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Dear Mr. Posner,
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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 Si
te

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full environmental and public safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Sav
age 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 Co
lumbia 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 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, EF
SEC must assess:

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

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

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular, highlighted the extreme danger of the same typ
e 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 a
long the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in Vancouver, where oil trains would delive
r 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. Wendy Dillon
3543 NE 122nd Ave
Portland, OR 97230-1301
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Louise Debreczeny

<loudebz@msn.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:49 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 sh
ipped 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 Columbi
a River, yet offers few jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I urge you to recommend t
he rejection ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of this proposal deserve close s
crutiny. 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, Queb
ec and Alabama have shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular, highlighted the extrem
e 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 t
raffic 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 and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. 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 viabi
lity 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. Louise Debreczeny
6123 Idaho St
Vancouver, WA 98661-6910
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Martina Collom

<martinacollom@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:49 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,

Mrs. Martina Collom
1172 Maloney Grove Ave SE
North Bend, WA 98045-9165
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From: 
Sierra Club <information@sierra

club.org> on behalf of Robert Sori
ta

<rsorita@me.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8

:49 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. 2013-

01 to urge the Washington Energ
y Facility Site

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

lic safety impact of the joint Tesor
o-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver int
o a major crude oil export term

inal.

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, Van
couver and other Northwest com

munities. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal f
or 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 impact
s of this project, I urge you to 

recommend the rejection of Tesoro
-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environm
ental impacts of this proposal de

serve close scrutiny. For example,
 EFSEC must assess:

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

n-related oil spill or explosion alon
g the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent 
derailment disasters in Lac-Megant

ic, Quebec and Alabama have sh
own 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 e
xplosion, which also devastated

 the town.

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

ers and along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public
 health impacts of additional u

nit train traffic through communiti
es along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emerge
ncy response capabilities in Van

couver, where oil trains would de
liver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail
 and shipping route.

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

lude climate change impacts from
 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 in
dustry in Washington

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal, 1respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's application.
Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Sorita
18 Whalebone Way
Aberdeen, WA 98520-9424
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclu
b.org> on behalf of Robert Speik

<speik@bendcable.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:4
9 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. EF
-131590, Application No. 2013-01 to

 urge the Washington Energy Facility Sit
e

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

ety impact 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 3
80,000 barrels of oil each day being

 shipped through Spokane, the Columbi
a 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 fo
r rail communities and the Columbia

 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 environmental 
impacts of this proposal deserve clo

se scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must as
sess:

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

d oil spill or explosion along the rail rou
te in

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

uebec and Alabama have shown that t
hese risks

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

eme danger of the same type of oil an
d tankers

that would be traveling through our 
communities.

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

wn.

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

 along the shipping route.

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

ffic through communities along the pro
posed

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 and
 shipping route.

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

imate 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 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 of Tesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Speik
61334 Wecoma Ct
Bend, OR 97702-2748
(541) 385-0445
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Theresa Bonertz

<theresa.b@cobaltmortgage.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:49 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 Wash
ington 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 prop
osal..

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 rou
te 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 particular, highlighted the extreme danger of the same type of o
il 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 pr
oposed

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 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 viability 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 ofTesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Miss Theresa Bonertz
10323 NE 136th PI
Kirkland, WA 98034-2023
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.
org> on behalf of Norman Grouter

<normancrouter@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:49 
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-131
590, 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 propo
sal

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

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

pped through Spokane, the Columbia Ri
ver

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 R

iver, yet offers few jobs in return.

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

 the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's proposa
l.

The public safety and environmental i
mpacts 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 s

pill or explosion along the rail route in

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

c and Alabama have shown that these r
isks

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

 danger of the same type of oil and tank
ers

that would be traveling through our c
ommunities.

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

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spil
l on Washington State waters and al

ong the shipping route.

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

ic through communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency re
sponse capabilities in Vancouver, wher

e oil trains would deliver and store oil, a
nd

other communities along the rail and sh
ipping route.

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

ate 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 o

f 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. Norman Grouter
4126 1/2 Baker Ave NW
Seattle, WA 98107-4945
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From: 
Sierra Club <information@sier

raclub.org> on behalf of Dana Ya
ng

<dananewhome@yahoo.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2Q13

 8:49 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. 

2013-01 to urge the Washington 
Energy 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 term

inal.

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, Va
ncouver and other Northwest 

communities. Oil-by-rail is a bad d
eal for Washington State.

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

e 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 ofTesor
o-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 explosion a
long the rail route in

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

egantic, Quebec and Alabama h
ave 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 through
 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 communi
ties 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 ofTesoro-Savage's application.
Sincerely,

Ms. Dana Yang
PO Box 1166
Issaquah, WA 98027-0044
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From: 
Sierra Club <infarmati

on@sierraclub.org> on
 behalf of Kari Wilson

<karilynwilson@yahoo
.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November

 13, 2013 8:49 QM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket N

o. EF-131590, Applica
tion No. 2013-01

Categories: 
Comment, Blue Catego

ry

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-31
72

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Do
cket No. EF-131590, A

pplication No. 2013-01
 to urge the Washingto

n Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFS
EC) to assess the full en

vironmental and publi
c safety impact of the j

oint Tesoro-Savage pro
posal

to turn the Port of Van
couver into a major cru

de oil export terminal
.

If approved, the plan wou
ld result in 380,000 b

arrels of oil each day 
being shipped through S

pokane, the Columbia 
River

Gorge National Scenic A
rea, Vancouver and 

other Northwest commun
ities. Oil-by-rail is a b

ad deal for Washington
 State.

The project comes at a
 steep price for rail com

munities and the Colu
mbia River, yet offers 

few jobs in return.

Based on the far reachi
ng impacts of this proj

ect, I urge you to reco
mmend the rejection o

f Tesoro-Savage's propo
sal.

The public safety and e
nvironmental impacts 

of this proposal deserv
e close scrutiny. For exa

mple, EFSEC must asse
ss:

1) The potential safety a
nd environmental impa

cts of a large train-rel
ated oil spill or explosi

on along the rail route i
n

Washington and beyond
. Recent derailment d

isasters in Lac-Meganti
c, Quebec and Alabam

a have shown that the
se risks

are far too real. The tra
gedy in Quebec, in pa

rticular, highlighted the
 extreme danger of the

 same type of oil and ta
nkers

that would be travelin
g through our communi

ties.

Forty-seven people die
d in that explosion, whi

ch also devastated the
 town.

2) The increased risk of
 an oil tanker spill on W

ashington State water
s and along the shippin

g route.

3~ The transportation a
nd public health impa

cts of additional unit t
rain traffic through comm

unities along the pro
posed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluatin
g emergency response

 capabilities in Vancou
ver, where oil trains wo

uld deliver and store o
il, and

other communities alon
g the rail and shipping

 route.

4) The project's impact
 on climate change. Th

is analysis should incl
ude climate change impa

cts from crude oil as 
well as

tar sands oil from cradl
e to grave.

5) The impact of the pro
ject's cradle-to-grave

 CO2 emissions on the
 viability of the large oy

ster 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 of Tesaro-Savage's application.
Sincerely,

Dr. Kari Wilson
14116 N Creek Dr Apt 2314
Mill Creek, WA 98012-5384
{808) 288-9844
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Darcey Snow <snowbird927

@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:49 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 p
roposal

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 Washingt
on 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 prop
osal.

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 th
ese risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular, highlighted the extreme danger of the same type of o
il 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 pr
oposed

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 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 ofTesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Ms. Darcey Snow
353 W Nebraska Ave
Spokane, WA 99205-6357
(509) 489-3654
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Colleen Mayock

<cmayock@msn.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:49 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,

Mrs. Colleen Mayock
6404 Marshall Ave SW
Seattle, WA 98136-1318
(206) 935-5636
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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@sierracl
ub.org> on behalf of Peggysue King

<cobaltquilter@aol.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:
49 AM

EFSEC (UTC)

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

Comment, Blue Category

I'm writing regarding Docket No. E
F-131590, Application No. 2013-01

 to urge the Washington Energy Facil
ity Site

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

 safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Sa
vage 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 b

eing shipped through Spokane, the Co
lumbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vanco
uver and other Northwest communi

ties. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Was
hington State.

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

bia River, yet offers few jobs in retu
rn.

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

he rejection of Tesoro-Savage's propo
sal.

The public safety and environmental
 impacts of this proposal deserve

 close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC m
ust assess:

1) The potential safety and enviro
nmental impacts of a large train-rela

ted oil spill or explosion along the rai
l route in

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

, Quebec and Alabama have shown th
at these risks

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

xtreme danger of the same type of oil
 and tankers

that would be traveling through ou
r communities.

Forty-seven people died in that expl
osion, 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 hea
lth impacts of additional unit trai

n 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 
change. This analysis should includ

e 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 v

iability 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 of Tesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Ms. Peggysue King
2501 28th Ave NW
Olympia, WA 98502-3921
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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.or
g> on behalf of Charlie Spring

<charlie_cofc@yahoo.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:49 A
M

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 

Washington Energy Facility Site

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

pact of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

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

 through Spokane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver a
nd 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, ye

t offers few jobs in return.

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

ection of Tesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental impac
ts 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 spill

 or explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailmen
t disasters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec an

d Alabama have shown that these risks

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

ger of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our co
mmunities.

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

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

 shipping route.

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

rough communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency resp
onse capabilities in Vancouver, where oil

 trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shi
pping 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-g
rave 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. Charlie Spring
533 Elm Way Apt 1
Edmonds, WA 98020-4670
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclu
b.org> on behalf of Lucy Corbett

< lucy_corbett@ya hoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:
49 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. E
F-131590, Application No. 2013-01

 to urge the Washington. Energy Facil
ity Site

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 bei

ng shipped through Spokane, the Col
umbia River

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 ofTesoro-Savage's
 proposal.

The public safety and environmental
 impacts of this proposal deserve cl

ose scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must
 assess:

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

ed oil spill or explosion along the rail r
oute in

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

 Quebec and Alabama have shown th
at 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 expl
osion, 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 hea
lth impacts of additional unit trai

n traffic through communities along the
 proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergenc
y response capabilities in Vancouv

er, where 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 include 

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 
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. Lucy Corbett
6041 SE Taylor Ct
Portland, OR 97215-2825
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierracl
ub.org> on behalf of Larry Fox

<larryleefox@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:
49 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 s

afety impact of the joint Tesoro-Sav
age 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 b

eing shipped through Spokane, the Co
lumbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vanco
uver and other Northwest communi

ties. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Was
hington State.

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

bia River, yet offers few jobs in retu
rn.

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

mend the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's
 proposal.

The public safety and environmental
 impacts of this proposal deserve

 close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC mu
st 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 de
railment 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 

extreme danger of the same type of oi
l and tankers

that would be traveling through ou
r communities.

Forty-seven people died in that expl
osion, 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 he
alth impacts of additional unit trai

n 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 
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 cradl
e-to-grave CO2 emissions on the vi

ability 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. Larry Fox
5934 Sundown Ln
Freeland, WA 98249-9726
(360) 331-1950
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From: 
Sierra Club <informatio

n@sierraclub.org> on beha
lf of Carrie Gleckler

<cjgleckler@mac.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 1

3, 2013 8:49 AM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. E

F-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 Dock
et No. EF-131590, Applic

ation No. 2013-01 to urge
 the Washington Energy F

acility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC)
 to assess the full envir

onmental and public safety
 impact of the joint Tesoro

-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vanco
uver into a major crude o

il export terminal.

If approved, the plan would
 result in 380,000 barrels

 of oil each day being shi
pped through Spokane, the

 Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Are
a, Vancouver and other

 Northwest communities.
 Oil-by-rail is a bad deal f

or Washington State.

The project comes at a s
teep price for rail communi

ties 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-Sav

age's proposal.

The public safety and e
nvironmental impacts of th

is proposal deserve clos
e scrutiny. For example, EF

SEC must assess:

1) The potential safety an
d environmental impacts

 of a large train-related o
il spill or explosion along t

he rail route in

Washington and beyond.
 Recent derailment disas

ters in lac-Megantic, Queb
ec and Alabama have sho

wn that these risks

are far too real. The trage
dy in Quebec, in particula

r, highlighted the extreme
 danger of the same type 

of oil and tankers

that would be traveling th
rough our communities.

Forty-seven people died in
 that explosion, which al

so devastated the town.

2J The increased risk of an
 oil tanker spill on Washi

ngton State waters and al
ong the shipping route.

3) The transportation and
 public health impacts o

f additional unit train traf
fic through communities a

long the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating 
emergency response capa

bilities in Vancouver, whe
re 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 anal

ysis should include climat
e change impacts from crud

e oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to
 grave.

5) The impact of the proje
ct's cradle-to-grave CO2

 emissions on the viability
 of the large oyster indust

ry 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. Carrie Gleckler
5149 New Sweden Rd NE
Bainbridge Island, WA 98110-3119
(206) 842-2735
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on b
ehalf of Geary Lewis

<sierraclub.org@wegowi reless.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:49 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 Energy F

acility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full enviro
nmental 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 barrels
 of oil each day being shipped through Spokane,

 the Columbia River

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

for Washington State.

The project comes at a steep price for rail commu
nities 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 thi
s proposal deserve close scrutiny. For example, E

FSEC must assess:

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

 the rail route in

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

hown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in partic
ular, highlighted the extreme danger of the same t

ype 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 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 de

liver and. store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping ro
ute.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This ana
lysis 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 industr

y 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. Geary Lewis
2128 W 2nd Ave
Spokane, WA 99201-5416
(509) 993-8258
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From: 
Sierra Club <information@sierra

club.org> on behalf of Gary Gilbert
 <gilbert-4

@msn.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8

:49 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. 20

13-01 to urge the Washington En
ergy Facility Site

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

ublic safety impact of the joint Te
soro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver int
o a major crude oil export term

inal.

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

ay being shipped through Spokan
e, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Van
couver and other Northwest co

mmunities. 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 impact
s of this project, I urge you to 

recommend the rejection ofTeso
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 en
vironmental impacts of a large tr

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

Washington and beyond. Recent 
derailment disasters in Lac-Megan

tic, Quebec and Alabama have s
hown 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 e
xplosion, which also devastated

 the town.

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

waters and along the shipping ro
ute.

3j The transportation and public
 health impacts of additional u

nit train traffic through communiti
es along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emerge
ncy response capabilities in Van

couver, where oil trains would de
liver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail
 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 grave
.

5) The impact of the project's c
radle-to-grave CO2 emissions o

n 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,

Mr. Gary Gilbert
3521 SW Dolph Ct
Portland, OR 97219-3833
(5Q3) 246-9290
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nt
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From: 
Sierra Club <informatio

n@sierraclub.org> on behal
f of Craig Stewart <cds007

@comcast.net>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 1

3, 2013 8:49 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 Docke
t No. EF-131590, Applica

tion No. 2013-01 to urge
 the Washington Energy Fac

ility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC)
 to assess the full enviro

nmental and public safety
 impact of the joint Tesoro

-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancou
ver into a major crude oi

l export terminal.

If approved, the plan would 
result in 380,000 barrels 

of oil each day being ship
ped through Spokane, the

 Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Are
a, Vancouver and other

 Northwest communities. 
Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for 

Washington State.

The project comes at a st
eep price for rail communi

ties and the Columbia R
iver, yet offers few jobs in 

return.

Based on the far reaching 
impacts of this project, I u

rge you to recommend t
he rejection ofTesoro-Sava

ge's proposal.

The public safety and e
nvironmental impacts of th

is proposal deserve clos
e scrutiny. For example, EF

SEC must assess:

1) The potential safety an
d environmental impacts

 of a large train-related o
il spill or explosion along t

he rail route in

Washington and beyond.
 Recent derailment disast

ers in Lac-Megantic, Queb
ec and Alabama have sho

wn that these risks

are far too real. The trage
dy in Quebec, in particula

r, highlighted the extrem
e danger of the same type 

of oil and tankers

that would be traveling th
rough 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 Washi

ngton State waters and a
long the shipping route.

3} The transportation and pu
blic health impacts of a

dditional unit train traffic 
through communities alon

g the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating 
emergency response capa

bilities in Vancouver, whe
re 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 ana

lysis should include clima
te change impacts from cr

ude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to
 grave.

5) The impact of the proje
ct's cradle-to-grave CO2

 emissions on the viabilit
y 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,

Mr. Craig Stewart
2576 25th Ave W
Seattle, WA 98199-3410
(206) 2$3-1688
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Josephine Brew <jo@jo-

brew.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:49 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 Washingto
n Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full environmental 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 barrels 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 communities and the Columbia River, yet offers fe
w jobs in return.

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

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

1) The potential safety and environmental impacts of a large train-related oil spill or explosio
n 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 s
ame 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 shippi
ng route.

3) The transportation and public health impacts of additional unit train traffic through commun
ities 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 
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 of Tesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Josephine Brew
250 Santa Clara Ave
Eugene, OR 97404-2038
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From: 
Sierra Club <information@s

ierraclub.org> on behalf of Jo
an Cole

<giovannacole@gmail.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2

013 8:49 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 Wa
shington Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to 
assess the full environment

al and public safety impact o
f the joint Tesoro-Savage prop

osal

to turn the Port of Vancouve
r into a major crude oil expo

rt terminal.

If approved, the plan would r
esult in 380,000 barrels of o

il each day being shipped t
hrough Spokane, the Columbia 

River

Gorge National Scenic Area, 
Vancouver and other Northw

est 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 
offers few jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching imp
acts of this project, I urge y

ou to recommend the rejec
tion ofTesoro-Savage's propos

al.

The public safety and envi
ronmental impacts of this pro

posal deserve close scrutiny.
 For example, EFSEC must asse

ss:

1) The potential safety and 
environmental impacts of a 

large train-related oil spill or
 explosion along the rail route

 in

Washington and beyond. Rec
ent derailment disasters in 

Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Ala
bama have shown that these 

risks

are far too real. The tragedy 
in quebec, in particular, hig

hlighted the extreme dange
r of the same type of oil and t

ankers

that would be traveling thr
ough our communities.

Forty-seven people died in tha
t explosion, which also dev

astated the town.

2} The increased risk of an oi
l tanker spill on Washington 

State waters and along the sh
ipping route.

3) The transportation and p
ublic health impacts of addi

tional unit train traffic thro
ugh communities along the pr

oposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emer
gency response capabilities

 in Vancouver, where oil train
s would deliver and store oil,

 and

other communities along the 
rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on cl
imate change. This analysis 

should include climate chang
e impacts from crude oil as wel

l 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 l
arge 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. Joan Cole
1411 Corona St
Port Townsend, WA 98368-4807
(360) 385-5068



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#472

From: 
Sierra Club <information@sierra

club.org> on behalf of Blair Kangley

<bkangley@hotmail.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:

49 AM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF-1315

90, 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 to urge the Washington Energ
y Facility Site

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

blic safety impact of the joint Teso
ro-Savage proposal

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

nal.

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

y being shipped through Spokane,
 the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Van
couver and other Northwest co

mmunities. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal f
or Washington State.

The project comes at a steep pri
ce for rail communities and the 

Columbia River, yet offers few job
s in return.

Based on the far reaching impact
s of this project, I urge you to r

ecommend the rejection of Tesoro
-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmen
tal impacts of this proposal dese

rve close scrutiny. For example, E
FSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and envir
onmental impacts of a large train

-related oil spill or explosion along
 the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent 
derailment disasters in Lac-Megan

tic, Quebec and Alabama have sh
own that these risks

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

the extreme danger of the same t
ype of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through 
our communities.

Forty-seven people died in that e
xplosion, which also devastated t

he town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tan
ker spill on Washington State wat

ers and along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public
 health impacts of additional un

it train traffic through communitie
s along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emerge
ncy response capabilities in Van

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

other communities along the rail 
and shipping route.

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

lude climate change impacts from 
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 th

e viability of the large oyster indu
stry in Washington

State.



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

Mr. Blair Kangley
2531 W Dravus St
Seattle, WA 98199-2843
(206) 283-6599



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#473

From: 
Sierra Club <information@s

ierraclub.org> on behalf of E
ileigh Doineau

<edoineau@gmail.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2

013 8:49 AM

To: 
EFSEC {UTC}

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. E

F-131590, Application No. 20
13-01

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 Docke
t No. EF-131590, Applicati

on No. 2013-01 to urge the 
Washington Energy Facility Sit

e

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) t
o assess the full environme

ntal and public safety impa
ct of the joint Tesoro-Savage

 proposal

to turn the Port of Vancou
ver 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 Colum

bia River

Gorge National Scenic Area
, Vancouver and other Nor

thwest communities. Oil-by
-rail is a bad deal for Washing

ton State.

The project comes at a stee
p 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 urg

e you to recommend the r
ejection of Tesoro-Savage's p

roposal.

The public safety and env
ironmental impacts of this 

proposal deserve close scru
tiny. For example, EFSEC must

 assess:

1) The potential safety and 
environmental impacts of a 

large train-related oil spill o
r explosion along the rail rout

e in

Washington and beyond. Re
cent derailment disasters in

 Lac-Megantic, Quebec and
 Alabama have shown that the

se risks

are far too real. The traged
y in Quebec, in particular

, highlighted the extreme da
nger of the same type of oil an

d tankers

that would be traveling th
rough 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 th
e shipping route.

3) The transportation and 
public health impacts of ad

ditional unit train traffic th
rough communities along the 

proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating eme
rgency response capabilitie

s in Vancouver, where oil tr
ains would deliver and store 

oil, and

other communities along t
he rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on c
limate change. This analysis

 should include climate cha
nge impacts from crude oil as 

well as

tar sands oil from cradle to
 grave.

5) The impact of the projec
t's cradle-to-grave CO2 em

issions on the viability of t
he 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,

Ms. Eileigh Doineau
2500 NE Hoyt St Apt 60
Portland, OR 97232-2498
(865) 368-2919



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro SavageCBR
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> 
on behalf of Ernie Robeson

<ekrobeson@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013. 8:49 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, A
pplication No. 2013-01 to urge the Washing

ton 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 crud
e 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-rail is 

a bad deal for Washington State.

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

few jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of this pr
oject, I urge you to recommend the rejectio

n ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental impact
s of this proposal deserve close scrutiny. Fo

r example, EFSEC must assess:

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

on along the rail route in

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

ma 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 communit
ies.

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

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

ping route.

3) The transportation and public health impac
ts of additional unit train traffic through com

munities 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. Thi
s analysis should include climate change imp

acts 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 ofTesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ernie Robeson
15504 N Fircrest Cir
Spokane, WA 99208-8791
(509) 467-8830



Docket EF-131590 
Tes°~° swage cBR
Scoping Comment

#475

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Peter Michaels

<p.michaels@msn.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:49 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'rri writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01 to urge th
e 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 sh
ipped through Spokane, the Columbia River

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

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

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I urge you to recommend t
he 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, Q
uebec and Alabama have shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular, highlighted the extrem
e 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 tow
n.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Washington State waters and a
long 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 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 clima
te 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. Peter Michaels
608 E Lynn St Apt 6
Seattle, WA 98102-3446
(206) 323-6976



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#476

From: 
Sierra Club <information

@sierraclub.org> on behalf 
of Antoinette Bonsignore

<antbonsignore@gmail.com
>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13

, 2013 8:49 AM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. E

F-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 Doc
ket No. EF-131590, Applic

ation No. 2013-01 to urge 
the Washington Energy Faci

lity Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC)
 to assess the full enviro

nmental and public safety i
mpact of the joint Tesoro-Sa

vage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancou
ver into a major crude oil e

xport terminal.

If approved, the plan would
 result in 380,000 barrel

s of oil each day being shi
pped through Spokane, the 

Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area
, Vancouver and other No

rthwest communities. Oil
-by-rail is a bad deal for Was

hington State.

The project comes at a ste
ep price for rail communit

ies and the Columbia Riv
er, yet offers few jobs in ret

urn.

Based on the far reaching
 impacts of this project, I 

urge you to recommend th
e rejection ofTesoro-Savag

e's proposal.

The public safety and env
ironmental impacts of this

 proposal deserve close sc
rutiny. For example, EFSEC 

must assess:

1) the potential safety and 
environmental impacts of a

 large train-related oil spil
l or explosion along the rai

l route in

Washington and beyond. R
ecent derailment disasters

 in Lac-Megantic, Quebec
 and Alabama have shown t

hat these risks

are far too real. The traged
y in Quebec, in particular,

 highlighted the extreme d
anger of the same type of oi

l and tankers

that would be traveling t
hrough our communities.

Forty-seven people died in t
hat explosion, which also 

devastated the town.

2j The increased risk of an
 oil tanker spill on Washi

ngton State waters and alo
ng 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 em
ergency response capabil

ities in Vancouver, where
 oil trains would deliver and

 store oil, and

other communities along th
e rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on
 climate change. This anal

ysis should include climat
e change impacts from crud

e oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to 
grave.

5) The impact of the proje
ct's cradle-to-grave CO2 e

missions on the viability o
f 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. Antoinette Bonsignore
12411 NE Totem Lk Way Unit 102
Kirkland, WA 98034-7521
(425) 881-0948



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#477

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org
> on behalf of Winfield Hutton

<winhut@web.de>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:49 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 (E.FSEC) 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 c
rude oil export terminal.

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

ough 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 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 Al

abama have shown that these risks

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

f the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our commun
ities.

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

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

hipping 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 trai

ns would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping
 route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. Thi
s 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-gra
ve 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 ofTesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Dr. Winfield Hutton
6059 S Redwing St
Seattle, WA 98118-6020
(206) 417-5681



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#478

From: 
Sierra Club <information@s

ierraclub.org> on behalf of Mirk
o Clarke

<mirko.clarke@gmail.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 201

3 8:49 AM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF-13

1590, 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 N
o. EF-131590, Application No.

 2013-01 to urge the Washingt
on Energy Facility Site

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

nd public safety impact of the 
joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

erminal.

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

ch day being shipped through 
Spokane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Va
ncouver and other Northwest

 communities. Oil-by-rail is a b
ad deal for Washington State.

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

the Columbia River, yet offers 
few jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impa
cts of this project, I urge you

 to recommend the rejection o
fTesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environ
mental impacts of this propos

al deserve close scrutiny. For ex
ample, EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and en
vironmental impacts of a large 

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

Washington and beyond. Rece
nt derailment disasters in Lac

-Megantic, Quebec and Alabama
 have shown that these risks

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

ted 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 devas

tated the town.

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

e waters and along the shippi
ng route.

3) The transportation and publ
ic health impacts of additio

nal unit train traffic through com
munities 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 r
ail and shipping route.

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

 include climate change impact
s from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grav
e.

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

 on the viability of the large o
yster 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. Mirko Clarke
701 Yakima Ave
Tacoma, WA 98405-4839
(253) 888-1246



Tesoro Savage CBR
Docket EF-131590 Scoping Comment

#479

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Rebecca Fancher

<rebecca.fancher@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:49 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 
rejection ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of this proposal deserve close sc
rutiny. 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 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 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 c
hange 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. Rebecca Fancher
525 SE Park Dr
Gresham, OR 97080-7823
(503) 241-2702



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#480

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Dave Berger <davidberger169

@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:49 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 p
roposal

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 Washingt
on 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 pro
posal.

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 r
isks

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 prop
osed

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 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 viability 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,

Mr. Dave Berger
728 Seventh St
Lyle, WA 98635-9015
(509) 365-3103



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro SavageCBR

Scoping Comment

#481

From: Sierra Club <information@sierrac
lub.org> on behalf of Raelyn Michae

lson

<measlecat@hotmail.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8

:49 AM

To: ~ EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-1315
90, 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. 2013-0

1 to urge the Washington Energy Faci
lity Site

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

ic safety impact of the joint Tesoro-S
avage proposal

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

l.

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

 being shipped through Spokane, th
e Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vanco
uver and other Northwest commu

nities. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal fo
r Washington State.

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

umbia River, yet offers few jobs in r
eturn.

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

ommend the rejection ofTesoro-Sav
age's proposal.

The public safety and environme
ntal impacts of this proposal dese

rve close scrutiny. For example, E
FSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and enviro
nmental impacts of a large train-re

lated oil spill or explosion along the
 rail route in

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

c, Quebec and Alabama have show
n that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Qu
ebec, in particular, highlighted t

he extreme danger of the same typ
e of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through o
ur communities.

Forty-seven people died in that ex
plosion, which also devastated th

e town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tank
er spill on Washington State water

s and along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public 
health impacts of additional unit t

rain traffic through communities al
ong the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergenc
y response capabilities in Vanco

uver, where oil trains would delive
r and store oil, and

other communities along the rail an
d shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate c
hange. This analysis should inclu

de climate change impacts from cru
de oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's crad
le-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. Raelyn Michaelson
14244 29th Ave S
Seatac, WA 98168-3856
(206) 829-9367
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on beh
alf of Janet Flaherty

<jeflaherty@mindspring.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:49 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, Applic
ation No. 2013-01 to urge the Washington Energy Faci

lity Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full envi
ronmental 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 barre
ls of oil each day being shipped through Spokane, t

he Columbia River

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

or Washington State.

The project comes at a steep price for rail commu
nities 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-Sav

age's proposal.

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

EC must assess:

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

he 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 sa
me 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 Washin
gton State waters and along the shipping route.

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

ong the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capab
ilities in Vancouver, where oil trains would deli

ver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping rout
e.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This ana
lysis should include climate change impacts from cru

de 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 indust

ry 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. Janet Flaherty
7315 SW 34th Ave
Portland, OR 97219-1756
(503) 293-5138



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR;

Scoping Comment

i#483

From: 
Sierra Club <information@sierr

aclub.org> on behalf of Darla S
mith <ashaki7l

@yahoo.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 201

3 8:49 AM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF-13

1590, 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 Washingt
on Energy Facility Site

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

nd public safety impact of the jo
int Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

rminal.

If approved, the plan would resu
lt in 380,000 barrels of oil ea

ch day being shipped through S
pokane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Va
ncouver and other Northwest 

communities. Oil-by-rail is a ba
d deal for Washington State.

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

the Columbia River, yet offers f
ew jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impa
cts of this project, I urge you t

o recommend the rejection ofT
esoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environ
mental impacts of this proposa

l deserve close scrutiny. For exa
mple, EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and e
nvironmental impacts of a large

 train-related oil spill or explos
ion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Rece
nt derailment disasters in Lac-

Megantic, Quebec and Alabam
a 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 thro
ugh our communities.

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

ed the town.

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

e waters and along the shippin
g route.

3) The transportation and publ
ic health impacts of additio

nal unit train traffic through comm
unities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emerge
ncy response capabilities in 

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

other communities along the r
ail 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 g
rave.

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

 on the viability of the large o
yster 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. Darla Smith
Milwaukee Ave.
Bend, OR 97701-2211
(541) 550-6901

2
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Willi
am Tyson

<tysonbp@live.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:50 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 termin
al.

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 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 d
eserve 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, 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 devastat
ed the town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Washington State wa
ters 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 o
n 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. William Tyson
14170 SW 144th Ave
Portland, OR 97224-1449
(503) 590-0252



Docket EF-131590 
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Scoping Comment

#485

From: 
Sierra Club <information@sier

raclub.org> on behalf of Susan Ec
klund

<secklund@hotmail,com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2013

 8:50 QM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF-13

1590, 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 Ene
rgy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to asse
ss the full environmental and p

ublic safety impact of the joint Te
soro-Savage proposal

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

al.

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

y being shipped through Spokan
e, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Van
couver and other Northwest com

munities. Oil-by=rail is a bad dea
l for Washington State.

The project comes at a steep pri
ce for rail communities and the 

Columbia River, yet offers few job
s in return.

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

 the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's 
proposal.

The public safety and environme
ntal impacts of this proposal d

eserve close scrutiny. For example
, EFSEC must assess:

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

n-related oil spill or explosion al
ong the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent 
derailment disasters in Lac-Mega

ntic, Quebec and Alabama have 
shown that these risks

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

d 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 ta
nker spill on Washington State w

aters and along the shipping rout
e.

3) The transportation and public
 health impacts of additional un

it train traffic through communit
ies along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergen
cy response capabilities in Va

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

other communities along the rail 
and shipping route.

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

clude climate change impacts fr
om crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cr
adle-to-grave CO2 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 of Tesoro-Savage's application.
Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Ecklund
16209 SE 19th St
Vancouver, WA 98683-4428
(360) 896-8483
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Lauren Ploskey

<laurenlovestrees@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:50 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,

Mrs. Lauren Ploskey
2840 Eastlake Ave E Apt 514
Seattle, WA 98102-3044



Docket EF-131590 
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Scoping Comment

#487

From: 
Sierra Club <informa

tion@sierraclub.org> 
on behalf of Jill Quick

<jillaquick@yahoo.co
m>

Sent: 
Wednesday, Novemb

er 13, 2013 8:50 AM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket 

No. EF-131590, Appli
cation No. 2013-01

Categories: 
Comment, Blue Categ

ory

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 Was

hington Energy Facili
ty Site

Evaluation Council (EF
SEC) to assess the ful

l environmental and p
ublic safety impact o

f the joint Tesoro-Savag
e proposal

to turn the Port of Va
ncouver into a major 

crude oil export termi
nal.

If approved, the plan 
would result in 380,00

0 barrels of oil each d
ay being shipped thr

ough Spokane, the Colu
mbia River

Gorge National Scenic 
Area, Vancouver and

 other Northwest com
munities. Oil-by-rail i

s a bad deal for Washin
gton State.

The project comes at 
a steep price for rail

 communities and the
 Columbia River, yet o

ffers few jobs in retu
rn.

Based on the far reac
hing impacts of this p

roject, I urge you to r
ecommend the reject

ion ofTesoro-Savage's 
proposal.

The public safety and 
environmental impact

s of this proposal dese
rve close scrutiny. F

or example, EFSEC must
 assess:

1) The potential safety
 and environmental

 impacts of a large tr
ain-related oil spill or 

explosion along the rai
l route in

Washington and beyo
nd. Recent derailment

 disasters in Lac-Mega
ntic, Quebec and Al

abama have shown tha
t these risks

are far too real. The t
ragedy in Quebec, in 

particular, highlighted
 the extreme danger

 of the same type of oi
l and tankers

that would be traveli
ng through our comm

unities.

Forty-seven people die
d in that explosion, 

which also devastated
 the town.

2) The increased risk 
of an oil tanker spill o

n Washington State w
aters and along the s

hipping route.

3) The transportation 
and public health im

pacts of additional un
it train traffic throug

h communities along th
e proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluat
ing emergency respo

nse capabilities in Va
ncouver, where oil tra

ins would deliver and s
tore oil, and

other communities alo
ng the rail and shipp

ing route.

4) The project's impact
 on climate change. T

his analysis should in
clude climate change i

mpacts from crude oil a
s well as

tar sands oil from cradl
e to grave.

5j The impact of the p
roject's cradle-to-gra

ve CO2 emissions on 
the viability of the lar

ge oyster industry in W
ashington

State.



After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal, 1

respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's application.
Sincerely,

Dr. Jill Quick
752 NE Brookcliff Ln
Bainbridge Island, WA 98110-3965(206) 747-4929



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR
Scoping Comment
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Sandy Young

<sandydancing@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:49 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. Sandy Young
2033 SE Tenino St
Portland, OR 97202-6841
(503) 731-0484



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR
Scoping Comment
#489

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of John Dart <thedarts@oz.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:50 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,

am writing to you re 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. John Dart

15619 138th PI SE

Renton, WA 98058-7808

(425) 271-7493



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#490

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Lisa Colbert <colbert.lisa65

@gmaiLcom>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:50 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. Lisa Colbert
907 W St
Port Townsend, WA 98368-3405
(360) 385-1260



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping.Comment

#491

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Barbara Cooper

<dbmcmooper@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:50 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,

Ms. Barbara Cooper
618 Saint Marys PI
Anacortes, WA 98221-3654
(360) 293-4123
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Sheila Ryan Hara

<sheila@seattle-english.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:50 AM

Ta 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,

Ms. Sheila Ryan Hara
1076 Lake Washington Blvd NE
Medina, WA 98039-3924
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.
org> on behalf of Paula Sjunneson

<psjunneson@mac.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:50 A
M

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-1315
90, 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 propo
sal

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 shi

pped through Spokane, the Columbia Rive
r

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver
 and other Northwest communities. 

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

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

ver, yet offers few jobs in return.

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

e rejection of Tesoro-Savage's proposal.

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

rutiny. 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, Quebe

c and Alabama have shown that these ris
ks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, 
in 

particular, highlighted the extreme dan
ger of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our c
ommunities.

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

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

long 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 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 o

f 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 of Tesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Ms. Paula Sjunneson
807 24th Ave
Seattle, WA 98122-4863
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From: Sierra Club <information@sie.rraclub.org> on behalf of Bernard Hallet

<amyheyneman@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:50 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 p~oposed oil terminal,
respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Dr. Bernard Hallet
10579 NE Manor Ln
Bainbridge Island, WA 98110-4189
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Michael Caufield

<michael.caufield@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:50 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Categories: Comment, Blue Category

Nov 13, 201

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,

Dr. Michael Caufield
3717 SW Henderson St
Seattle, WA 98126-3856
(206) 937-0359
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on
 behalf of Richard Houle <houle5

@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:50 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 En

ergy 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 cru
de 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 
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 f

ew 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 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 

have shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in pa
rticular, 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, whic
h 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 communi

ties 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 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,

Dr. Richard Houle
3891 SW Bridlemile Ln
Portland, OR 97221-4042
(503) 228-0408
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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 Clut~ <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Stephen Morrissey <dubuninl

@yahoo.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:50 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-Or 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. Stephen Morrissey
8111 NE 145th St
Kirkland, WA 98034-5033
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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 Victor Roberge
<victorroberge@gmail.com>
Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:50 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 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,

Mr. Victor Roberge
1600 Jeanette Rd
Hood River, OR 97031-9625
(503) 539-9428
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Alan Miller
<sinclair.miller@frontier.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:50 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. Alan Miller.
1102 Slagle Creek Rd
Grants Pass, OR 97527-9476
(541) 846-6748
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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 Cedo Petrina <petme98926
@msn.com>
Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:50 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 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 380,00.0 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. Cedo Petrina
312 Sones Rd
Ellensburg, WA 98926-7697


