilities in Vancouver, where oil trains 

would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shippin
g route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. Th
is analysis should include climate change im

pacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-gra
ve CO2 emissions on the viability of the large 

oyster industry in Washington

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon Maffett
9529 167th Ave NE
Redmond, WA 98052-3116
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on
 behalf of Norm Osterman

<nosterman@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 AM

To: EFSfC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Applicatio
n No. 2013-01

Categories: Comment, Blue Category

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Ap
plication No. 2013-01 to urge the Washington En

ergy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full e
nvironmental and public safety impact of the joint T

esoro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major crude
 oil export terminal.

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 b
arrels of oil each day being shipped through Sp

okane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and o
ther Northwest communities. Oil-by-rail is a bad 

deal for Washington State.

The project comes at a steep price for rail comm
unities and the Columbia River, yet offers few

 jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of this projec
t, I urge you to recommend the rejection ofTes

oro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts o
f this proposal deserve close scrutiny. For exampl

e, EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and environmental impa
cts of a large train-related oil spill or explosion

 along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment di
sasters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Alabama ha

ve shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in pa
rticular, highlighted the extreme danger of the s

ame type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communiti
es.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion, whic
h also devastated the town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Wa
shington State waters and along the shipping rou

te.

3) The transportation and public health impacts 
of additional unit train traffic through communiti

es along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response c
apabilities in Vancouver, where oil trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping 
route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This 
analysis should include climate change impacts f

rom crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave C
O2 emissions on the viability of the large oyster

 industry in Washington

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Mr. Norm Osterman
PO Box 1535
Walla Walla, WA 99362-0028
(509) 240-2952
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From:

Sent:

To:

Subject:

Categories:

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierraclu
b.org> on behalf of Dessi Armstrong

<dessiarmstrong@yahoo.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:
48 AM

EFSEC (UTC)

Comment on Docket No. EF-131590
, Application No. 2013-01

Comment, Blue Category

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-
131590, Application No. 2013-01 to 

urge the Washington Energy Facility Sit
e

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to asses
s the full environmental and public 

safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Sava
ge proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a
 major crude oil export terminal.

If approved, the plan would result in
 380,000 barrels of oil each day being shipp

ed through Spokane, the Columbia Riv
er

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vanco
uver and other Northwest communit

ies. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Wash
ington State.

The project comes at a steep price 
for rail communities and the Colum

bia River, yet offers few jobs in return
.

Based on the far reaching impacts 
of this project, I urge you to recom

mend the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's p
roposal.

The public safety and environmental
 impacts of this proposal deserve 

close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must
 assess:

1) The potential safety and environ
mental impacts of a large train-relat

ed oil spill or explosion along the rail
 route in

Washington and beyond. Recent d
erailment disasters in Lac-Megantic

, Quebec and Alabama have shown that
 these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Queb
ec, in particular, highlighted the ex

treme danger of the same type of oil a
nd tankers

that would be traveling through ou
r communities.

Forty-seven people died in that exp
losion, which also devastated the t

own.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker
 spill on Washington State waters a

nd along-the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public he
alth impacts of additional unit train 

traffic through communities along the
 proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency 
response capabilities in Vancouver, w

here oil trains would deliver and store
 oil, and

other communities along the rail a
nd shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate 
change. This analysis should includ

e climate change impacts from crude o
il as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle
-to-grave CO2 emissions on the via

bility of the large oyster industry in Wa
shington

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Dessi Armstrong
9217 NE 164th Ave
Vancouver, WA 98682-0737
(916) 239-6841

2
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Clif Cox 
<clif@eugeneweb.com>

Sent: _Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01

Categories: Comment, Blue Category

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 
2013-01 to urge the Washington Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full environmental and 
public safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major crude oil export ter
minal.

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 barrels of oil each d
ay being shipped through Spokane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and other Northwes
t communities. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washington State.

The project comes at a steep price for rail communities and th
e Columbia River, yet offers few jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I urge you to 
recommend the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of this proposa
l deserve close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and environmental impacts of a large tr
ain-related oil spill or explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in Lac
-Megantic, Quebec and Alabama have shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular, highlight
ed the extreme danger of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion, which also devastat
ed the town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Washington State 
waters and along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public health impacts of additional u
nit train traffic through communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in 
Vancouver, where oil trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This analysis should
 include climate change impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave CO2 emission
s on the viability of the large oyster industry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and c
limate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Sav
age's application.



Sincerely,

Mr. Clif Cox
2485 W 21st Ave
Eugene, OR 97405-1396
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Steve Durbin <kilo34

@cablespeed.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01

Categories: Comment, Blue Category

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Keep your crude oil out of Washington!!!

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01 to urge the Washington Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full environmental and public safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major crude oil export terminal.

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 barrels of oil each day being shipped through Spokane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and other Northwest communities. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washington State.

The project comes at a steep price for rail communities and the Columbia River, yet offers few jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I urge you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of this proposal deserve close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and environmental impacts of a large train-related oil spill or explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Alabama have shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular, highlighted the extreme danger of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion, which also devastated the town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Washington State waters and along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public health impacts of additional unit train traffic through communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in Vancouver, where oil trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This analysis should include climate change impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave CO2 emissions on the viability of the large oyster industry in Washington

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated _with the proposed oil terminal,
respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Durbin
1251 Rickover Dr
Coupeville, WA 98239-4100
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on be
half of Richard Fisher

<sparkil@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Applicatio
n No. 2013-01

Categories: Comment, Blue Category

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Ap
plication No. 2013-01 to urge the Washington En

ergy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full e
nvironmental and public safety impact of the joint Tes

oro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major crude
 oil export terminal.

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 b
arrels of oil each day being shipped through Spok

ane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and oth
er Northwest communities. Oil-by-rail is a bad de

al for Washington State.

The project comes at a steep price for rail comm
unities and the Columbia River, yet offers few jo

bs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of this projec
t, I urge you to recommend the rejection ofTesor

o-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts o
f this proposal deserve close scrutiny. For exam

ple, EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and environmental impact
s of a large train-related oil spill or explosion al

ong the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment di
sasters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Alabama ha

ve shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in parti
cular, highlighted the extreme danger of the sam

e type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communiti
es.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion, which 
also devastated the town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Wash
ington State waters and along the shipping route

.

3) The transportation and public health impact
s of additional unit train traffic through- communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response c
apabilities in Vancouver, where oil trains would d

eliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping ro
ute.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This 
analysis should include climate change impacts fr

om crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave C
O2 emissions on the viability of the large oyster i

ndustry in Washington

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Fisher
2436 NE Iris Way
Bend, OR 97701-8197
(541) 219-2401
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.o
rg> on behalf of Susan Gill

<susangill@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 
AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, A
pplication No. 2013-01

Categories: Comment, Blue Category

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-13
1590, Application No. 2013-01 to urge t

he Washington Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the
 full environmental and public safety i

mpact of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposa
l

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a ma
jor crude oil export terminal.

If approved, the plan would result in 38
0,000 barrels of oil each day being shi

pped through Spokane, the Columbia Rive
r

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouve
r and other Northwest communities. 

Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washington Stat
e.

The project comes at a steep price for r
ail communities and the Columbia R

iver, yet offers few jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of th
is project, I urge you to recommend t

he rejection ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental im
pacts of this proposal deserve close s

crutiny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and environment
al impacts of a large train-related oil 

spill or explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derail
ment disasters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec

 and Alabama have shown that these risk
s

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec,
 in particular, highlighted the extreme 

danger of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our c
ommunities.

Forty-seven people died in that explosi
on, which also devastated the town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spi
ll on Washington State waters and al

ong the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public health
 impacts of additional unit train traffi

c through communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency res
ponse capabilities in Vancouver, where 

oil trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and sh
ipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate chan
ge. This analysis should include climat

e change impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to
-grave CO2 emissions on the viability 

of the large oyster industry in Washington

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Susan Gill
23307 SE 225th St
Maple Valley, WA 98038-8425
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Joshua and Kristen Brandon

<joshua.brandon@sierraclub.org>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01

Categories: Comment, Blue Category

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01 to urge the Washington Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full environmental and .public safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major crude oil export terminal.

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 barrels of oil each day being shipped through Spokane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and other Northwest communities. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washington State.

The project comes at a steep price for rail communities and the Columbia River, yet offers few jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I urge you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of this proposal deserve close scrutiny. Foy example, EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and environmental impacts of a large train-related oil spill or explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Alabama have shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular, highlighted the extreme danger of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion, which also devastated the town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Washington State waters and along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public health impacts of additional unit train traffic through communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in Vancouver, where oil trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This analysis should include climate change impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave CO2 emissions on the viability of the large oyster industry in Washington

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,
respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joshua and Kristen Brandon
9131 Periwinkle Loop NE
Lacey, WA 98516-6404
(931) 206-1595
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Andr
ea Bean

<lovelaughterlight@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 201
3-01

Categories: Comment, Blue Category

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 
2013-01 to urge the Washington Energy Facility Site.

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full environmental 
and public safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major crude oil expo
rt terminal.

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 barrels of
 oil each day being shipped through Spokane, the Columbia Ri

ver

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and other North
west communities. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washington Sta

te.

The project comes at a steep price for rail communities an
d the Columbia River, yet offers few jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I ur
ge you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's prop

osal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of this propos
al deserve close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and environmental impacts of a lar
ge train-related oil spill or explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in
 Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Alabama have shown that these risk

s

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular, hig
hlighted the extreme danger of the same type of oil and ta

nkers

that would be traveling through our communities.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion, which also de
vastated the town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Washington 
State waters and along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public health impacts of addit
ional unit train traffic through communities along the propose

d

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabilitie
s in Vancouver, where oil trains would deliver and store oil, an

d

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This analysis sh
ould include climate change impacts from crude oil as well

 as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave C0.2 emissio
ns on the viability of the large oyster industry in Washingto

n

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Miss Andrea Bean
7412 SE Woodstock Blvd
Portland, OR 97206-5839
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Gina Lit
tlejohn

<labellaluna@mycomspan.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01

Categories: Comment, Blue Category

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 20
13-01 to urge the Washington Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full environmental and 
public safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major crude oil export 
terminal.

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 barrels of oil eac
h day being shipped through Spokane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and other Northwest c
ommunities. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washington State.

The project comes at a steep price for rail communities and th
e Columbia River, yet offers few jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I urge you to
 recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of this proposal 
deserve close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and environmental impacts of a large t
rain-related oil spill or explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in Lac
-Megantic, Quebec and Alabama have shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular, highli
ghted the extreme danger of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion, which also devastated 
the town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Washington State
 waters and along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public health impacts of additional 
unit train traffic through communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in
 Vancouver, where oil trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This analysis should
 include climate change impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave CO2 emissions 
on the viability of the large oyster industry in Washington

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gina Littlejohn
11701st St NE
Bandon, OR 97411-9316
(541) 347-3755
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Jillian Shea

<jsheacpa@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01

Categories: Comment, Blue Category

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172
Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01 to urge the Washington Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full environmental and public safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major crude oil export terminal.

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 barrels of oil each day being shipped through Spokane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and other Northwest communities. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washington State.

The project comes at a steep price for rail communities and the Columbia River, yet offers few jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I urge you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of this proposal deserve close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and environmental impacts of a large train-related oil spill or explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Alabama have shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular, highlighted the extreme danger of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion, which also devastated the town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Washington State waters and along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public health impacts of additional unit train traffic through communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in Vancouver, where oil trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This analysis should include climate change impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave CO2 emissions on the viability of the large oyster industry in Washington

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,
respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Ms.lillian Shea
18111 SE 35th St

Vancouver, WA 98683-8262
(360) 253-8005
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#442

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org
> on behalf of Sue Duffy <sue@dyfis.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Ap
plication No. 2013-01

Categories: Comment, Blue Category

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590,
 Application No. 2013-01 to urge the Washi

ngton Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the fu
ll environmental and public safety impact

 of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major c
rude oil export terminal.

If approved, the plan would result in 380,00
0 barrels of oil each day being shipped th

rough Spokane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver an
d other Northwest communities. Oil-by-

rail is a bad deal for Washington State.

The project comes at a steep price for rail 
communities and the Columbia River, yet of

fers few jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of this 
project, I urge you to recommend the re

jection ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental impa
cts of this proposal deserve close scrutiny

. For example, EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and environmental
 impacts of a large train-related oil spill or ex

plosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment
 disasters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Al

abama have shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in 
particular, highlighted the extreme danger

 of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our commu
nities.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion,
 which also devastated the town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill o
n Washington State waters and along th

e shipping route.

3) The transportation and public health im
pacts of additional unit train traffic thro

ugh communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency respo
nse capabilities in Vancouver, where oil tr

ains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shippi
ng route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. T
his analysis should include climate chan

ge impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-gr
ave CO2 emissions on the viability of the

 large oyster industry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the safety, envi
ronmental, and climate risks associated wi

th the proposed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recommend the 
rejection ofTesoro-Savage's application.



Sincerely,

Ms. Sue Duffy
1406 Thurston Ave NE

Olympia, WA 98506-4459
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From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Categories:

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf
 of Melanie Wood

<healthystrategies@comcast.net>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 AM

EFSEC (UTC)

Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Application No
. 2013-01

Comment, Blue Category

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Applic
ation No. 2013-01 to urge the Washington Energy Facili

ty Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full environm
ental and public safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savag

e proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major crude oil e
xport terminal.

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 barrels 
of oil each day being shipped through Spokane, the Colu

mbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and other N
orthwest communities. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Wash

ington State.

The project comes at a steep price for rail communi
ties and the Columbia River, yet offers few jobs in retur

n.

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I 
urge you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage'

s proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of this 
proposal deserve close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC mus

t assess:

1) The potential safety and environmental impacts
 of a large train-related oil spill or explosion along the rai

l route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters 
in Lac-Megantic, quebec and Alabama have shown that

 these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particula
r, highlighted the extreme danger of the same type of oi

l and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion, which also
 devastated the town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Washing
ton State waters and along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public health impacts of 
additional unit train traffic through communities along 

the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabili
ties in Vancouver, where oil trains would deliver and 

store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This analysis
 should include climate change impacts from crude

 oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave CO2 emi
ssions on the viability of the large oyster industry i

n Washington

State.



After carefully considering the~safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Ms. Melanie Wood
7909 SW 31st Ave Apt 2
Portland, OR 97219-3782
(503) 850-7100
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behal
f of Katherine Pierini

<kateypierini@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2
013-01

Categories: Comment

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Applicat
ion No. 2013-01 to urge the Washington Energy Facility Sit

e

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full environment
al and public safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage p

roposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major crude oil e
xport terminal.

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 barrels o
f oil each day being shipped through Spokane, the Colum

bia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and other N
orthwest communities. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washing

ton State.

The project comes at a steep price for rail communiti
es and the Columbia River, yet offers few jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I ur
ge you to recommend the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's p

roposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of this p
roposal deserve close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must 

assess:

1) The potential safety and environmental impacts of 
a large train-related oil spill or explosion along the rail rout

e in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters 
in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Alabama have shown that th

ese risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particula
r, highlighted the extreme danger of the same type of oi

l and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion, which also
 devastated the town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Washingt
on State waters and along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public health impacts of add
itional unit train traffic through communities along the 

proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabili
ties in Vancouver,.where oil trains would deliver and sto

re oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This analysis 
should include climate change impacts from crude oil as well 

as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave CO2 emi
ssions on the viability of the large oyster industry in W

ashington

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katherine Pierini
715 30th Ave
Seattle, WA 98122-5011
(206) 329-4238
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Ka
ri Mayer

<kjdxma@frontier.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 201
3-01

Categories: Comment, Blue Category

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 
2013-01 to urge the Washington Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full environmental
 and public safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major crude oil export
 terminal.

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 barrels of oil
 each day being shipped through Spokane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and other Northwes
t communities. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washington State.

The project comes at a steep price for rail communities and 
the Columbia River, yet offers few jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I urge 
you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts ofthis pro
posal deserve close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and environmental impacts of a lar
ge train-related oil spill or explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in 
Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Alabama have shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular, highli
ghted the extreme danger of the same type of oil and tanke

rs

that would be traveling through our communities.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion, which also devas
tated the town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Washington St
ate waters and along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public health impacts of addition
al unit train traffic through communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in
 Vancouver, where oil trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This analysis sho
uld include climate change impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave CO2 emission
s on the viability of the large oyster industry in Washington

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kari Mayer
18550 SW Hart Rd
Aloha, OR 97007-5629
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of
 Julie Laidlaw

<jeztjulz@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 AM

To: EFSEC(UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 201
3-01

Categories: Comment, Blue Category

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Application
 No. 2013-01 to urge the Washington Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full environmental
 and public safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage propos

al

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major crude oil expo
rt terminal.

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 barrels of
 oil each day being shipped through Spokane, the Columbia

 River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and other Nor
thwest communities. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washington S

tate.

The project comes at a steep price for rail communities a
nd the Columbia River, yet offers few jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I urg
e you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's pr

oposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of this p
roposal deserve close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must as

sess:

1) The potential safety and environmental impacts of a l
arge train-related oil spill or explosion along the rail route i

n

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in 
Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Alabama have shown that these ri

sks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular, 
highlighted the extreme danger of the same type of oil and

 tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion, which also dev
astated the town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Washington
 State waters and along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public health impacts of addit
ional unit train traffic through communities along the prop

osed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabili
ties in Vancouver, where oil trains would deliver and store 

oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This analysis 
should include climate change impacts from crude oil as well a

s

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave CO2 emiss
ions on the viability of the large oyster industry in Washi

ngton

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julie Laidlaw
PO Box 2513
Friday Harbor, WA 98250-2513
(360) 472-0042
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Delfino Cornali <delfino4747

@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01

Categories: Comment, Blue Category

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01 to urge the W
ashington Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full environmental and public safety impact 
of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major crude oil export terminal.

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 barrels of oil each day being shipped
 through Spokane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and other Northwest communities. Oil-by
-rail is a bad deal for Washington State.

The project comes at a steep price for rail communities and the Columbia River, yet 
offers few jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I urge you to recommend the rej
ection ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of this proposal deserve close scruti
ny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and environmental impacts of a large train-related oil s
pill or explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec an
d Alabama have shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular, highlighted the extreme 
danger ofthe same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion, which also devastated the town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Washington State waters and along t
he shipping route.

3) The transportation and public health impacts of additional unit train traffic
 through communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in Vancouver, where 
oil trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This analysis should include climate ch
ange impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave CO2 emissions on the viability of the
 large oyster industry in Washington

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,
respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Mr. Delfino Cornali
4525 34th Ave S
Seattle, WA 98118-1603
(206) 679-1886



Docket E F-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

~ #448

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Judy Woodson

<jmwoodson@earthlink.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01

Categories: Comment, Blue Category

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172
Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01 to urge the Washington Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full environmental and public safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major crude oil export terminal.

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 barrels of oil each day being shipped through Spokane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and other Northwest communities. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washington State.

The project comes at a steep price for rail communities and the Columbia River, yet offers few jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I urge you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of this proposal deserve close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and environmental impacts of a large train-related oil spill or explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Alabama have shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular, highlighted the extreme danger of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion, which also devastated the town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Washington State waters and along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public health impacts of additional unit train traffic through communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in Vancouver, where oil trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This analysis should include climate change impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave CO2 emissions on the viability of the large oyster industry in Washington

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,
respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judy Woodson
4522 Meridian Ave N
Seattle, WA 98103-6948
(206) 632-6133



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Brian Cochran
<briancochran@mac.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)
Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01

Categories: Comment, Blue Category

Nov 13, 2013

Mr: Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01 to urge the Washington Energy Facility Site
Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full environmental and public safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major crude oil export terminal.

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 barrels of oil each day being shipped through Spokane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and other Northwest communities. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washington State.

The project comes at a steep price for rail communities and the Columbia River, yet offers few jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I urge you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of this proposal deserve close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and environmental impacts of a large train-related oil spill or explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Alabama have shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular, highlighted the extreme danger of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.
Forty-seven people died in that explosion, which also devastated the town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Washington State waters and along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public health impacts of additional unit train traffic through communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.
This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in Vancouver, where oil trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This analysis should include climate change impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave CO2 emissions on the viability of the large oyster industry in Washington

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian Cochran

1533 NW Spruce Ave
Redmond, OR 97756-1091
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Lucy Weinberg
<laweinberg@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01

Categories: Comment, Blue Category

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172
Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Spills are not a matter "if" they happen. They will happen.

The enviroment and ecosystems that a spill would ruin are not replaceable.

Grow jobs in alternative energy -wind, solar, waste sourced bio-gas, etc

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01 to urge the Washington Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full environmental and public safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major crude oil export terminal.

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 barrels of oil each day being shipped through Spokane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and other Northwest communities. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washington State.

The project comes at a steep price for rail communities and the Columbia River, yet offers few jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I urge you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of this proposal deserve close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and environmental impacts of a large train-related oil spill or explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Alabama have-shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular, highlighted the extreme danger of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion, which also devastated the town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Washington State waters and along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public health impacts of additional unit train traffic through communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in Vancouver, where oil trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This analysis should include climate change impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.



5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave CO2 emissions on the viability of the large oyster industry in Washington
State.

After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,
respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lucy Weinberg
4220 NE 107th St
Seattle, WA 98125-6952
(206) 364-8433


