
Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2601

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Tom Harper <tomharperl

@wavecable.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:19 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 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. Tom Harper

122 W 1st St

Port Angeles, WA 98362-2615
(360) 504-2210
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#2602

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of David Lee <david97355

@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:19 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 Facility Site

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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 al
ong 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 o
il terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Mr. David Lee
29515 NE Weslinn Dr
Corvallis, OR 97333-2421
(541) 286-4422
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Sara 
Stock

<saradstock@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:19 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, 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 No. EF-131590, Application No
. 2013-01 to urge the Washington Energy Facility Site

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

3) The transportation and public health impacts of additional 
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 shoul
d include climate change impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Sara Stock
7301210th St SW Apt D104
Edmonds, WA 98026-7226
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Jenny O'Connor

<jmpoconnor@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:47 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 W
ashington Energy Facility Site

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and
 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 th
e 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 applicatio
n.



Sincerely,

Ms. Jenny O'Connor
4777 SW Hamilton St
Portland, OR 97221-3030
(503) 227-3053
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Chelsea Bent

<chelseabent@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:47 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 Wash
ington 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 t
hrough 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 of
fers few jobs in return.

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

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

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

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

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular, highlighted the extreme dang
er 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 thro
ugh 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 cha
nge 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: Chelsea Bent
1630 SE Morgan Ln
Mcminnville, OR 97128-8930
(503) 434-1237



Tesoro Savage CBR

Docket EF-131590 Scoping Comment

#2606

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on be
half of Art Bogie

<fidalgol.art@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:47 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Application N
o. 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 en
vironmental and public safety impact of the joint Te

soro-Savage proposal

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

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

e, the Columbia River

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

al for Washington State.

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

obs in return.

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

ro-Savage's proposal.

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

FSEC must assess:

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

ong the rail route in

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

ve shown that these risks

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

 type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities
.

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

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

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

ies along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

iver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping ro
ute.

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

om crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

ustry in Washington

State.

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

ed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Art Bogie
PO Box 2104
La Conner, WA 98257-2104
(360) 840-9092



Tesoro Savage CBR
Docket EF-131590 s~ap~~g comment

#2607

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 Chris Lazarus <chrislazarus0505

@gmail.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:47 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 Facili
ty 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 W
ashington State.

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

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I urge you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Sava
ge'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 th
e rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Alabama have show
n 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 communitie
s along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in Vancouver, where oil trains would del
iver 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 industr
y in Washington

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Chris Lazarus
302 SE 105th Ave Apt 43
Portland, OR 97216-2835
(503) 867-1370



Tesoro Savage CBR

Docket EF-131590 Scoping Comment

#2608

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on be
half of Victor Ponce-Juarez <poncej60

@msn.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:47 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, Ap
plication No. 2013-01 to urge the Washington Ener

gy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full en
vironmental 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 b
arrels of oil each day being shipped through Spokan

e, the Columbia River

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

r Washington State.

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

obs in return.

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

ro-Savage's proposal.

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

 EFSEC must assess:

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

g the rail route in

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

shown that these risks

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

type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Washington State wa
ters 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 c
apabilities 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 fr

om crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

ustry in Washington

State.

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

ed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Victor Ponce-Juarez
92nd Ave
Portland, OR 97266-2721



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2609

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of
 Laura Craig

<laurettecraig@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:47 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

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 environment
al and public safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage prop

osal

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

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

River

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

n State.

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

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

osal.

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

ss:

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

e in

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

sks

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

tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

3) The transportation and public health impacts of addit
ional unit train traffic through communities along the prop

osed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabilitie
s 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 we

ll as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

ton

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Laura Craig
12120 Gravelly Lake Dr SW
Lakewood, WA 98499-1416
(360) 894-1165



Tesoro Savage CBRDocket EF-131590 ScopingComment
#2610

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 Gina Norman <ginan5

@yahoo.com>
Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:47 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 proposal

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Gina Norman

3436 NE 73rd Ave

Portland, OR 97213-5826
(503) 281-3708



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2611

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Mary Vin
cent <gmaluckyl

@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:47 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. 20
13-01 to urge the Washington Energy Facility Site

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

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

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

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

The project comes at a steep price for rail communities and 
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 proposa
l deserve close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

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

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

are far too real. The tragedy in 4uebec, in particular, highlig
hted the extreme danger of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

3) The transportation and public health impacts of additiona
l 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 emissi
ons on the viability of the large oyster industry in Washington

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mrs. Mary Vincent
5706 NE 40th St
Vancouver, WA 98661-3230
(360) 695-0439



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2612

From: 
Sierra Club <information@s

ierraclub.org> on behalf of Da
vid Mackey

<dmackey@solar2.us>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 

2013 6:47 PM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF

-131590, Application No. 201
3-01

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 9$504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

n No. 2013-01 to urge the Wa
shington Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to 
assess the full environmen

tal and public safety impact
 of the joint Tesoro-Savage p

roposal

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

port terminal.

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

f oil each day being shipped 
through Spokane, the Columbi

a River

Gorge National Scenic Area
, Vancouver and other Nort

hwest communities. Oil-by-ra
il 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 im
pacts of this project, I urge 

you to recommend the rejec
tion of Tesoro-Savage's propo

sal.

The public safety and envi
ronmental impacts of this pr

oposal deserve close scrutiny
. For example, EFSEC must ass

ess:

1) The potential safety and 
environmental impacts of a l

arge train-related oil spill or e
xplosion along the rail route 

in

Washington and beyond. Rec
ent derailment disasters i

n .Lac-Megantic, Quebec and 
Alabama have shown that the

se risks

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

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

 tankers

that would be traveling thro
ugh our communities.

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

astated the town.

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

n State waters and along the
 shipping route.

3) The transportation and p
ublic health impacts of addi

tional unit train traffic throu
gh communities along the pro

posed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating eme
rgency response capabiliti

es in Vancouver, where oil t
rains would deliver and store 

oil, and

other communities along th
e rail and shipping route.

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

should include climate chang
e impacts from crude oil as w

ell as

tar sands oil from cradle to 
grave.

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

issions on the viability of th
e large oyster industry in Was

hington

State.

After carefully considering t
he safety, environmental, an

d climate risks associated wi
th the proposed oil terminal

,

respectfully ask you to reco
mmend the rejection of Tesor

o-Savage's application.



Sincerely,

Mr. David Mackey
449 E Pointes Dr E
Shelton, WA 98584-8850
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#2613

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.o
rg> on behalf of Paul Potts

<paul_potts@email.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:47 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-1315
90, Application No. 2013-01 to urge th

e Washington Energy Facility Site

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

mpact of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

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

ed 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 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 the 

rejection of Tesoro-Savage's proposal.

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

utiny. 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 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 c
ommunities.

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

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

g the shipping route.

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

ic through communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency res
ponse capabilities in Vancouver, where 

oil trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and sh
ipping route.

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

e change impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

 the large oyster industry in Washington

State.

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

ciated with the proposed oil terminal,

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

n.



Sincerely,

Mr. paul potts
1720
Raymond, WA 98577



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2614

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclu
b.org> on behalf of Catherine Wrigh

t

<catiescarlet@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6
: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 t

o urge the Washington Energy Facilit
y Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to asses
s 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 C
olumbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vanco
uver and other Northwest communi

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

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

umbia River, yet offers few jobs in re
turn.

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 environment
al 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-r

elated oil spill or explosion along the 
rail route in

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

c, quebec and Alabama have shown
 that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Que
bec, in particular, highlighted the

 extreme danger of the same type of o
il and tankers

that would be traveling through ou
r communities.

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

town.

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 emergen
cy response capabilities in Vancou

ver, 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 inclu

de climate change impacts from crude
 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 safe
ty, environmental, and climate ri

sks associated with the proposed oil te
rminal,

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

application.



Sincerely,

Ms. Catherine Wright
PO Box 716
Hoquiam, WA 98550-0716
(360) 533-4882
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#2615

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf 
of Gail Ohara

<gail@chickfactor.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:47 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 S

ite

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

 proposal

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

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

ia River

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

ton State.

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

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I urg
e you to recommend the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's p

roposal.

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

ssess:

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

l route in

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

 risks

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

nd tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabilitie
s in Vancouver, where oil trains would deliver and sto

re oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

 well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

hington

State.

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

al,

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Gail Ohara
NE Hoyt St
Portland, OR 97213-2338
(000) 000-0000



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR
Scoping Comment
#2616

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

<trina.cooper@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:47 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 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 of Tesoro-Savage's application.



Sincerely,

Ms. Trina Cooper
2239 SW 331st St
Federal Way, WA 98023-2831



Docket EF-131590 re5oro swage cBR
icoping Comment

#2617

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Eliza Hitchcock

<elizahitch@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:47 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 Washin
gton 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-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 r
ejection 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 dange
r 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 th
rough communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



The risks are appalling, too great to entertain.

Sincerely,

Ms. Eliza Hitchcock
PO Box 265
Vashon, WA 98070-0265
(206) 463-5324



Docket E F-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2618

From: 
Sierra Club <information@sierra

club.org> on behalf of Felix Madrid

<carlojulwine@yahoo.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2013 

6:47 PM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF-131

590, 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 Ener
gy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to as
sess 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 term

inal.

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

ay being shipped through Spokan
e, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Van
couver and other Northwest co

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

The project comes at a steep pric
e 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 r

ecommend the rejection ofTesoro-
Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environ
mental impacts of this proposal

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

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

n-related oil spill or explosion alo
ng 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, highlighted

 the extreme danger of the same
 type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through
 our communities.

Forty-seven people died irrthat e
xplosion, which also devastated 

the town.

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

ters and along the shipping route
.

3) The transportation and publi
c health impacts of additional 

unit train traffic through communit
ies along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emerge
ncy response capabilities in Va

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

other communities along the ra
il and shipping route.

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

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 o

n the viability of the large oyster in
dustry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the sa
fety, 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. Felix Madrid
1000 E Main St
Carlton, OR 97111-9101
(503} 852-7432



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro savage cBR

Scoping Comment

#2619

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclu
b.org> on behalf of Anthony Buch

<maritoni_buch@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:4
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-1
31590, Application No. 2013-01 to u

rge the Washington Energy Facility Si
te

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

ety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage 
proposal

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

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

 shipped through Spokane, the Columbi
a River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouve
r and other Northwest communities

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

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

 River, yet 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 propos
al.

The public safety and environmental 
impacts of this proposal deserve clo

se scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must as
sess:

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

oil spill or explosion along the rail route 
in

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

bec and Alabama have shown that th
ese risks

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

me danger of the same type of oil and 
tankers

that would be traveling through our c
ommunities.

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

n.

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

 along the shipping route.

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

affic through communities along the pr
oposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency 
response 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 c
hange. This analysis should include c

limate change impacts from crude oil a
s 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 Washi
ngton

State.

After carefully considering the safet
y, environmental, and climate risks a

ssociated with the proposed oil terminal,

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

ation.



Sincerely,

Mr. Anthony Buch
622135th Ave NE
Seattle, WA 98115-7314
(206) 931-8552



Docket EF-131590 
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Scoping Comment

#2620

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.
org> on behalf of Laurie Todd

<Iltodd@mindspring.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:47
 PM

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
-131590, Application No. 2013-01 to 

urge the Washington Energy Facility Si
te

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 
380,000 barrels of oil each day being sh

ipped through Spokane, the Columbia 
River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancou
ver and other Northwest communitie

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

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

River, yet offers few jobs in return.

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

d the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's propo
sal.

The public safety and environmental
 impacts of this proposal deserve clos

e scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must as
sess:

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

 oil spill or explosion along the rail route
 in

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

ebec and Alabama have shown that thes
e risks

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

reme danger of the same type of oil and 
tankers

that would be traveling through our c
ommunities.

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

n.

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

 along the shipping route.

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

fic through communities along the prop
osed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency r
esponse capabilities in Vancouver, wh

ere oil trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and 
shipping route.

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

mate 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 viabil

ity of the large oyster industry in Washin
gton

State.

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

ssociated with the proposed oil terminal
,

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

ation.



Sincerely,

Ms. Laurie Todd
3756 SE Stephens St
Portland, OR 97214-5152
(503) 236-3940



Docket EF-131590 
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#2621

From: Sierra Club <information@sierra
club.org> on behalf of Kassie Whee

ler

<kaswheeler@hotmail.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2013 

6:47 PM

To: 
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 48504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

01 to urge the Washington Energy
 Facility Site

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

lic safety impact of the joint Tesoro
-Savage proposal

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

l.

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

being shipped through Spokane, the
 Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vanc
ouver and other Northwest comm

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

The project comes at a steep pric
e for rail communities and the Co

lumbia River, yet offers few jobs i
n return.

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

ommend the rejection of Tesoro-Sa
vage's proposal.

The public safety and environme
ntal impacts of this proposal dese

rve close scrutiny. For example,
 EFSEC must assess:

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

related oil spill or explosion along th
e rail route in

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

tic, Quebec and Alabama have sh
own that these risks

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

the extreme danger of the same ty
pe of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through o
ur communities.

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

e town.

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

rs 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 emergen
cy response capabilities in Vanc

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

other communities along the rai
l and shipping route.

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

clude climate change impacts from 
crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's crad
le-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 

risks associated with the proposed 
oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recommen
d the rejection of Tesoro-Savage'

s application.



Sincerely,

Ms. Kassie Wheeler
35312 N Newport Hwy Trlr 14
Chattaroy, WA 99003-9798
(509) 292-9421
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Joe Neumann

<jobhihai@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:47 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 proposa
l

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 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 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. Joe Neumann
6015 California Ave SW
Seattle, WA 98136-1687
(773) 273-5712
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#2623

From: Sierra flub <information@sierra
club.org> on behalf of Hannah Gar

dner

<hannahgardne@hotmail.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2013 

6:47 PM

To: 
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 
Facility Site

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

blic safety impact of the joint Tes
oro-Savage proposal

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

l.

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

y being shipped through Spokane,
 the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vanc
ouver and other Northwest commu

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

The project comes at a steep pric
e for rail communities and the C

olumbia River, yet offers few jobs 
in return.

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

mmend the rejection of Tesoro-Sav
age's proposal.

The public safety and environme
ntal impacts of this proposal des

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

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

related oil spill or explosion along t
he rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent 
derailment disasters in Lac-Megan

tic, quebec and Alabama have sh
own that these risks

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

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

that would be traveling through 
our communities.

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

he town.

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

ers and along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public 
health impacts of additional unit 

train traffic through communities a
long the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergen
cy response capabilities in Vanc

ouver, where oil trains would del
iver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail
 and shipping route.

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

lude climate change impacts from
 crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

e viability of the large oyster indus
try in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the safe
ty, environmental, and climate 

risks associated with the proposed
 oil terminal,

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

s application.



Sincerely,

Miss Hannah Gardner
3607 227th St SW
Brier, WA 98036-8078
(425) 280-3224
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.o
rg> on behalf of Ashley Proden-Troy <as

hley@

503prop.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:47 P
M

Ta 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-13159
0, Application No. 2013-01 to urge t

he 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 m
ajor crude oil export terminal.

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

ped through Spokane, the Columbia River

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

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

The project comes at a steep price for 
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 im
pacts of this proposal deserve close sc

rutiny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

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

spill or explosion along the rail route in

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

c and Alabama have shown that these ris
ks

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

e danger of the same type of oil and tanker
s

that would be traveling through our c
ommunities.

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

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

ng the shipping route.

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

through communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency res
ponse capabilities in Vancouver, where

 oil trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and sh
ipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate cha
nge. 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-t
o-grave CO2 emissions on the viabili

ty of the large oyster industry in Washingt
on

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 application

.



Sincerely,

Mrs. Ashley Proden-Troy
11825 SW Wildwood St
Portland, OR 97224-2730
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Scoping Commen
t

#2625

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub
.org> on behalf of Theresa Kimball <tmk

@efn.org>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:4
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-1
31590, Application No. 2013-01 to u

rge the Washington Energy Facility Site

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

ety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage p
roposal

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

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

shipped through Spokane, the Columbia 
River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouve
r and other Northwest communities

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

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

River, yet offers few jobs in return.

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

 the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's propos
al.

The public safety and environmental 
impacts of this proposal deserve clo

se 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 route i
n

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

uebec and Alabama have shown that the
se risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebe
c, 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 expl
osion, which also devastated the to

wn.

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

long the shipping route.

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

fic through communities along the pro
posed

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 cha
nge. This analysis should include clim

ate 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 Wash
ington

State.

After carefully considering the safet
y, environmental, and climate risks a

ssociated with the proposed oil terminal,

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

ation.

Sincerely,



Ms. Theresa Kimball
97477
Springfield, OR 97477
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Scoping

#2626

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.
org> on behalf of Kay Warner

<setter.luvr@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:47 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-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 prop
osal

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 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

 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 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 ta
nkers

that would be traveling through our c
ommunities.

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 traf

fic through communities along the propo
sed

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
 shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate chan
ge. 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 viabili

ty of the large oyster industry in Washi
ngton

State.

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

ociated with the proposed oil terminal,

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

ation.



Sincerely,

Ms. Kay Warner
210 4th St
Blaine, WA 98230-5115
(360) 312-7888
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Scoping Com
ment

_~ #2627

From: 
Sierra Club <information@

sierraclub.org> on behalf o
f Mark Hopkins

<markwhopkins@gmail.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 

2013 6:47 PM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. E

F-131590, Application No. 20
13-01

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, Applicatio

n No. 2013-01 to urge the W
ashington Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to
 assess the full environmen

tal 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 o

f oil each day being shipped
 through 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, ye
t offers few jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching im
pacts of this project, I urge

 you to recommend the re
jection ofTesoro-Savage's pr

oposal.

The public safety and envi
ronmental impacts of this p

roposal deserve close scrut
iny. For example, EFSEC must

 assess:

1) The potential safety and 
environmental impacts of a

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

e in

Washington and beyond. Re
cent derailment disasters 

in Lac-Megantic, Quebec an
d Alabama have shown that t

hese risks

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

 highlighted the extreme da
nger of the same type of oil a

nd tankers

that would be traveling thr
ough 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 Washingto

n State waters and along th
e shipping route.

3) The transportation and p
ublic health impacts of add

itional unit train traffic thr
ough communities along the p

roposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating eme
rgency response capabiliti

es in Vancouver, where oil
 trains would deliver and stor

e oil, and

other communities along th
e rail and shipping route.

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

s should include climate cha
nge impacts from crude oil as

 well as

tar sands oil from cradle to
 grave.

S) The impact of the project
's cradle-to-grave CO2 emi

ssions on the viability of th
e 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 ofTes

oro-Savage's application.



Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Hopkins
PO Box 2814
Friday Harbor, WA 98250-2814
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Scoping Com
ment

#2628

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclu
b.org> on behalf of Ashley Smart

<veggtastic@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:
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 ur

ge the Washington Energy Facility Site

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

ty impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage p
roposal

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

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

g shipped through Spokane, the Columbi
a River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancou
ver and other Northwest communiti

es. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washing
ton 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 o
f this project, I urge you to recomme

nd the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's pro
posal.

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

ose scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must as
sess:

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

ed oil spill or explosion along the rail ro
ute in

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

ebec and Alabama have shown that t
hese risks

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

eme danger of the same type of oil and
 tankers

that would be traveling through our 
communities.

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

n.

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

 along the shipping route.

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

affic through communities along the pr
oposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergenc
y response capabilities in Vancouve

r, where oil trains would deliver and stor
e oil, and

other communities along the rail an
d shipping route.

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

limate change impacts from crude oil as 
well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

lity of the large oyster industry in Wash
ington

State.

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

ssociated with the proposed oil termina
l,

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

ation.



Sincerely,

Mrs. Ashley Smart
57the Ave Ct E
Puyallup, WA 98373
(253) 232-7899
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#2629

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.or
g> on behalf of Jean Kroll

<artiseverywhere@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:48 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Appl
ication 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 W

ashington 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 380,0
00 barrels of oil each day being shipped

 through Spokane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver a
nd other Northwest communities. Oil-by

-rail is a bad deal for Washington State.

The project comes at a steep price for rai
l communities and the Columbia River, y

et 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 imp
acts of this proposal deserve close scru

tiny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

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

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 dange

r 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 sp
ill on Washington State waters and alon

g the shipping route.

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

rough communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

 trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shi
pping route.

4) The project's impact on climate 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, 
environmental, and climate risks associate

d with the proposed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Jean Kroll
2500 Nomail Blvd
Bellingham, WA 98225
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Scoping Comment

#2630

From: 
Sierra Club <information@s

ierraclub.org> on behalf of Di
ane Liguori

<dligri@yahoo.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 20

13 6:48 PM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF

-131590, Application No. 201
3-01

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 Was
hington Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to
 assess the full environment

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

osal

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

ort terminal.

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

 oil each day being shipped t
hrough Spokane, the Columbia

 River

Gorge National Scenic Area,
 Vancouver and other North

west communities. Oil-by-rai
l is a bad deal for Washingto

n State.

The project comes at a steep 
price for rail communities a

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

Based on the far reaching im
pacts of this project, I urge 

you to recommend the rejec
tion ofTesoro-Savage's propo

sal.

The public safety and envir
onmental impacts of this pro

posal deserve close scrutiny.
 For example, EFSEC must asse

ss:

1) The potential safety and 
environmental impacts of a l

arge train-related oil spill or e
xplosion along the rail route i

n

Washington and beyond. Rec
ent derailment disasters in 

Lac-Megantic, Quebec and A
labama have shown that thes

e risks

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

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

tankers

that would be traveling thr
ough our communities.

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

vastated the town.

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

 State waters and along the 
shipping route.

3) The transportation and p
ublic health impacts of addi

tional unit train traffic throu
gh communities along the pro

posed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating eme
rgency response capabilities

 in Vancouver, where oil tra
ins would deliver and store oil

, and

other communities along the
 rail and shipping route.

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

should include climate change
 impacts from crude oil as we

ll as

tar sands oil from cradle to g
rave.

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

sions on the viability of the l
arge oyster industry in Washin

gton

State.

After carefully considering th
e safety, environmental, an

d climate risks associated wit
h the proposed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to reco
mmend the rejection of Tesor

o-Savage's application.



Sincerely,

Ms. Diane Liguori
138 Mountain View Ct
Phoenix, OR 97535-9433
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#2631

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 Jacob Miner

<ferrarirt@yahoo.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:48 PM

EFSEC(UTC)

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

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 environ
mental 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 barr
els 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 fo

r Washington State.

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

 return.

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

vage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of t
his proposal deserve close scrutiny. For example, EFSE

C must assess:

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

he 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 also 
devastated the town.

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

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

ng the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capa
bilities in Vancouver, where oil trains would deliver a

nd 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 industr

y in Washington

State.

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

oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Jacob Miner
1617 Summit Ave Apt 24
Seattle, WA 98122-2356



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2632

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.
org> on behalf of Jennifer Westra <jIff4

04

@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:48
 PM

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-131
590, Application No. 2013-01 to urge

 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 
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 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 recommen

d the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's propos
al.

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

scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must assess
:

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

il spill or explosion along the rail route i
n

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

bec and Alabama have shown that these r
isks

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

me danger of the same type of oil and tank
ers

that would be traveling through our c
ommunities.

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

.

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

long the shipping route.

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

 through communities along the propo
sed

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 s
hipping route.

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

imate change impacts from crude oil as w
ell as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

ty of the large oyster industry in Washi
ngton

State.

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

ciated with the proposed oil terminal,

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

n.



Sincerely,

Ms. Jennifer Westra
518E 8th Ave
Spokane, WA 99202-1208



Docket. EF-131590
 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2633

From: 
Sierra Club <information@s

ierraclub.org> on behalf of Je
an Wyman <jwyman62

@gmail.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2

013 6:48 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 N
o. EF-131590, Application N

o. 2013-01 to urge the Washi
ngton Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to 
assess the full environmenta

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

sal

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

t terminal.

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

 each day being shipped thr
ough Spokane, the Columbia R

iver

Gorge National Scenic Area, 
Vancouver and other Northw

est communities. Oil-by-rai
l is a bad deal for Washington S

tate.

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 y

ou to recommend the reject
ion of Tesoro-Savage's proposa

l.

The public safety and enviro
nmental impacts of this pro

posal deserve close scrutiny.
 For example, EFSEC must asses

s:

1) The potential safety and 
environmental impacts of a l

arge train-related oil spill or e
xplosion along the rail route i

n

Washington and beyond. Rece
nt derailment disasters in L

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

 risks

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

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

kers

that would be traveling thro
ugh our communities.

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

stated the town.

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

 State waters and along the s
hipping route.

3) The transportation and pu
blic health impacts of addit

ional unit train traffic throug
h communities along the propo

sed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emer
gency response capabilities

 in Vancouver, where oil trai
ns would deliver and store oil,

 and

other communities along the
 rail and shipping route.

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

hould include climate change
 impacts from crude oil as we

ll as

tar sands oil from cradle to g
rave.

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

ions on the viability of the lar
ge oyster industry in Washing

ton

State.

After carefully considering th
e safety, environmental, and

 climate risks associated wit
h the proposed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to reco
mmend the rejection ofTeso

ro-Savage's application.



Sincerely,

Ms. Jean Wyman
3914 NE 75th Ave
Portland, OR 97213-5766
{503) 282-4181



Docket EF-131590 
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Scoping Comment

#2634

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Mary
 Mather <mather48

@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:48 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 proposa

l

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

e.

The project comes at a steep price for rail communities and
 the Columbia 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 propos
al deserve close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and environmental impacts of a larg
e 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 ris

ks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular, hig
hlighted the extreme danger of the same type of oil and tanke

rs

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

3) The transportation and public health impacts of addit
ional unit train traffic through communities along the propose

d

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

s

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mrs. Mary Mather
1140 S Water St
Silverton, OR 97381-2442



Docket EF-13.1590 
Tesoro SavageCBR

Scoping Comment

#2635

From: 
Sierra Club <information@sierra

club.org> on behalf of Alice Ellis Ga
ut

<aegpro@gmail.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6

:48 PM

To: 
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 Energ
y Facility Site

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

lic safety impact of the joint Tesor
o-Savage proposal

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

inal.

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

ay being shipped through Spokan
e, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Van
couver and other Northwest commu

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

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

Columbia River, yet offers few jobs
 in return.

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

ecommend the rejection of Tesoro-S
avage'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 envir
onmental impacts of a large train

-related oil spill or explosion along
 the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent
 derailment disasters in Lac-Mega

ntic, Quebec and Alabama have s
hown that these risks

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

he town.

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

ters and along the shipping route.

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 del
iver and store oil, and

other communities along the ra
il and shipping route.

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

nclude climate change impacts fro
m crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

n the viability of the large oyster in
dustry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the sa
fety, environmental, and climate

 risks associated with the proposed
 oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recommen
d the rejection of Tesoro-Savage'

s application.



Sincerely,

Ms. Alice Ellis Gaut
10947 SW Chateau Ln
Tigard, OR 97224-4472
(503) 639-8930



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2636

From: 
Sierra Ciub <information@sierr

aclub.org> on behalf of Judy &W
ayne Avery

<judysspace@hotmail.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2013

 6:48 PM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF-131

590, 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 as
sess the full environmental an

d public safety impact of the joi
nt Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

rminal.

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

ch day being shipped through S
pokane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Va
ncouver and other Northwest 

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

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

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

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

 recommend the rejection of Te
soro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and enviro
nmental impacts of this proposa

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

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

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

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

egantic, Quebec and Alabama 
have shown that these risks

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

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

that would be traveling throu
gh our communities.

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

ed the town.

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

e waters and along the shipping
 route.

3) The transportation and publ
ic health impacts of addition

al unit train traffic through commu
nities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emerge
ncy response capabilities in V

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

other communities along the ra
il 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 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 the s
afety, environmental, and cl

imate risks associated with the pr
oposed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recomm
end the rejection ofTesoro-Sa

vage's application.



Sincerely,

Ms. Judy &Wayne Avery
24319 N Lords Ln
Chattaroy, WA 99003-9732
(509) 238-6665



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR
Scoping Comment
#2637

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

<suekrueger@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:48 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 proposa
l

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

If approved, the plan woultl 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 Stat
e.

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 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 tanker
s

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 Krueger
3208 Iowa Dr

Bellingham, WA 98229-5900



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR
Scoping Comment
#2638

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 Regina Patterson

<gpatterson1300@msn.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:48 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 sa
fety 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 bein
g shipped through Spokane, the Columbia River

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

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

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

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

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

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

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular, highlighted the 
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 an
d along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public health impacts of additional unit tra
in 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 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 v
iability of the large oyster industry in Washington

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Regina Patterson
150 Shenandoah Dr
Silverlake, WA 98645-9722



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2639

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Lauren Niemer

<lawyerspdx@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:48 PM

Toc 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. Lauren Niemer
7604 SW Hood Ave

Portland, OR 97219-2934



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2640

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Mark Forrette

<markforrette@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:48 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. Mark Forrette

1217 Loal St

Medford, OR 97501-3989

(775) 842-4188



Docket E F-131590 Tesoro savage cBR

Scoping Comment

#2641

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Scott Fletcher

<sfletche@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:48 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. Scott Fletcher

7027 N Boston Ave

Portland, OR 97217-5711

(503) 867-3440



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2642

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of James Paine <akaj2005

@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:48 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,

As a concerned citizen, voter and tax payer, 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-Megentic, 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. James Paine

3007 Rucker Ave # 356
# 356

Everett, WA 98201-3931

(425) 388-5580
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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 Elska Jenness
<wheresra@yahoo.com>
Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:48 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, 1

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



Sincerely,

Miss Elska Jenness
6159 SW 163rd PI
Beaverton, OR 97007-4005
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#2644

From: Sierra Club- <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Jeffry Yaplee

<jsyaplee@mac.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:48 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. Jeffry Yaplee
2817 34th Ave S
Seattle, WA 98144-6121
(206) 722-8115
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#2645

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Linda Schwartz

<lindaschwartz46@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:48 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. Linda Schwartz
PO Box 1127
Cannon Beach, OR 97110-1127
(541) 490-0850
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#2646

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of M Lunsford

<wmel@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:48 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. M Lunsford

PO Box 30248

Bellingham, WA 98228-2248.

z
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#2647

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Emryss Roherynath

<eadevalicourt@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:48 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. Emryss Roherynath

530 Yauger Way SW Apt P106

Olympia, WA 98502-8771

(360) 229-0600
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#2648

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Kandace Loewen

<rploewen@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:48 PM

Ta 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.



Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kandace Loewen
720 N 75th St
Seattle, WA 98103-4721
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Sue Ellen Liss
<sueellen@heartspace.us>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:48 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 pubic 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 fo 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. Sue Ellen Liss

25539 NW Saint Helens Rd

Scappoose, OR 97056-9609

(503) 860-3062
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#2650

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 Ron Good
<ronportergood@gmail.com>
Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:48 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. Ron Good

PO Box 862

Port Townsend, WA 98368-0862

(360) 774-2227


