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

<2catwoman@nventure.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,

Ms. Linda Wasserman

1510 N Steele St

Tacoma, WA 98406-8114

(253) 274-8673
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Steven Erickson

<scerickson@charter.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2Q13 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. Steven Erickson
PO Box 1413

Roseburg, OR 97470-0338
(541) 672-4367
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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 Adriaan Snyman

<asnyman@comcast.net>

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 Washin
gton Energy Facility Site

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

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major 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 ofTe
soro-Savage's proposal.

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

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

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in Lac-Megantic, quebec and Alabama 
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 ship
ping route.

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This analysis should include climate change impa
cts 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 wi
th the proposed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Adriaan Snyman
34064 Sykes Rd
Saint Helens, OR 97051-3601
(503) 356-1414
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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 Maureen O'Neal <momoneal77

@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 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. Maureen O'Neal

9100 SW 80th Ave

Portland, OR 97223-8981
(503) 293-1796
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Melanie Sharbono

<cookie36389@mypacks.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,

Ms. Melanie Sharbono
1334 N 183rd St

Shoreline, WA 98133-4505
(206) 542-8136
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclu
b.org> on behalf of Maureen O'Neal <m

omoneal77

@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:4
8 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

e the Washington Energy Facility Sit
e

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

ety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage p
roposal

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 communitie

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

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

iver, yet offers few jobs in return.

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

 the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's propos
al.

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

 scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must asse
ss:

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 dera
ilment disasters in Lac-Megantic, Qu

ebec and Alabama have shown that the
se risks

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

eme danger of the same type of oil and 
tankers

that would be traveling through our c
ommunities.

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

n.

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 health
 impacts of additional unit train traff

ic through communities along the prop
osed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency r
esponse capabilities in Vancouver, whe

re oil trains would deliver and store o
il, and

other communities along the rail and 
shipping route.

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

imate change impacts from crude oil as w
ell 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 safety,
 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. Maureen O'Neal
9100 SW 80th Ave
Portland, OR 97223-8981
(503) 293-1796
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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@sie
rraclub.org> on behalf of Eyrika Mo

nroe <tsugar1958

@gmail.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013
 6:48 PM

EFSEC(UTC)

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

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

13-01 to urge the Washington E
nergy Facility Site

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

 public safety impact of the join
t Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

minal.

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

day being shipped through Spoka
ne, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Van
couver and other Northwest c

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

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

Columbia River, yet offers few j
obs in return.

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

recommend the rejection ofTeso
ro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environm
ental impacts of this proposal

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

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

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

Washington and beyond. Recent
 derailment disasters in Lac-Me

gantic, Quebec and Alabama hav
e shown that these risks

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

ed the extreme danger of the sa
me type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through
 our communities.

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

d the town.

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

aters and along the shipping ro
ute.

3}The transportation and public
 health impacts of additional u

nit train traffic through communit
ies along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergen
cy response capabilities in Va

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

other communities along the ra
il and shipping route.

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

include climate change impacts f
rom crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave
.

5} The impact of the project's cradl
e-to-grave CO2 emissions on t

he viability of the large oyster i
ndustry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the s
afety, environmental, and clim

ate risks associated with the prop
osed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recomm
end the rejection ofTesoro-Sa

vage's application.



Sincerely;

Ms. Eyrika Monroe
185 Mecca Ave
Eugene, OR 97404-1795



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Sandra Palmi
eri

<sandy~jayne@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 term
inal.

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

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

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

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

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

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in Lac-Megant
ic, 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 th
e town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker 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 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 r
isks associated with the proposed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Sandra Palmieri
1284 N 19th St
Philomath, OR 97370-9026
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#2659

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.o
rg> on behalf of Chales Wood <wood.charl

es65

@yahoo.com>

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

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-1315
90, Application No. 2013-01 to urge the

 Washington Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the f
ull environmental and public safety imp

act of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

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

d through Spokane, the Columbia River

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

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 nn the far reaching impacts of this
 project, I urge you to recommend the

 rejection ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

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

tiny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

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

ll or explosion along the rail route in

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

d Alabama have shown that these risks

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

danger of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our com
munities.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion
, 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 health
 impacts of additional unit train traffic

 through communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency r
esponse capabilities in Vancouver, wher

e oil trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and sh
ipping 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 associat

ed with the proposed oil terminal,

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

n.



Sincerely,

Mr. Chales Wood
9026 Yelm Hwy SE
Olympia, WA 98513-6342



Docket EF-131590 
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#2660

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org>
 on behalf of Lora Lehner

<Illehner@mac.com>

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

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

shington Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the f
ull environmental and public safety impa

ct 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 thr

ough Spokane, the Columbia River

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

l is a bad deal for Washington State.

The project comes at a steep price for rail c
ommunities 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 rej

ection 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 o

r 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 commu
nities.

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 imp
acts of additional unit train traffic throug

h communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency respon
se capabilities in Vancouver, where oil tr

ains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shi
pping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. Th
is 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-gr
ave CO2 emissions on the viability of the 

large oyster industry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the safety, envi
ronmental, and climate risks associated wit

h the proposed oil terminal,

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

.



Sincerely,

Ms. Lora Lehner
1259 Marlin Dr SE
Port Orchard, WA 98366-3939
(360) 871-0325



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro SavageCBR

Scoping Comment

#2661

From:. Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.
org> on behalf of Gretchen Dennison <

ged111

@comcast.net>

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

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

the Washington Energy Facility Site

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

y impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage prop
osal

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

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

pped through Spokane, the Columbia Riv
er

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 t
his project, I urge you to recommend

 the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's propo
sal.

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

crutiny. 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 der
ailment disasters in Lac-Megantic, 4ue

bec and Alabama have shown that these 
risks

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

e danger of the same type of oil and tanke
rs

that would be traveling through our 
communities.

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

.

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

ong the shipping route.

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

fic through communities along the prop
osed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency re
sponse capabilities in Vancouver, wher

e oil trains would deliver and store oil, a
nd

other communities along the rail and 
shipping route.

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

ate change impacts from crude oil as wel
l as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

y of the large oyster industry in Washing
ton

State.

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

sociated with the proposed oil terminal,

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

ion.



Sincerely,

Dr. Gretchen Dennison
710 Kenola Ct
Lake Oswego, OR 97034-4667
(503) 635-8833
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Scoping Comment

#2662

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on beha
lf of Bill Funk <willbf1937@aol.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:48 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, Appl
ication No. 2013-01 to urge the Washington Energy

 Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full envir
onmental and public safety impact of the joint Tesoro-

Savage proposal

to turn the Port of 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 oth
er Northwest communities. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal

 for Washington State.

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

 in return.

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

avage's proposal.

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

SEC 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 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 typ

e of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities
.

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

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

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

long the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

r and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route
.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This anal
ysis should include climate change impacts from cr

ude 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 ind

ustry in Washington

State.

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

 oil terminal,

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

Sincerely,



Mr. Bill Funk
12119 235th Avenue Ct E
Buckley, WA 98321-9672
NONE
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Scoping Comment

#2663

From: 
Sierra Club <information@si

erraclub.org> on behalf of Sco
tt Smith

<cascadepeaksco@gmail.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 20

13 6:48 PM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF-1

31590, Application No. 2013-0
1

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket N
o. EF-131590, Application 

No. 2013-01 to urge the Wash
ington Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to 
assess the full environmenta

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

osal

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

rt terminal.

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

l each day being shipped thro
ugh Spokane, the Columbia Ri

ver

Gorge National Scenic Area, 
Vancouver and other Northw

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

tate.

The project comes at a steep
 price for rail communities a

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

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

ou to recommend the rejecti
on of Tesoro-Savage's proposa

l.

The public safety and envir
onmental impacts of this pro

posal deserve close scrutiny. 
For example, EFSEC must assess

:

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

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

Washington and beyond. Rec
ent 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 tank

ers

that would be traveling thro
ugh our communities.

Forty-seven people died in th
at explosion, which also dev

astated the town.

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

State waters and along the sh
ipping route

3) The transportation and p
ublic health impacts of addit

ional unit train traffic through
 communities along the propo

sed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emer
gency response capabilities

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

 and

other communities along the 
rail and shipping route.

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

uld include climate change im
pacts from crude oil as well

 as

tar sands oil from cradle to 
grave.

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

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

on

State.

After carefully considering the
 safety, environmental, and 

climate risks associated with 
the proposed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to reco
mmend the rejection of Tesor

o-Savage's application.



Sincerely,

Mr. Scott Smith
590 Rosemont Ave NW
Salem, OR 97304-4622
(503) 375-2060
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#2664

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Donna Wehrley

<thewehrleys@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 ofTesoro-Savage's application.



Sincerely,

Mrs. Donna Wehrley
3601 SW River Pkwy Ste 1904
Portland, OR 97239-4562
(503) 753-5903



Docket EF-131590 
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Scoping Comment

#2665

From: 
Sierra Club <information@si

erraclub.org> on behalf of Ken
neth Hancock

<bozemanken@hotmail.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 20

13 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 Washi
ngton 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 expor

t terminal.

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

 each day being shipped thro
ugh Spokane, the Columbia Ri

ver

Gorge National Scenic Area, 
Vancouver and other Northwe

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

e.

The project comes at a steep 
price for rail communities an

d the Columbia River, yet off
ers few jobs in return.

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

u to recommend the rejection
 afTesoro-Savage's proposal

.

The public safety and envir
onmental impacts of this pro

posal deserve close scrutiny. 
For example, EFSEC must assess

:

1) The potential safety and 
environmental impacts of a lar

ge train-related oil spill or exp
losion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Rece
nt derailment disasters in L

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

isks

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

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

ers

that would be traveling thro
ugh our communities.

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

stated the town.

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

 State waters and along the sh
ipping route.

3j The transportation and pu
blic health impacts of addit

ional unit train traffic through
 communities along the propo

sed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating eme
rgency response capabilities 

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

d

other communities along the
 rail and shipping route.

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

ould include climate change 
impacts from crude oil as well

 as

tar sands oil from cradle to g
rave.

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

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

ton

State.

After carefully considering th
e safety, environmental, and

 climate risks associated with
 the proposed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recom
mend the rejection ofTesor

o-Savage's application.



Sincerely,

Mr. Kenneth Hancock
255 NE 61st Ave Unit 17
Portland, OR 97213-3983



Docket EF-131590 
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From: 
Sierra Club <information

@sierraclub.org> on be
half of Susan Cook

<swfcook@aol.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 1

3, 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 Doc
ket No. EF-131590, Appli

cation No. 2013-01 to ur
ge the Washington Ener

gy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSE
C) to assess the full envi

ronmental and public saf
ety impact of the joint Tes

oro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vanco
uver into a major crude 

oil export terminal.

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

els of oil each day being
 shipped through Spokan

e, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Ar
ea, Vancouver and othe

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

 for Washington State.

The project comes at a ste
ep price for rail communi

ties and the Columbia 
River, yet offers few jobs i

n return.

Based on the far reachin
g impacts of this project,

 I urge you to recommen
d the rejection of Tesoro-S

avage's proposal.

The public safety and en
vironmental impacts of 

this proposal deserve cl
ose scrutiny. For example,

 EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety an
d environmental impact

s of a large train-related 
oil spill or explosion along

 the rail route in

Washington and beyond.
 Recent derailment disa

sters in Lac-Megantic, Qu
ebec and Alabama have s

hown that these risks

are far too real. The trag
edy in Quebec, in partic

ular, highlighted the extr
eme danger of the same t

ype of oil and tankers

that would be traveling t
hrough our communities

.

Forty-seven people died 
in that explosion, which 

also devastated the town
.

2) The increased risk of a
n 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 traf
fic through communities

 along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating e
mergency response capa

bilities in Vancouver, wh
ere oil trains would deliv

er and store oil, and

other communities alon
g the rail and shipping ro

ute.

4) The project's impact o
n climate change. This ana

lysis should include cli
mate change impacts from

 crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle 
to grave.

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

O2 emissions on the viabi
lity of the large oyster in

dustry in Washington

State.

After carefully considerin
g the safety, environmen

tal, and climate risks ass
ociated with the propose

d oil terminal, 1

respectfully ask you to r
ecommend the rejection

 of Tesoro-Savage's appl
ication. .



Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Cook
17875 SE Division St
Portland, OR 97236-1085
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#2667

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Connie Voget <cvo
get@w-

link.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, Applicati
on No. 2013-01 to urge the Washington Energy Facility Si

te

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

 proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major crude oil ex
port 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 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 
urge you to recommend the rejection of Tesoro-Savag

e's proposal.

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

st assess:

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

 route in

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

these risks

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

l and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion, which also 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 add
itional unit train traffic through communities along th

e proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

tore oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

ashington

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Connie Voget
1615 N 41st St
Seattle, WA 98103-8211
(206) 632-8953
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#2668

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.o
rg> on behalf of Dorinda Kelley

<dorindask@gmail.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-13159
0, Application No. 2013-01 to urge the Wa

shington Energy Facility Site

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

act of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

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

d through Spokane, the Columbia River

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

-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 thi
s project, I urge you to recommend the 

rejection of Tesoro-Savage's proposal.

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

ny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

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

ill or explosion along the rail route in

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

and Alabama have shown that these risks

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

nger of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our com
munities.

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

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

 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 respo
nse capabilities in Vancouver, where o

il trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and sh
ipping route.

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

ted with the proposed oil terminal,

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

.



Sincerely,

Ms. Dorinda Kelley
8829 NE Davis St
Portland, OR 97220-5950
(503) 253-3189



Docket EF-131590 
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R

Scoping Commen
t

#2669

From: 
Sierra Club <informat

ion@sierraclub.org> on
 behalf of Cathy Bledsoe

<clbledsoe@comcast.n
et>

Sent: 
Wednesday, Novembe

r 13, 2013 6:48 PM

To: 
EFSEC{UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket N

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3
172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

pplication No. 2013-01
 to urge the Washingt

on Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFS
EC) to assess the full e

nvironmental and pub
lic safety impact of the

 joint Tesoro-Savage pr
oposal

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

rminal.

If approved, the plan wo
uld result in 380,000 b

arrels of oil each day 
being shipped through S

pokane, the Columbia 
River

Gorge National Scenic
 Area, Vancouver and 

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

ad deal for Washington
 State.

The project comes at 
a steep price for rail co

mmunities and the Col
umbia River, yet offer

s few jobs in return.

Based on the far reach
ing impacts of this pro

ject, I urge you to rec
ommend the rejection

 of Tesoro-Savage's pro
posal.

The public safety and 
environmental impacts

 of this proposal deser
ve close scrutiny. For ex

ample, EFSEC must as
sess:

1} The potential safety an
d environmental impa

cts of a large train-re
lated oil spill or explosi

on along the rail route 
in

Washington and beyon
d. Recent derailment d

isasters in Lac-Megant
ic, quebec and Alabam

a have shown that the
se risks

are far too real. The tr
agedy in Quebec, in par

ticular, highlighted th
e extreme danger of th

e same type of oil and t
ankers

that would be traveli
ng through our communi

ties.

Forty-seven people die
d in that explosion, wh

ich also devastated th
e town.

2) The increased risk o
f an oil tanker spill on

 Washington State wat
ers and along the ship

ping route.

3) The transportation a
nd public health impac

ts of additional unit t
rain traffic through comm

unities along the pro
posed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluati
ng emergency response

 capabilities in Vancou
ver, where oil trains w

ould deliver and store 
oil, and

other communities alo
ng the rail and shippin

g route.

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

is analysis should incl
ude climate change impa

cts from crude oil as w
ell as

tar sands oil from cradl
e to grave.

5) The impact of the p
roject's cradle-ta-grav

e CO2 emissions on the
 viability of the large o

yster industry in Washin
gton

State.

After carefully consider
ing the safety, enviro

nmental, and climate 
risks associated with th

e proposed oil terminal
,

respectfully ask you to 
recommend the rejec

tion of Tesoro-Savage'
s application.



Sincerely,

Mrs. Cathy Bledsoe
10151 SW Washington St
Portland, OR 97225-6947
(503)297-5987
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#2670

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

<mccallumtg@yahoo.com>

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

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. ~F-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, yet off
ers few jobs in return.

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

The public safety and environmental impacts of this proposal deserve close scrutin
y. 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 ch
ange impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Mccailum
PO Box 477
Lopez Island, WA 98261-0477
(206) 388-3254
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Scoping Comment

#2671

From: 
Sierra Club <information@sierr

aclub.org> on behalf of Faye Benne
tt

< mfayebennett@comcast.net>

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. 2

013-01 to urge the Washington En
ergy Facility Site

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

 public safety impact of the joint 
Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

rminal.

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

 day being shipped through Spok
ane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, V
ancouver 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 the

 Columbia River, yet offers few j
obs in return.

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

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

The public safety and environm
ental impacts of this proposal d

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

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

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

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

egantic, Quebec and Alabama hav
e shown that these risks

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

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

that would be traveling throu
gh our communities.

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

ted the town.

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

 waters and along the shipping r
oute.

3) The transportation and public
 health impacts of additional

 unit train traffic through commun
ities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emerge
ncy response capabilities in V

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

other communities along the 
rail and shipping route.

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

include climate change impacts f
rom crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave
.

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

on the viability of the large oyste
r industry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the s
afety, environmental, and clim

ate risks associated with the propo
sed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recomm
end the rejection ofTesoro-Sa

vage's application.



Sincerely,

Ms. Faye Bennett
3965 SE Oak St
Portland, OR 97214-2027
(503) 880-9905



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Commen
t

#2672

From: 
Sierra Club <informatio

n@sierraclub.org> on beh
alf of Dottie Bell <toggle7

5700

@gmail.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 1

3, 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 98504-317
2

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Doc
ket No. EF-131590, Appl

ication No. 2013-01 to u
rge the Washington Ener

gy Facility Site

Evaluation Council {EFSE
C) to assess the full envi

ronmental and public saf
ety impact of the joint Tes

oro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vanco
uver into a major crude 

oil export terminal.

If approved, the plan woul
d result in 380,000 barr

els of oil each day being
 shipped through Spokane

, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Ar
ea, Vancouver and othe

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

 for Washington State.

The project comes at a s
teep price for rail commun

ities and the Columbia
 River, yet offers few jobs

 in return.

Based on the far reachin
g impacts of this project,

 I urge you to recommen
d the rejection ofTesoro-S

avage's proposal.

The public safety and en
vironmental impacts of 

this proposal deserve cl
ose scrutiny. For example,

 EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety an
d environmental impac

ts of a large train-related
 oil spill or explosion alo

ng the rail route in

Washington and beyond.
 Recent derailment disa

sters in Lac-Megantic, Qu
ebec and Alabama have s

hown that these risks

are far too real. The trag
edy in Quebec, in partic

ular, highlighted the extr
eme danger of the same t

ype of oil and tankers

that would be traveling
 through our communitie

s.

Forty-seven people died 
in that explosion, which 

also devastated the town
.

2) The increased risk of a
n 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 traf
fic through communities 

along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating e
mergency response cap

abilities in Vancouver, wh
ere oil trains would deliv

er and store oil, and

other communities alon
g the rail and shipping ro

ute.

4) The project's impact o
n climate change. This a

nalysis should include cli
mate change impacts fro

m crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle 
to grave.

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

O2 emissions on the viabi
lity of the large oyster in

dustry in Washington

State.

After carefully consideri
ng the safety, environmen

tal, and climate risks ass
ociated with the propos

ed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to r
ecommend the rejection

 ofTesoro-Savage's appli
cation.



Sincerely,

Ms. Dottie Bell
PO Box 518
Veradale, WA 99037-0518
(5Q9) 389-8593



Docket EF-131590 
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Scoping Comment

#2673

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
 Robert Phreaner <blueball431

@gmail.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 7:17 PM

EFSEC(UTC)

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

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

te

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

 proposal

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

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

bia River

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

on 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 

proposal.

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

ssess:

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

ute in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters 
in Lac-M~gantic, Quebec and Alabama have shown that the

se risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular, h
ighlighted the extreme danger of the same type of oil an

d 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 a
dditional 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 Wash

ington

State.

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

al,

respectfully askyou to recommend the rejection ofTes
oro-Savage's application.



Sincerely,

Dr. Robert Phreaner
430 Marine Dr
Sequim, WA 98382-8037



Docket E F-131590 
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Scoping Comment

#2674

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org>
 on behalf of Bonita Black

<doloresblack@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 7:17 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 Washi

ngton Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the ful
l 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 380,0
00 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

 offers few jobs in return.

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

ction ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

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

. For example, EFSEC must assess:

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

plosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailmen
t 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 dan

ger of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our comm
unities.

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

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

 shipping route.

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

ugh 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 shipp
ing route.

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

ge impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

large oyster industry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the safety, envi
ronmental, and climate risks associated w

ith the proposed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Bonita Black
5138 SE 36th PI
Portland, OR 97202-4145



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2675

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 Donna 011is

<dmollis@frontier.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 7:17 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 Washing
ton Energy Facility Site

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

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

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

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and other Northwest communities. Oil-by-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 exam
ple, EFSEC must assess:

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating. emergency response capabilities in Vancouver, where oil trains 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 o
yster industry in Washington

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mrs. Donna 011is
1920 Villa Rd
Newberg, OR 97132-9567



Docket EF-1.31590 
Tesoro Savage 

CBR

Scoping Comme
nt

#2676

From: 
Sierra Club <information@sierr

aclub.org> on behalf of Thomas D
orosz <dorosz67

@gmail.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 201

3 7:17 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 Ener
gy Facility Site

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

ublic safety impact of the joint Te
soro-Savage proposal

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

inal.

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

ay being shipped through Spoka
ne, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Va
ncouver and other Northwest co

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

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

olumbia 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 ofTesor
o-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environme
ntal impacts of this proposal des

erve close scrutiny. For example, 
EFSEC must assess:

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

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

Washington and beyond. Recent 
derailment disasters in Lac-Mega

ntic, Quebec and Alabama have
 shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Q
uebec, in particular, 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 t
anker spill on Washington State wa

ters and along the shipping rout
e.

3) The transportation and public 
health impacts of additional un

it train traffic through communiti
es along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emerge
ncy response capabilities in Van

couver, 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 in

clude climate change impacts fr
om crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

the viability of the large oyster ind
ustry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the saf
ety, environmental, and climate 

risks associated with the propose
d oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recommen
d the rejection ofTesoro-Savag

e's application.



Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Dorosz
6207 Madrona Dr NE
Tacoma, WA 98422-1223
(253) 952-3436



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2677

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sier
raclub.org> on behalf of Jeff Ryd

er <jeffryder2000

@yahoo.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 201
3 7:17 PM

EFSEC (UTC)

Comment on Docket No. EF-13
1590, Application No. 2013-01

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

2013-01 to urge the Washingto
n Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSECj to a
ssess the full environmental a

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

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

terminal.

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, V
ancouver and other Northwest

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

The project comes at a steep
 price for rail communities an

d the Columbia River, yet offer
s few jobs in return.

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

to recommend the rejection of
 Tesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environ
mental impacts of this propos

al deserve close scrutiny. For e
xample, EFSEC must assess:

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

 train-related oil spill or explosi
on along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Rece
nt derailment disasters in La

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

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

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

that would be traveling throu
gh our communities.

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

ated the town.

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

te waters and along the shippi
ng route.

3) The transportation and pub
lic health impacts of addition

al unit train traffic through com
munities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emerg
ency response capabilities in 

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

other communities along the
 rail and shipping route.

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

ld include climate change impa
cts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to gr
ave.

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

s on the viability of the large o
yster industry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the 
safety, environmental, and cl

imate risks associated with the
 proposed oil terminal,

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

avage's application.



Sincerely,

Dr. Jeff Ryder
4004 SW Keliy Ave Ste 201
Portland, OR 97239-4389



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2678

From: 
Sierra Club <information@s

ierraclub.org> on behalf of Se
f Magrath <sefmagrath7

@gmail.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2

013 7:17 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 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 expor

t 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 Northw

est communities. Oil-by-rail 
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 ofTesoro-Savage's proposa

l.

The public safety and envir
onmental impacts of this pro

posal deserve close scrutiny.
 For example,. EFSEC must asses

s:

1j The potential safety and e
nvironmental impacts of a la

rge train-related oil spill or exp
losion along the rail route in

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 ta

nkers

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 oi
l 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 trains
 would deliver and store oil, 

and

other communities along the 
rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on cli
mate 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 the
 safety, environmental, and 

climate risks associated with
 the proposed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to reco
mmend the rejection of Tesor

o-Savage's application.



Sincerely,

Mr. Sef Magrath
1419E 7th Ave
Spokane, WA 99202-5502
(509) 475-8499



Docket EF-13159
0 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2679

From: 
Sierra Club <information@sie

rraclub.org> on behalf of Andr
eas Enderlein

<aenderlein@earthlink.net>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 20

13 7:18 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 N
o. EF-131590, Application N

o. 2013-01 to urge the Washi
ngton 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 Vancouve
r into a major crude oil expor

t terminal.

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

 each day being shipped thro
ugh Spokane, the Columbia Riv

er

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

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

 to recommend the rejection 
of Tesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and envir
onmental impacts of this prop

osal deserve close scrutiny. 
For example, EFSEC must assess

:

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

e train-related oil spill or expl
osion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Rece
nt derailment disasters in la

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

ks

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

lighted the extreme danger
 of the same type of oil and tanke

rs

that would be traveling throu
gh our communities.

Forty-seven people died in th
at explosion, which also devas

tated the town.

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

ate waters and along the ship
ping route.

3) The transportation and p
ublic health impacts of addit

ional unit train traffic through 
communities along the propos

ed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emerg
ency response capabilities i

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

d

other communities along the 
rail and shipping route.

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

ould include climate change
 impacts from crude oil as wel

l as

tar sands oil from cradle to gr
ave.

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

ons on the viability of the larg
e oyster industry in Washingto

n

State.

After carefully considering th
e safety, environmental, and 

climate risks associated with 
the proposed oil terminal, 1

respectfully ask you to reco
mmend the rejection ofTesoro

-Savage's application.



Sincerely,

Mr. Andreas Enderlein
7328 17th Ave NE
Seattle, WA 98115-5741
(206) 524-0357



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2680

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on beha
lf of Ellen Brunson

<brunnewt@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 7:17 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Applic
ation No. 2013-01 to urge the Washington Energy Faci

lity Site

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

avage proposal

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

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

lumbia River

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

shington State.

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

eturn.

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

age's proposal.

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

EC must assess:

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

rail route in

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

 that these risks

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

 of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

ong the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

 store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping rout
e.

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 CO2 e
missions on the viability of the large oyster industry

 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
 ofTesoro-Savage's application.



Sincerely,

Ms. Ellen Brunson
30903 Fox Hollow Rd
Eugene, OR 97405-9511
(541) 687-8767



Docket EF-131590 
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5coping Comment

#2681

From: 
Sierra Club <information@sie

rraclub.org> on behalf of Elaine
 Bauer

<eb.dprvr@hotmail.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2013

 7:17 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 Washingto
n 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, V
ancouver and other Northwest

 communities. Oil-by-rail is a b
ad 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 T
esoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environ
mental impacts of this proposa

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

1) The potential safety and 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-

Megantic, 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 Qil 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 shippin
g route.

3) The transportation and publi
c health impacts of additiona

l unit train traffic through comm
unities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emerge
ncy response capabilities in 

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

other communities along the ra
il and shipping route.

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

include climate change impacts f
rom crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grav
e.

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 s
afety, environmental, and cl

imate risks associated with the pr
oposed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recomm
end the rejection of Tesoro-

Savage's application. We cannot
 afford these potentially

disastrous risks! Thank you,



Sincerely,

Mrs. Elaine Bauer
2578 Irving Ave
Astoria, OR 97103-2921
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Scoping Comment

#2682

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Janice Vakili

<vakilimom@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 7:17 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 Wash
ington State.

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mrs. Janice Vakili
12715 NE 7th Ave
Vancouver, WA 98685-3018
(360) 573-3596



Docket EF-131590 
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CBR

Scop~ng 
Comment

#2683

From: 
Sierra Club <information@s

ierraclub.org> on behalf of M
arianna Clark

Sent:

To:

Subject:

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

< mclarksea@yahoo.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2
013 7:17 PM

EFSEC (UTC)

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

3-01

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

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

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) t
o assess the full environme

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

roposal

to turn the Port ofiVancouv
er into a major crude oil exp

ort 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 Nort

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

on 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 imp
acts of this project, I urge y

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

al.

The public safety and envir
onmental impacts of this pro

posal deserve close scrutiny
. For example, EFSEC must a

ssess:

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

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

 in

Washington and beyond. Rec
ent derailment disasters in 

Lac-Megantic, Quebec and 
Alabama have shown that the

se risks

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

ghlighted the extreme dange
r of the same type of oil and 

tankers

that would be traveling thro
ugh our communities.

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

astated the town.

2) The increased risk of an oi
l tanker spill on Washingto

n State waters and along th
e shipping route.

3) The. transportation and p
ublic health impacts of addit

ional 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 
climate change. This analysis

 should include climate chan
ge impacts from crude oil as

 well as

tar sands oil from cradle to g
rave.

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

ions on the viability of the 
large oyster industry in Washi

ngton

State.

After carefully considering t
he safety, environmental,

 and climate risks associated 
with the proposed oil terminal

,

respectfully ask you to reco
mmend the rejection ofTeso

ro-Savage's application.



Sincerely,

Ms. Marianna Clark
2116 2nd Ave W
Seattle, WA 98119-2605
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#2684

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Ray Redd <r
rrr@f-m.fm>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 7:17 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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

Sincerely,



Mr. Ray Redd
10121 Evergreen Way
Everett, WA 98204-3885
(425) 355-9790



~OC~C2t EF-13159 
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Scoping Comment
#2685

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Mehmet Bengisu

<mbengisu.cal@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 7:17 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I urge you to recomme
nd the rejection 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-relat
ed oil spill or explosion along the rail route in

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Mehmet Bengisu
147 NE Woodsong St
Hillsboro, OR 97124-7913



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2686

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Darrel &Barbara
 Lepiane

<darrelbarb@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 7:17 PM

To: EFSEC(UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I urge you to rec
ommend the rejection 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-Megant
ic, Quebec and Alabama have shown that these risks

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-raiY route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This analysis should incl
ude 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 r
isks associated with the proposed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Darrel &Barbara Lepiane
85137 Triangle Station Rd
Milton Frwtr, OR 97862-6885
(541) 938-9386



Docket EF-131590 
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Scoping Comment

#2687

From: 
Sierra Club <information@sierra

club.org> on behalf of Violet Sunde
rland

<ndloop@yahoo.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2013

 7:17 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 Ene
rgy Facility Site

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

ublic safety impact of the joint Te
soro-Savage proposal

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

inal.

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

ay being shipped through Spokan
e, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Va
ncouver and other Northwest co

mmunities. Oil-by-rail is a bad dea
l 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 impact
s of this project, I urge you to re

commend the rejection ofTesoro-
Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environme
ntal impacts of this proposal des

erve close scrutiny. For example,
 EFSEC must assess:

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

-related oil spill or explosion alo
ng the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent 
derailment disasters in Lac-Mega

ntic, Quebec and Alabama have
 shown that these risks

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

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

that would be traveling through 
our communities.

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

 the town.

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

ers and along the shipping route
.

3) The transportation and public
 health impacts of additional uni

t 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 rai
l and shipping route.

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

clude climate change impacts fro
m 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 t

he viability of the large oyster in
dustry in Washington

State.

6) We Oregonians are concerne
d as well because we share the C

olumbia with Washington. Peopl
e on bath sides

commute to the other side to 
work. We both have tourist attra

ctions and and wildlife, and the I-
5 corridor traffic flow

going both ways for commerce an
d recreation. We don't want to 

live like those in other states are f
orced to do.



Transplanted Californians might even have to go back to where they came from.
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. Violet Sunderland
1031 SW Hayter St Apt 1
Dallas, OR 97338-2207
(503) 877-6533



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR
Scoping Comment

#2688

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Kevin Brown

<kevbromojo@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 7:17 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 985043172

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. Kevin Brown

916 Sun Valley Ave

Silverton, OR 97381-8750



Tesoro Savage CBR

Docket EF-131590 ScopingComment

#2689

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Angie Pi
cha <adp1799

@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 7:17 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 pub
lic safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

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

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and other Northwest 
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 d
eserve close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion, which also devastated 
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 clima
te risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Miss Angie Picha
357 Aldridge Dr N
Keizer, OR 97303-3489
(503) 393-2789



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2690

From: Sierra Club <information@sierracl
ub.org> on behalf of Leonard Obert

<leonardobert@aol.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 
7:17 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

 to urge the Washington Energy Fac
ility Site.

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

 safety impact of the joint Tesoro-S
avage 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, Vanco
uver and other Northwest commun

ities. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for W
ashington State.

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

mbia River, yet offers few jobs in re
turn.

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

mmend the rejection ofTesoro-Savag
e's proposal.

The public safety and environmental
 impacts of this proposal deserve 

close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC m
ust assess:

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

ted oil spill or explosion along the 
rail route in

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

c, Quebec and Alabama have show
n that these risks

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

 extreme danger of the same type of
 oil and tankers

that would be traveling through o
ur communities.

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

 town.

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

s and along the shipping route.

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

in traffic through communities alo
ng the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergenc
y response capabilities in Vanco

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

other communities along the rail a
nd shipping route.

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

lude climate change impacts from cr
ude 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 indust
ry in Washington

State.

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

sks associated with the proposed oi
l terminal,

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

s application.



Sincerely,

Mr. Leonard Obert
15426 SE 116th St
Renton, WA 98059-6006
(206) 242-9942



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2691

From: Sierra Club <information@sierracl
ub.org> on behalf of Hamilton Dutc

her

<hamilton.dutcher3@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 7
:18 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 Facili
ty Site

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

safety impact of the joint Tesoro-S
avage proposal

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

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

being shipped through Spokane, th
e Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vanco
uver and other Northwest commun

ities. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for W
ashington State.

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

bia River, yet offers few jobs in ret
urn.

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

mend the rejection of Tesoro-Savage
's proposal.

The public safety and environmental
 impacts of this proposal deserve 

close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC mu
st assess:

Washington land is constantly mo
ving: the proof is in the pavement

 of the roads. Why all the potholes
 and cracks. why

all the humps and dips in "flat" roads
. Why is there water seeping bet

ween the lanes and other faults?

why can't the storm drains keep up w
ith the water runoff?

We have some major construction 
problems also. All supervisors try 

to look good by "saving" money. Ma
ke it cheaper.

Don't use so much welding rod.

Don't use so much of the expensive 
material. Don't spend so much ti

me on the job.

know, because I have been on both
 sides of the problem. We have 

ethical problems in management as 
well as stock

holder satisfaction.

And now you say us tax payers must
 pay 95% of ""any"" problems????

They won't even hire us - and we h
ave to pay higher taxes to suppor

t unethical practices. They are maki
ng incredible

incomes and expect us to pay for
 problems. That is not how busines

s is done.

It is their problem -make them pay 
for the problem. And don't make y

ou and me suffer on the roads.

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

ted oil spill or explosion along the r
ail route in

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

 Quebec and Alabama have shown th
at these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in 4ue
bec, in particular, highlighted the

 extreme danger of the same type of
 oil and tankers

that would be traveling through o
ur communities.

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

 town.



2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Washington State waters and along the shipping route.
3) The transportation and public health impacts of additional unit train traffic through communities along the proposedoil-by-rail route.
This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in Vancouver, where oil trains would deliver and store oil, andother 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 astar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

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. Hamilton Dutcher
1501 Samish Way
Bellingham, WA 98229-3209
(360) 738-7014



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2692

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 Elizabeth
 Jensen <jazzyj280

@yahoo.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 7:17 PM

EFSEC (UTC)

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

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 pub
lic safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

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, 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 dese
rve close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion, which also devastate
d 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 capabilities in Van
couver, where oil trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and clima
te risks associated with the proposed -oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth Jensen
6034 Atlas PI SW
Seattle, WA 98136-1342



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2693

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub
.org> on behalf of Hamilton Dutcher

<hamilton.dutcher3@gmail.com>

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

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

urge the Washington Energy Facility S
ite

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

afety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savag
e proposal

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

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

g shipped through Spokane, the Columb
ia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouve
r and other Northwest communities

. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washingt
on State.

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

a River, yet offers few jobs in return.

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

nd the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's pr
oposal.

The public safety and environmenta
l impacts ofthis proposal deserve 

close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC mus
t assess:

Washington land is constantly movin
g: the proof is in the pavement of t

he roads. Why all the potholes and cr
acks. why

all the humps and dips in "flat" roads.
 Why is there water seeping betwe

en the lanes and other faults?

why can't the storm drains keep up wi
th the water runoff?

We have some major construction pr
oblems also. All supervisors try to 

look good by "saving" money. Make 
it cheaper.

Don't use so much welding rod. ,

Don't use so much of the expensive
 material. Don't spend so much time

 on the job.

know, because I have been on both si
des of the problem. We have ethical

 problems in management as well as s
tock

holder satisfaction.

And now you say us tax payers must
 pay 950 of ""any"" problems????

They won't even hire us - and we ha
ve to pay higher taxes to support u

nethical practices. They are making inc
redible

incomes and expect us to pay for p
roblems. That is not how business i

s done.

It is their problem -make them pay 
for the problem. And don't make 

you and me suffer on the roads.

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

ted oil spill or explosion along the rail ro
ute in

Washington and beyond. Recent d
erailment disasters in Lac-M~gantic,

 Quebec and Alabama have shown th
at these risks

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

reme danger of the same type of oil an
d tankers

that would be traveling through our
 communities.

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

own.



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

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

Sincerely,

Mr. Hamilton Dutcher
1501 Samish Way
Bellingham, WA 98229-3209
(360) 738-7014



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2694

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on 
behalf of Christy Jenkins <cj2290

@aol.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 7:18 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43.172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, App
lication No. 2013-01, to urge the Washington

 Energy Facility Site

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

oint Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

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

gh Spokane, the Columbia River

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

 deal for Washington State.

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

ew jobs in return.

Based on the far-reaching impacts of this pr
oject, 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 ex

ample, EFSEC must assess:

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

on along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment dis
asters 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.ou
r communities.

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

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

g route.

Washington's shores will not be the only ones
 affected; we in Oregon share the Columbia Ri

ver's waters and would be

similarly impacted by oil spills.

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

unities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

uld deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shippin
g route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. Thi
s analysis should include climate change impa

cts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

ster industry in Washington

State.



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Christy Jenkins
915 W 22nd Ave
Eugene, OR 97405-2118
(541) 687-7101



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2695

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Carol Mcdowe
ll <barista43

@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 7:18 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. 2013-0
1 to urge the Washington Energy Facility Site

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

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

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

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

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

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I urge you to reco
mmend 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-r
elated oil spill or explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in Lac-Megant
ic, 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 th
e town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker 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 emergency response capabilities in Vanc
ouver, 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 incl
ude 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 ri
sks associated with the proposed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Mcdowell
1462 Heath Ct
Dupont, WA 98327-9725



Docket EF-131590 
Tes°r° savage cgR

Scoping Comment

#2696

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub
.org> on behalf of Victoria Grayland

<vgrayland@earthlink.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 7:18 
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-131
590, Application No. 2013-01 to urg

e the Washington Energy Facility Site

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

impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage prop
osal

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

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

ipped through Spokane, the Columbia 
River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouv
er and other Northwest communities

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

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

River, yet offers few jobs in return.

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

nd the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's pro
posal.

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

 scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must asses
s:

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

oil spill or explosion along the rail route 
in

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

ebec and Alabama have shown that thes
e risks

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

 danger of the same type of oil and tanke
rs

that would be traveling through our 
communities.

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

.

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

 along the shipping route.

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

ic through communities along the propo
sed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency re
sponse capabilities in Vancouver, wh

ere oil trains would deliver and store oil
, and

other communities along the rail and
 shipping route.

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

te change impacts from crude oil as we
ll as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave..

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

 of the large oyster industry in Washing
ton

State.

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

ociated with the proposed oil terminal,

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

ion.



Sincerely,

Ms. Victoria Grayland
20308 73rd Ave NE
Kenmore, WA 98028-2010
(206) 650-1003



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2697

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Stephen Koepp

<stevebetsypub@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 7:18 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 of Tesoro-Savage's proposal.

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Stephen Koepp
11053 E Villa Monte Dr
Mukilteo, WA 98275-4881
(425) 610-4415



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR
Scoping Comment
#2698

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 Nola Emery <nolahte007

@comcast.net>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 7:18 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 th.e 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. Nola Emery

30801 Carnelian Ct
Lebanon, OR 97355-9283
(541) 451-1297



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2699

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Kerin Matthews

<keri42keri@wavecable.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 7:18 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, theplan 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. Kerin Matthews
6386 SE North St
Port Orchard, WA 98367-9027



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2700

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Chris Bergsten

<xploeris@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 7:18 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. Chris Bergsten

3309 SE 13th Ave

Portland, OR 97202-2440


