
Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR
Scoping Comment

~ #2301

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Mae Pilon

<j_mpilon@msn.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 4:19 PM

To: EFSEC(UTC)

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

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 Facili
ty Site

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

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

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

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and other Northwest communities. Oil-by-rail is a bad dea
l 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-Sav
age'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 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 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 communiti
es along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in Vancouver, where oil trains would de
liver 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 fr
om 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 propo
sed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Mrs. Mae Pilon
1642 29th St
Florence, OR 97439-9536
(541) 997-9333



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage 
CBR

Scoping Com
ment

#2302

From: Sierra Club <information@sierracl
ub.org> on behalf of Luci Bull

<Ibullroad@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 4:1
9 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

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 Faci
lity Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC} to asses
s the full environmental and publi

c 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 i
n 380,000 barrels of oil each day b

eing shipped through Spokane, the C
olumbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vanco
uver and other Northwest commun

ities. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Wa
shington State.

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

ia River, yet offers few jobs in retur
n.

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 environme
ntal impacts of this proposal deser

ve close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC
 must assess:

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

ated oil spill or explosion along the 
rail route in

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

, Quebec and Alabama have shown
 that these risks

are far toa real. The tragedy in Qu
ebec, in particular, highlighted th

e extreme danger of the same type o
f oil and tankers

that would be traveling through ou
r 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 waters

 and along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public h
ealth impacts of additional unit trai

n traffic through communities along
 the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergenc
y response capabilities in Vancou

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

other communities along the rail a
nd shipping route.

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

ude climate change impacts from cr
ude oil 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 v

iability of the large oyster industry 
in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the safet
y, environmental, and climate risk

s associated with the proposed oil ter
minal,

respectfully ask you to recommend
 the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's a

pplication.



Sincerely,

Ms. Luci Bull
1215 E Mountain View Ave
Ellensburg, WA 98926-9641



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2303

From: 
Sierra Club <information@si

erraclub.org> on behalf of Vict
oria Folker

<victoria_f@mail.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 20

13 4:19 PM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF-1

31590, Application No. 2013-0
1

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 N

o. 2013-01 to urge the Wash
ington Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to 
assess the full environmenta

l and public safety impact of
 the joint Tesoro-Savage proposa

l

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

 terminal.

If approved, the plan would re
sult in 380,000 barrels of oil 

each day being shipped throug
h Spokane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, 
Vancouver and other Northwes

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

e.

The project comes at a steep
 price for rail communities an

d the Columbia River, yet of
fers few jobs in return.

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

 to recommend the rejectio
n of Tesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and envir
onmental impacts of this prop

osal deserve close scrutiny.
 For example, EFSEC must assess

:

1) The potential safety and 
environmental impacts of a lar

ge train-related oil spill or ex
plosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Rece
nt derailment disasters in La

c-Megantic, Quebec and Alab
ama have shown that these ris

ks

are far too real. The tragedy i
n Quebec, in particular, hig

hlighted the extreme danger
 of the same type of oil and tank

ers

that would be traveling thro
ugh our communities.

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

ated the town.

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

State waters and along the sh
ipping route.

3) The transportation and p
ublic health impacts of addit

ional unit train traffic through
 communities along the propose

d

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emer
gency response capabilities

 in Vancouver, where oil trains
 would deliver and store oil, an

d

other communities along the 
rail and shipping route.

4j The project's impact on clim
ate change. This analysis shou

ld 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-grave CO2 emissio

ns 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 reco
mmend the rejection of Tesoro

-Savage's application.



Sincerely,

Ms. Victoria Folker
859 Chicago Ave SE
Bandon, OR 97411-9137
(541) 347-5719



Tesoro Savage 
CBR

Docket EF-131590 S~op~ng Comment

#2304

From:

Sent:

To:

Subject:

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sie
rraclub.org> on behalf of Loann

e Harmeling

<Iharmeling@gmail.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 201
3 4:47 PM

EFSEC (UTC)

Comment on Docket No. EF-1
31590, Application No. 2013-01

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

3-01 to urge the Washington E
nergy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to a
ssess the full environmental an

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

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

inal

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

 day being shipped through Spo
kane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Van
couver and other Northwest 

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

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

e 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 environ
mental impacts of this proposal

 deserve close scrutiny. For exam
ple, EFSEC must assess:

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

in-related oil spill or explosion 
along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent 
derailment disasters in Lac-Meg

antic, Quebec and Alabama hav
e shown that these risks

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

ed 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 tan
ker spill on Washington State w

aters and along the shipping rou
te.

3) The transportation and publi
c health impacts of additional

 unit train traffic through commun
ities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes. evaluating emerg
ency response capabilities in 

Vancouver, 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 shoul

d include climate change impact
s from 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 

on the viability of the large oyste
r industry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the saf
ety, environmental, and clima

te risks associated with the prop
osed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recommen
d the rejection ofTesoro-Sava

ge's application.



Sincerely,

Ms. Loanne Harmeling
12106 SE 276th PI
Kent, WA98030-8850



Docket EF-131590 Tes°~°sa~agecBR
Scoping Comment
#2305

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on b
ehalf of Janice Proudfoot

<jannieray@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 4:47 PM

To: EFSEC(UTC)

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

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

 Facility Site

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

ro-Savage proposal

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

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

 the Columbia River

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

 Washington State.

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

n 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 t
his proposal deserve close scrutiny. For example,

 EFSEC must assess:

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

e rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disaste
rs in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Alabama have show

n that these risks

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

type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

3) The transportation and public health impacts o
f additional unit train traffic through communitie

s along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

iver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping rout
e.

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

 crude oil as well as .

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

dustry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the safety, environmen
tal, and climate risks associated with the proposed

 oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Janice Proudfoot
28601 Brooks Rd
Gold Beach, OR 97444-9624
(541) 247-6455



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2306

From: 
Sierra Club <information@sie

rraclub.org> on behalf of Rober
t Lindberg

<buddhaseeker3@yahoo.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 201

3 4:47 PM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF-13

1590, Application No. 2013-01

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 Washing
ton Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to a
ssess 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 re
sult in 380,000 barrels of oil e

ach day being shipped through
 Spokane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, V
ancouver 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 
few jobs in return.

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

 to recommend the. rejection o
f Tesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and enviro
nmental impacts of this propo

sal deserve close scrutiny. For
 example, EFSEC must assess:

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

train-related oil spill or explosi
on 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 Ctuebec, in particular, highli

ghted the extreme danger of t
he same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling throu
gh our communities.

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

ated the town.

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

te waters and along the shippi
ng route.

3) The transportation and pub
lic health impacts of addition

al 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 wo
uld deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the r
ail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on clim
ate change. This analysis shou

ld include climate change impa
cts 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 emission

s on the viability of the large oy
ster industry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the
 safety, environmental, and 

climate risks associated with th
e proposed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recomm
end the rejection of Tesoro-S

avage's application.



Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Lindberg
510 NW 146th Way
Vancouver, WA 98685-5773
(360) 771-1669



Docket EF-131590 ScopingComme

nt

#2307

From: 
Sierra Club <information@sier

raclub.org> on behalf of James Mof
fat <moffatav8

@comcast.net>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2013 

4:47 PM

To: 
EFSK (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF-13

1590, Application No. 2013-01

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 t4 urge the Washington Ene
rgy Facility Site

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

public safety impact of the joint Te
soro-Savage proposal

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

rminal.

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

day being shipped through Spoka
ne, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Va
ncouver and other Northwest co

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

The project comes at a steep 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 ofTesor
o-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 env
ironmental impacts of a large tr

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

Washington and beyond. Recent 
derailment disasters in Lac-Meg

antic, Quebec and Alabama hav
e shown that these risks

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

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 devastated

 the town.

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

waters and along the shipping rou
te.

3) The transportation and public
 health impacts of additional un

it 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 d
eliver 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 fr
om crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grav
e.

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

 the viability of the large oyster i
ndustry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the saf
ety, environmental, and climat

e risks associated with the propos
ed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recommen
d the rejection ofTesoro-Savag

e's application.



Sincerely,

Mr. James Moffat
5915 52nd Ave NE
Marysville, WA 98270-9506
(360) 925-6777



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2308

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on 
behalf of Robert Toth <bt97128

@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 4:47 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

ergy Facility Site

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

t 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 through Spo

kane, the Columbia River

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

eal for Washington State.

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

w jobs in return.

Based on-the far reaching impacts of this projec
t, I urge you to recommend the rejectit~n of Tesor

o-Savage's proposal.

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

le, EFSEC must assess:

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

along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment 
disasters in Lac-Megantic, quebec and Alabama h

ave shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in par
ticular, highlighted the extreme danger of the sa

me type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communi
ties.

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

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

te.

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

ties along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response ca
pabilities in Vancouver, where oil trains would de

liver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping r
oute.

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 C
O2 emissions on the viability of the large oyster 

industry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the safety, environm
ental, and climate risks associated with the propo

sed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recommend the rejectio
n ofTesoro-Savage's application.



Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Toth
3580 NE Harvest Dr
Mcminnville, OR 97128-9236



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CB

R

Scoping Comment

#2309

From: 
Sierra Club <information@

sierraclub.org> on behalf of
 Denee Scribner

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

<deneec@yahoo.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2
013 4:47 PM

EFSEC (UTC)

Comment on Docket No. EF
-131590, Application No. 201

3-01

I'm writing regarding Docke
t No. EF-131590, Applicati

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

e

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to
 assess the full environme

ntal and public safety impac
t of the joint Tesoro-Savage

 proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouv
er into a major crude oil ex

port terminal.

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

 oil each day being shipped t
hrough Spokane, the Columb

ia River

Gorge National Scenic Area,
 Vancouver and other Nort

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

ton State.

The project comes at a stee
p price for rail communities

 and the Columbia River, yet
 offers few jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching i
mpacts of this project, I urge 

you to recommend the rej
ection ofTesoro-Savage's pro

posal.

The public safety and env
ironmental impacts of this p

roposal 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 rout

e in

Washington and beyond. Re
cent derailment disasters i

n Lac-Megantic, Quebec and
 Alabama have shown that th

ese risks

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

ghlighted the extreme dang
er of the same type of oil and

 tankers

that would be traveling th
rough our communities.

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

evastated the town.

2) The increased risk of an o
il tanker spill on Washingt

on State waters and along t
he shipping route.

3) The transportation and 
public health impacts of ad

ditional unit train traffic thr
ough communities along the 

proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating eme
rgency response capabilitie

s in Vancouver, where oil t
rains would deliver and stor

e oil, and

other communities along th
e rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on 
climate 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 emi

ssions on the viability of the
 large oyster industry in Wash

ington

State.

After carefully considering th
e safety, environmental, a

nd climate risks associated w
ith the proposed oil termina

l,

respectfully ask you to reco
mmend the rejection of Teso

ro-Savage's application.



Sincerely,

Ms. Denee Scribner
1113E2ndAve
Ellensburg, WA 98926-3520



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2310

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.
org> on behalf of Jo Johnson <jojohns

on36

@hagejohn.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 4:47
 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

e the Washington Energy Facility Site

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

ty impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage pr
oposal

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

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

hipped through Spokane, the Columbia 
River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancou
ver and other Northwest communities

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

d the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's prop
osal.

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

 scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must asses
s:

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

oil spill or explosion along the rail route 
in

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

bec and Alabama have shown that these
 risks

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

eme danger of the same type of oil and t
ankers

that would be traveling through our 
communities.

Forty-seven people died in that exp
losion, 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 healt
h impacts of additional unit train traff

ic through communities along the propo
sed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency re
sponse capabilities in Vancouver, wh

ere oil trains would deliver and store oil
, and

other communities along the rail and
 shipping route.

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

te change impacts from crude oil as we
ll as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

ty of the large oyster industry in Washing
ton

State.

After carefully considering the safety
, environmental, and climate risks ass

ociated with the proposed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recommend the 
rejection ofTesoro-Savage's applicatio

n.



Sincerely,

Ms. Jo Johnson
453412th Ave S
Salem, OR 97302-2452
(503) 581-4643
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#2311

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf
 of Paulita Bernuy

<bernuy.paulita@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 4:47 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

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 enviro
nmental and public safety impact of the joint Tesoro

-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major crude oi
l 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 N
orthwest communities. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for 

Washington State.

The project comes at a steep price for rail communit
ies and the Columbia River; yet offers few jobs in r

eturn.

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, E

FSEC 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 disaste
rs in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Alabama have show

n that these risks

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

pe of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

3) The transportation and public health impacts o
f additional unit train traffic through communities alo

ng the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabi
lities 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 anal
ysis should include climate change impacts from crud

e 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 indust

ry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the safety, environmenta
l, and climate risks associated with the proposed oi

l terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Miss Paulita Bernuy
3201 SW Graham St Unit 320
Seattle, WA 98126-3152
(206) 937-7868



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage 

CBR

Scoping C
omment

#2312

From: 
Sierra Club <information@sier

raclub.org> on behalf of Beth Perr
y

<biperri@gmail.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2013

 4:47 PM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF-13

1590, Application No. 2013-01

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

dear Mr. Posner,

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

3-01 to urge the Washington Ener
gy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to ass
ess 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 term

inal.

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

day being shipped through Spokan
e, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Va
ncouver and other Northwest co

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

The project comes at a steep 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 Tesor
o-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environm
ental impacts of this proposal de

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

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

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

Washington and beyond. Recent 
derailment disasters in Lac-Meg

antic, Quebec and Alabama have
 shown that these risks

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

d the extreme danger of the sam
e type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling throug
h our communities.

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

 the town.

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

waters and along the shipping rout
e.

3) The transportation and public
 health impacts of additional un

it train traffic through communiti
es along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emerge
ncy response capabilities in Va

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

other communities along the rai
l and shipping route.

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

nclude climate change impacts fro
m crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grav
e.

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

 the viability of the large oyster in
dustry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the s
afety, environmental, and clim

ate risks associated with the propos
ed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recomme
nd the rejection ofTesoro-Savag

e's application.



Sincerely,

Ms. Beth Perry
1312 W Dawn Ave
Spokane, WA 99208-9619
(509) 489-2485



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro SavageCBR

Scoping Comment

#2313

From: 
Sierra Club <information@sier

raclub.org> on behalf of Willa K
enoyer

<kenoyerwilla@gmail.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday,- November 13, 2013 4:47 PM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF-1

31590, Application No. 2013-01

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 as
sess the full environmental and

 public safety impact of the join
t 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 each 

day being shipped through Spoka
ne, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Va
ncouver and other Northwest c

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

The project comes at a steep pr
ice for rail communities and 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 environ
mental impacts of this proposal

 deserve close scrutiny. For exam
ple, EFSEC must assess:

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

rain-related oil spill or explosion.
 along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent
 derailment disasters in Lac-Me

gantic, Quebec and Alabama h
ave shown that these risks

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

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

that would be traveling throug
h our communities.

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

d the town.

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

waters and along the shipping ro
ute.

3) The transportation and publi
c health impacts of additional

 unit train traffic through commun
ities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emerge
ncy response capabilities in Va

ncouver, 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 grave
.

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

n the viability of the large oyste
r industry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the sa
fety, environmental, and clim

ate risks associated with the pro
posed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recomme
nd the rejection ofTesoro-Sav

age's application.



Sincerely,

Ms. Willa Kenoyer
730 NW 23rd St
Apt 115
Corvallis, OR 97330-5676
(541) 619-6471



Docket EF-131590 Scop ng 
CommenR

#2314

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org
> on behalf of J Stufflebeam

<jstufflebeam@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 4:47 P
M

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

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 t

he Washington Energy Facility Site

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

mpact of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposa
l

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

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

mbia River

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

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

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

, yet offers few jobs in return.

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

e rejection ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental impa
cts 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 spi

ll or explosion along the rail route in

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

and Alabama have shown that these risks

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

anger of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our c
ommunities.

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

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

ong the shipping route.

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

c through communities along the propose
d

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 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 associat

ed with the proposed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recommend the
 rejection ofTesoro-Savage's applicatio

n.



Sincerely,

Ms. J Stufflebeam
19178 S Echo Dell Ln
Oregon City, OR 97045-7812



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro 

SavageCBR

S~oping 
Comment

#2315

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.
org> on behalf of D C <dcuff@ipns.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 4:47
 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

e the Washington Energy Facility Site

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

y impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage prop
osal

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

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

hipped through Spokane, the Columbia R
iver

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver
 and other Northwest communities. Oi

l-by-rail is a bad deal for Washington Sta
te.

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

er, yet offers few jobs in return.

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

e rejection ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

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

 scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must ass
ess:

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

l spill or explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derai
lment 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 tanke
rs

that would be traveling through our co
mmunities.

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

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

long the shipping route.

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

through communities along the propose
d

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency re
sponse capabilities in Vancouver, whe

re oil trains would deliver and store oil
, and

other communities along the rail and s
hipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate chang
e. 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 o

f the large oyster industry in Washingt
on

State.

After carefully considering the safety, e
nvironmental, and climate risks associa

ted with the proposed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recommend the
 rejection ofTesoro-Savage's applic

ation.

Sincerely,



Ms. D C
street
Eugene, OR 97402
(541) 000-0000
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Scoping Comment

_ 
#2316... ---

From: 
Sierra Club <information@sier

raclub.org> on behalf of Dave 
Templeton <crazydave65

@inbox.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 201

3 4:47 PM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF-13

1590, Application No. 2013-01

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 N

o. 2013-01 to urge the Washin
gton Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to a
ssess the full environmental a

nd public safety impact of the j
oint Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

 terminal.

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

each day being shipped throug
h Spokane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, V
ancouver and other Northwest

 communities. Oil-by-rail is a ba
d 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 impa
cts of this project, I urge you 

to recommend the rejection o
f Tesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and envir
onmental impacts of this prop

osal deserve close scrutiny. Fo
r example, EFSEC must assess:

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

 train-related oil spill or explo
sion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recen
t derailment disasters in Lac

-Megantic, Quebec and Alabam
a have shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy i
n Quebec, in particular, highli

ghted the extreme danger of th
e same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling throu
gh our communities.

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

stated the town.

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

te waters and along the shipp
ing route.

3) The transportation and pub
lic health impacts of additio

nal unit train traffic through com
munities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emer
gency response capabilities i

n Vancouver, where oil trains w
ould deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the r
ail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on clim
ate change. This analysis shou

ld include climate change imp
acts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to gr
ave.

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

 on the viability of the large oy
ster industry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering th
e safety, environmental, and 

climate risks associated with th
e proposed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recomm
end the rejection ofTesoro-S

avage's application.



Sincerely,

Dr. Dave Templeton
PO Box 134
Fali City, WA 98024-0134
(425) 802-2800



Docket EF-131590 
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Scoping Comment

#2317

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on 
behalf of Joseph Sharp

<jdbanana@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 4:47 PM

Ta EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

ngton Energy Facility Site

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

oint Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

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

Spokane, the Columbia River

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

ad deal for Washington State.

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

few jobs in return.

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

 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 im
pacts 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 Alaba

ma have shown that these risks

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

the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communi
ties.

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

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on W
ashington State waters and along the shippi

ng route.

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

unities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

uld deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shippin
g route.

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

acts 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 oy

ster industry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the safety, enviro
nmental, and climate risks associated with the

 proposed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recommend the rej
ection ofTesoro-Savage's application.



Sincerely,

Mr. Joseph Sharp
311 NW 12th Ave Unit 404
Portland, OR 97209-2992
(503) 770-0743



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2318

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclu
b.org> on behalf of Howard Lauari

ni

<hglazz@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 4:4
7 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

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-Savag
e proposal

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

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

ng shipped through Spokane, the Colu
mbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouv
er and other Northwest communiti

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

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

ia River, yet offers few jobs in return
.

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

tion 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 environ
mental impacts of a large train-related

 oil spill or explosion along the rail ro
ute in

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

Quebec and Alabama have shown that
 these risks

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

treme danger of the same type of oil a
nd tankers

that would be traveling through our
 communities.

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

town.

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

d 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 and shipping route.

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

e climate change impacts from crude o
il as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

bility of the large oyster industry in Wa
shington

State.

After carefully considering the safe
ty, environmental, and climate risks 

associated with the proposed oil termi
nal,

respectfully ask you to recommend t
he rejection ofTesoro-Savage's app

lication.



Sincerely,

Mr. Howard Lazzarini
12105 51st Ave SE
Everett, WA 98208-9648
(425) 337-1705



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment
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From:

Sent:
To:

Subject:

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 Hannah Glasser

<halexglasser@gmail.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 4:47
 PM

EFSEC (UTC)

Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Ap
plication No. 2013-01

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

e the Washington Energy Facility Site

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

 impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage prop
osal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a ma
jor 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 Ri
ver

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancou
ver 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 Riv

er, yet offers few jobs in return.

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

d the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's propo
sal.

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

 scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

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

l spill or explosion along the rail route in

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

bec 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 tanker
s

that would be traveling through our 
communities.

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

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

along the shipping route.

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

ic through communities along the propose
d

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency re
sponse capabilities in Vancouver, whe

re oil trains would deliver and store oil, an
d

other communities along the rail and 
shipping 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

 of the large oyster industry in Washingt
on

State.

After carefully considering the safety
, environmental, and climate risks ass

ociated with the proposed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recommend the
 rejection ofTesoro-Savage's applicat

ion.



Sincerely,

Ms. Hannah Glasser
PO Box 309
Olga, WA 98279-0309
(360) 376-3822



Docket EF-131590 
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Scoping Com
ment

#2320

From: Sierra Club <information@sierracl
ub.org> on behalf of Gene Hull

<genehull@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 4:4
7 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC}

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

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 t

o urge the Washington Energy Facilit
y Site

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

 safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Sava
ge proposal

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

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

ing shipped through Spokane, the Co
lumbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancou
ver 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 retur
n.

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

end the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's
 proposal.

The public safety and environmen
tal impacts of this proposal deserv

e close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC 
must assess:

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

ted_ oil spill or explosion along the rai
l route in

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

Quebec and Alabama have shown th
at these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Que
bec, 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 exp
losion, which also devastated the t

own.

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

and along the shipping route.

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

ain traffic through communities alon
g the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency 
response capabilities in Vancouver,

 where oil trains would deliver and sto
re oil, and

other communities along the rail a
nd shipping route.

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

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 term
inal,

respectfully ask you to recommend t
he rejection of Tesoro-Savage's ap

plication.



Crude oil is, and should be, on its way out as an energy source. It's environmental costs are unacceptable. It'scontribution to global climate change is devastating on a global scale. Global weather change is on the verge ofbecoming irreversible and the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major crude oil exportterminal will significantly hasten this disaster.

Do not become a party to the environmental disasters which are likely and the hastening of global warming which iscertain. This is not what you would like to boast about to your grandchildren.

Crude oil

Sincerely,

Mr. Gene Hull
3141 NE 148th Ave Apt 405
Portland, OR 97230-4592
(503)719-5080
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org>
 on behalf of Cynthia Birney

<cynniebgood@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 4:47 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

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 f
ull environmental and public safety imp

act 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,
000 barrels of oil each day being shippe

d through Spokane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver
 and other Northwest communities. Oil-b

y-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 impa
cts of this proposal deserve close scru

tiny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and environmenta
l impacts of a large train-related oil spill 

or 

explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailm
ent disasters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec

 and Alabama have shown that these risks

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

nger of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our comm
unities.

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

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

the shipping route.

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

ough 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 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
-grave CO2 emissions on the viability of

 the large oyster industry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the safety, env
ironmental, and climate risks associated 

with the proposed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Cynthia Birney
8756 NE Russell PI
Portland, OR 97220-5345
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Lori Rice <pl
umcuda777

@centurylink.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 4:47 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

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 be
ing shipped through Spokane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and other Northwest commu
nities. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washington 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 rec
ommend 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-rela
ted 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 th
e 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 t
rain traffic through communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency 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 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 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 ofTesoro-Savage's ap
plication.



Sincerely,

Ms. Lori Rice
1335 Quincy St
Port Townsend, WA 98368-5320
(360) 385-2507
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Jan Barrett <janbarrett200
0

@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 4:47 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

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 imp
act 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 shippe
d 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 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, Quebec a
nd 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 al
ong the shipping route.

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

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in Vancouver, wher
e 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 associate
d with the proposed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's appl
ication.



Sincerely,

Mrs. Jan Barrett
45 Pine St Apt 310
Edmonds, WA 98020-4200
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> 
on behalf of Linda Shehan

<Ishehan@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 4:47 PM

Ta EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

on Energy Facility Site

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

e 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 
barrels of oil each day being shipped throug

h Spokane, the Columbia River

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

bad deal for Washington State.

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

s few jobs in return.

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

n ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental impact
s 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 explo

sion 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 
particular, 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 shi

pping route.

3) The transportation and public health impa
cts 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 w

ould 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 impac

ts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

 oyster industry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the safety, env
ironmental, and climate risks associated with th

e proposed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recommend the reje
ction ofTesoro-Savage's application.



Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Shehan
911681stStSW
Lakewood, WA 98498-3976
(253) 531-8046
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Edith Orner <ediestewart29

@msn.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 4:47 PM

To: EFSEC(UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major crude oil 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 retur
n.

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 m
ust 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 oi
l and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on 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 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 of Tesoro-Savage's application.



Sincerely,

Ms. Edith Orner
2054 54th Ave SE
Albany, OR 97322-7257
(541) 926-5989
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclu
b.org> on behalf of Leon And Valerie

 Reeves

<Ideebug@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 4
:47 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

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 asses
s 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 be

ing shipped through Spokane, the Col
umbia 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 f
or rail communities and the Columb

ia River, yet offers few jobs in return
.

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

end the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's
 proposal.

The public safety and environmental
 impacts of this proposal deserve c

lose scrutiny. For example, EFSEC mus
t assess:

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

ed oil spill or explosion along the ra
il route in

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

 Quebec and Alabama have shown tha
t these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Que
bec, 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 exp
losion, 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 train 

traffic through communities along the
 proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency 
response capabilities in Vancouver, w

here oil trains would deliver and 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 safe
ty, environmental, and climate risk

s associated with the proposed oil term
inal,

respectfully ask you to recommend 
the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's ap

plication.



Sincerely,

Mr. Leon And Valerie Reeves
2205 Sleater Kinney Rd SE
Lacey, WA 98503-3160
(360) 438-5676
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclu
b.org> on behalf of Sheia Spencers

<sheraspencer@earthlink.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 4
:48 PM

Ta EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-1315
90, Application No. 2013-01

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 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 

being shipped through Spokane, the 
Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vanc
ouver and other Northwest commun

ities. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Wa
shington 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 reco

mmend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage'
s proposal.

The public safety and environmental
 impacts of this proposal deserve 

close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC m
ust assess:

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

lated 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 Queb
ec, in particular, highlighted the e

xtreme danger of the same type of o
il and tankers

that would be traveling through o
ur communities.

Forty-seven people died in that exp
losion, 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 t

rain 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 an
d store oil, and

other communities along the rail 
and shipping route.

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

e climate change impacts from cru
de 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 industr
y in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the saf
ety, environmental, and climate ris

ks associated with the proposed- oil
 terminal,

respectfully ask you to recommend
 the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's 

application.



Sincerely,

Ms. Sheia Spencers
221 Sw 4th St
Gresham, OR 97080-9207
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierracl
ub.org> on behalf of Mary Jane Engh

<enghmje@frontier.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 4:4
8 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

urge the Washington Energy Facility 
Site

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

safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Sava
ge proposal

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

The public safety and environmental
 impacts of this proposal deserve cl

ose scrutiny. For example, EFSEC mus
t assess:

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

ed oil spill or explosion along the rail
 route in

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

uebec and Alabama have shown 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 o
il and tankers

that would be traveling through our
 communities.

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

wn.

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

nd along the shipping route.

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

traffic through communities along th
e proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergenc
y response capabilities in Vancouve

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

other communities along the rail and 
shipping route.

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

limate change impacts from crude oil 
as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

ility of the large oyster industry in Was
hington

State.

After carefully considering the safety
, environmental, and climate risks a

ssociated with the proposed oil ter
minal,

respectfully ask you to recommend th
e rejection ofTesoro-Savage's app

lication.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Jane Engh

PO Box 97

Garfield, WA 99130-0097
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From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

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 Lee Van Zee

<lee.vanzee@gmail.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013.4:48 PM

EFSEC(UTC)

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

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 Washingt
on 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, EFSEC mu
st 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 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 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 Washi
ngton

State.

After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil termina
l,

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Lee Van Zee
1095 Cardinal St NW
Salem, OR 97304-2941
(541) 740-6114
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Caleb Ceravolo

<calebjediknight@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 4:47 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

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 F
acility 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 Spokane, th
e Columbia River

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

The project comes at a steep price for rail 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-Sav
age'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 explosion alo
ng 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 rout
e.

3) The transportation and public health impacts of additional unit train traffic through communitie
s 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 fro
m 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 oyste
r industry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the propos
ed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's application.



Sincerely,

Mr. Caleb Ceravolo
1721 NE 209th St
Ridgefield, WA 98642-9597
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From:

Sent:
To:

Subject:

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 David Cox <davcox48

@gmail.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 4:47 P
M

EFSEC (UTC)

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

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

ge the Washington Energy Facility Site

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

 impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage pr
oposal

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

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

ipped through Spokane, the Columbia 
River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouv
er and other Northwest communities

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

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

River, yet offers few jobs in return.

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

d the rejection o€Tesoro-Savage's prop
osal.

The public safety and environmental
 impacts of this proposal deserve clos

e scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must asse
ss:

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

oil spill or explosion along the rail route 
in

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

ebec and Alabama have shown that thes
e risks

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

eme danger of the same type of oil and ta
nkers

that would be traveling through our 
communities.

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

.

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

along the shipping route.

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

ffic through communities along the prop
osed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency r
esponse capabilities in Vancouver, wh

ere oil trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and s
hipping route.

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

te change 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 emissions on the viabili

ty of the large oyster industry in Washing
ton

State.

After carefully considering the safety, 
environmental, and climate risks assoc

iated with the proposed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recommend the
 rejection ofTesoro-Savage's applic

ation.



Sincerely,

Mr. David Cox
1044 Water St
Port Townsend, WA 98368-6706
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Barbara Lines

<linesbw@aol.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 4:47 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

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. Barbara Lines
171 West St

Saint Helens, OR 97051-1521
(503) 397-9978
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#2333

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclu
b.org> on behalf of Helen Ewings <mer

idian.51

@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 4:4
8 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr, Posner,

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

urge the Washington Energy Facility Si
te

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

afety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savag
e proposal

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

If approved, the plan would result in 3
80,000 barrels of oil each day being

 shipped through Spokane, the Columb
ia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancou
ver and other Northwest communit

ies. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washi
ngton 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 o
f this project, I urge you to recomme

nd the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's p
roposal.

The public safety and environmenta
l 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-related

 oil spill or explosion along the rail rou
te in

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

uebec and Alabama have shown that 
these risks

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

reme danger of the same type of oil an
d tankers

that would be traveling through our
 communities.

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

own.

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

d along the shipping route.

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

traffic through communities along the p
roposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency 
response capabilities in Vancouver,

 where oil trains would deliver and stor
e oil, and

other communities along the rail a
nd shipping route.

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

limate change impacts from crude oi
l as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

ability of the large oyster industry in Was
hington

State.

After carefully considering the safety
, environmental, and climate risks a

ssociated with the proposed oil termi
nal,

respectfully ask you to recommend 
the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's appl

ication.



Sincerely,

Ms. Helen Ewings
2105 N 51st St Apt 101
Seattle, WA 98103-6251
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#2334

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Ilona James

<ilonajames@frontier.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 4:47 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

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 Washing
ton Energy Facility Site

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

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

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

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and 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 ofTe
soro-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 h
ave 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 shippin
g route.

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

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in Vancouver, where oil trains w
ould 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 impact
s 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 o
yster industry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the pr
oposed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Mrs. Ilona James
17130 Williams Hwy
Williams, OR 97544-9636
(541) 846-7596



Tesoro Savage CBRDocket EF-131590 S~opingComment

#2335

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Brandon Fouts

<brando@linux.com>

Sent: ~ Wednesday, November 13, 2013 4:48 PM

To: EFSEC(UTC)

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

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. Brandon Fouts
357 High School Rd NW
Bainbridge Island, WA 98110-3680
(206) 256-0262
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.or
g> on behalf of Connie Meadows

<csmeadows@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 4:47 P
M

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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 f
ull environmental and public safety imp

act 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 shippe

d 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 rai
l communities and the Columbia River, y

et offers few jobs in return.

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

rejection ofTesoro-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 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 t

hrough communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

il trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shi
pping route.

4) The project's impact on climate chang
e. 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, e
nvironmental, and climate risks associat

ed with the proposed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recommend the 
rejection ofTesoro-Savage's applicatio

n.



Sincerely,

Ms. Connie Meadows
5943 NE Alton St
Portland, OR 97213-3215
(541) 910-4859
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Marta Janer

<janerbullardm@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 4:47 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

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-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 bei
ng shipped through Spokane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and other Northwest communiti
es. 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 recomme
nd the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of this proposal deserve c
lose 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 ex
treme danger of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in Vancouv
er, 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 applica
tion.



Sincerely,

Dr. Marta Janer
8245 30th Ave NE
Seattle, WA 98115-4725
(206) 300-5943
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#2338

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on 
behalf of Susan Wilkie <chris1986

@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 4:47 PM

To: EFSEC(UTC)

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

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 e
nvironmental and public safety impact of the jo

int Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

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

kane, the Columbia River

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

d deal for Washington State.

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

ew jobs in return.

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

f Tesoro-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 impa
cts of a large train-related oil spill or explosio

n along the rail route in

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

have shown that these risks

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

ame type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communit
ies.

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 r

oute.

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 ca
pabilities in Vancouver, where oil trains would 

deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping r
oute.

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

ts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

 industry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the safety, environm
ental, and climate risks associated with the pro

posed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recommend the rejectio
n ofTesoro-Savage's application.



Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Wilkie
8611 Zircon Dr SW Unit F3
Lakewood, WA 98498-4006
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Scoping Comment

#2339

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

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 Charles Naone <cnaone1981

@yahoo.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 4:47 PM

EFSEC(UTC)

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

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

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

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

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

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 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 r
isks

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 propose
d

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 Washingto
n

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Naone
2202 Michael Dr
West Linn, OR 97068-4032



Tesoro Savage 
CBR

Docket EF-131590 S~apingComment

#2340

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.
org> on behalf of Ruth Tooley <vernandr

uthl

@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 4:47
 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

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 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 Ri
ver

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

Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washington St
ate.

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 recomme

nd the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's propo
sal.

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

 scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

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

 spill or explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derai
lment 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 extrem

e danger of the same type of oil and tan
kers

that would be traveling through our
 communities.

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

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

long the shipping route.

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

affic through communities along the pro
posed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency re
sponse capabilities in Vancouver, wh

ere oil trains would deliver and store oil
, and

other communities along the rail and s
hipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate chang
e. This analysis should include clima

te change impacts from crude oil as well a
s

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-t
o-grave CO2 emissions on the viabilit

y of the large oyster industry in Washing
ton

State.

After carefully considering the safety,
 environmental, and climate risks ass

ociated with the proposed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recommend th
e rejection of Tesoro-Savage's applic

ation.



Sincerely,

Mrs. Ruth Tooley
150 E Fairfield Ct
Shelton, WA 98584-7407
(360) 426-9567



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR
Scoping Comment
#2341

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Kristin Michael

<kristin michael@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 4:48 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

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. Kristin Michael

7717 44th Ave SW

Seattle, WA 98136-2205

(206) 923-0376
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraelub.org> on behalf of Annette Buc
hanan

<abuchanan@ashlandhome.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 4:48 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

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 pu
blic safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

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

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and other Northwest co
mmunities. 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 ofthis 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 train
-related oil spill or explosion along the rail route in

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in 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 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. Annette Buchanan
795 Creek Stone Way
Ashland, OR 97520-9352
(541) 482-5634
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Holly Hill

<sspencer@seanet.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 4:48 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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 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 i
n

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 tanke
rs

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 propose
d

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 raiF and shipping roue.

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 Washingto
n

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Holly Hill
1721 NE 98th St
Seattle, WA 98115-2326
(206) 524-2341
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#2344

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on bEhalf of Kathryn Schetzer

<kschetzer@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 4:48 PM

To: EFSEC(UTC)

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

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. Kathryn Schetzer
923 Liberty St
Bellingham, WA 98225-5632
(360) 733-2764
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#2345

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Suzanne Billings 

<suzbillings.billings@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 4:48 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

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. Suzanne Billings
18123 75th Ave E

Puyallup, WA 98375-3310
(253) 375-7393
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From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

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 John Donley <jodo7773

@gmail.com>
Wednesday, November 13, 2013 4:48 PM

EFSEC(UTC)
Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01

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. John Donley
1227 Embarcadero Cir
Coos Bay, OR 97420-2854
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Mary Deceault

<me deceault@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 4:48 PM

To: EFSEC(UTC)

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

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. Mary Deceault

PO Box 1000

Florence, OR 97439-0047

(708) 336-0797
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#2348

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Edward Mills
<edward@kidem.org>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 4:48 PM

To: EFSEC(UTC)
Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01

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, Iurge"- 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. Edward Mills

264 W Lake Sammamish Pkwy NE

Bellevue, WA 98008-4221

(425) 641-4779
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From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

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 Andrew Zalewski
<ajzale@gmail.com>
Wednesday, November 13, 2013 4:48 PM
EFSEC (UTC)
Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01

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. Andrew Zalewski

2740 Gable Rd

Saint Helens, OR 97051-2921
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Richard Borovicka
<rjbsilverking@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 4:48 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)
Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

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

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.
This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in Vancouver, where oil trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's application.



Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Borovicka

569 C St

PO Box 2438

Seaside, OR 97138-4037

(503) 738-8133


