
Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#3251

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Ginny Rosenkranz <ginnyrose22

@comcast.net>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 5:39 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 14, 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. Ginny Rosenkranz
1211 SW 58th Ave
Portland, OR 97221-1403
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on
 behalf of Gregory Pauley

<gregorypauley@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 5:54 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 14, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

Energy Facility Site

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

esoro-Savage proposal

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

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

kane, the Columbia River

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

deal for Washington State.

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

 jobs in return.

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

oro-Savage's proposal.

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

le, EFSEC must assess:

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

 along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment dis
asters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Alabama ha

ve shown that these risks

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

 type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communiti
es.

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

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

oute.

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

ties along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

 deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping rou
te.

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

om crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

er industry in Washington

State.

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

ed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Gregory Pauley
548 26th Ave
Seattle, WA 98122-6122
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From: 
Sierra Club <information@sierr

aclub.org> on behalf of James Bu
oy

<jamesbuoy@yahoo.com>

Sent: 
Thursday, November 14, 2013 

5:55 PM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF-1315

90, Application No. 2013-01

Nov 14, 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 E
nergy Facility Site

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

 public safety impact of the joint
 Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

minal.

If approved, the plan would res
ult 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 impact
s of this project, I urge you to 

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

The public safety and environm
ental impacts of this proposal

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

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

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

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

gantic, Quebec and Alabama h
ave shown that these risks

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

ted the extreme danger of the sa
me 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 ta
nker spill on Washington State 

waters and along the shipping ro
ute.

3) The transportation and publ
ic health impacts of additional

 unit train traffic through commun
ities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emerge
ncy response capabilities in Va

ncouver, where oil trains would 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 grav
e.

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

on the viability of the large oyste
r industry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the 
safety, environmental, and clim

ate risks associated with the prop
osed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recomme
nd the rejection of Tesoro-Sav

age's application.



Sincerely,

Mr. James Buoy
404 E Cherry Ave
Ritzville, WA 99169-1332
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of John Delbridge

<delbrid@harbornet.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 5:55 PM

To: EFSEC(UTC)

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

Nov 14, 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 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 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-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 
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 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 risks
 associated with the proposed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Dr. John Delbridge
3337 Locust Ave W
University Place, WA 98466-3318
(253) 460-3091
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#3255

From: 
Sierra Club <information@sierr

aclub.org> on behalf of Scott Mart
inez

<cargomania@gmail.com>

Sent: 
Thursday, November 14, 2013 6

:01 PM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF-13

1590, Application No. 2013-01

Nov 14, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

3-01 to urge the Washington Ener
gy Facility Site

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

ublic safety impact of the joint T
esoro-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 Spokan
e, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Va
ncouver and other Northwest co

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

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

Columbia River, yet offers few job
s in return.

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

ecommend the rejection ofTesoro
-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environm
ental impacts of this proposal 

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

1) The potential safety and env
ironmental 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 
Quebec, in particular, highlighte

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

that would be traveling through
 our communities.

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

d the town.

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

waters and along the shipping rou
te.

3) The transportation and public
 health impacts of additional 

unit train traffic through communit
ies along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emerg
ency response capabilities in V

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

other communities along the r
ail and shipping route.

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

 include climate change impacts 
from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to 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 sa
fety, environmental, and climate

 risks associated with the propose
d oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recomme
nd the rejection ofTesoro-Sava

ge's application.



Sincerely,

Mr. Scott Martinez
3027 NW 94th St
Seattle, WA 98117-2944
(206) 782-4283
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Katherine Masotti <katmasl

@yahoo.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 6:19 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 14, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full environmental and public safety impact of the joint 
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 Spokan
e, 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 a
long the rail route in

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This analysis should include climate change impacts 
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 oyste
r industry in Washington

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Katherine Masotti
Apdo 37

Port Townsend, WA 98362-0006
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.
org> on behalf of mark macdonald

<mark@mindfulcraftsman.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 6:20 P
M

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 14, 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 i

mpact of the joint Tesoro-Savage propo
sal

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 shi

pped through Spokane, the Columbia R
iver

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancou
ver and other Northwest communities

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

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

ver, yet offers few jobs in return.

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

the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's proposa
l.

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

scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

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

l spill or explosion along the rail route in

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

ebec and Alabama have shown that thes
e risks

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

 danger of the same type of oil and tanker
s

that would be traveling through our c
ommunities.

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

.

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

along the shipping route.

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

c through communities along the propose
d

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency re
sponse capabilities in Vancouver, whe

re oil trains would deliver and store oil, an
d

other communities along the rail and s
hipping route.

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

te change impacts from crude oil as well
 as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

 of the large oyster industry in Washingt
on

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 applicat

ion.



Sincerely,

Mr. mark macdonald
206 3rd Ave S
Kirkland, WA 98033-6507
(425) 638-3286



Tesoro Savage CBR

Docket EF-131590 ScopingComment

#3258

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Nov 14, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierraclu
b.org> on behalf of Judy Thompson

<jayteehu@comcast.net>

Thursday, November 14, 2013 6:22 P
M

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 u

rge the Washington Energy Facility S
ite

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 Colum
bia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouv
er and other Northwest communiti

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

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

ia River, yet offers few jobs in return.

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

end the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's pr
oposal.

The public safety and environmental
 impacts of this proposal deserve c

lose scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must 
assess:

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

ed oil spill or explosion along the rail rou
te in

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

 Quebec and Alabama have shown tha
t these risks

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

reme danger of the same type of oil an
d tankers

that would be traveling through ou
r communities.

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

wn.

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

nd along the shipping route.

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

raffic 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 a
nd 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 cradl
e-to-grave CO2 emissions on the vi

ability of the large oyster industry in Was
hington

State.

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

associated with the proposed oil termi
nal,

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

ication.



Sincerely,

Ms. Judy Thompson
215 NW 41st St
Seattle, WA 98107-4930
(206) 784-1267



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR
Scoping Comment
#3259

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Nov 14, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> o
n behalf of Brianna Kohlenberg <itsbri0l

@q.com>

Thursday, November 14, 2013 6:25 PM

EFSEC(UTC)

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

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

n Energy Facility Site

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

nt Tesoro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major c
rude 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 
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 pr
oject, I urge you to recommend the rejectio

n 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 i
mpacts of a large train-related oil spill or explo

sion along the rail route in

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

a have shown that these risks

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

f the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our commun
ities.

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

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

pping route.

3) The transportation and public health imp
acts 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 wo

uld deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping
 route.

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

acts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

oyster industry in Washington

State.

This is another Big Oil company looking for 
more ways to make money and ruin the envi

ronment on the backs of people

and the environment. We don't need an oil
 disaster in Washington State! After carefully 

considering the safety,



environmental, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal, I respectfully ask you to recommend therejection ofTesoro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Brianna Kohlenberg
15217 63rd Street Ct E
Sumner, WA 98390-2623
(206) 459-4833



Tesoro Savage CBR

Docket EF-131590 ScopingComment

#3260

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub
.org> on behalf of Tiffany Mccleary

<tiffmccleary@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 6:26 
PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 14, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

ge the Washington Energy Facility Site

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

fety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage 
proposal

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

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

g shipped through Spokane, the Columbi
a River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancou
ver and other Northwest communiti

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

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

 River, yet offers few jobs in return.

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

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

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

ose scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must as
sess:

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

ed oil spill or explosion along the rail rout
e in

Washington and beyond. Recent dera
ilment disasters in Lac-M~gantic, Qu

ebec and Alabama have shown that the
se risks

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

eme danger of the same type of oil and 
tankers

that would be traveling through our 
communities.

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

wn.

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

 along the shipping route.

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

affic through communities along the pro
posed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency
 response capabilities in Vancouver,

 where oil trains would deliver and stor
e oil, and

other communities along the rail an
d shipping route.

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

mate 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 viabi

lity of the large oyster industry in Washin
gton

State.

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

ssociated with the proposed oil terminal,

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

lication.



Sincerely,

Dr. Tiffany Mccleary
2823 NW Savier St
Portland, OR 97210-2417
(503) 701-6713



Docket F F-131590 
Tesoro Savage 

CBR

Scop~~g 
Comment

#3261

From: Sierra Club <information@sierrac
lub.org> on behalf of Cynthia Schmid

t

<oregonschmidt@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 626
 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC}

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

Nov 14, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF
-131590, Application No. 2013-0

1 to urge the Washington Energy Faci
lity Site

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

ic safety impact of the joint Tesoro-S
avage proposal

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

If approved, the plan would result i
n 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 f
or rail communities and the Colum

bia River, yet offers few jobs in re
turn.

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

ommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savag
e's proposal.

The public safety and environme
ntal impacts of this proposal dese

rve close scrutiny. For example, EFSE
C must assess:

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

lated oil spill or explosion along the 
rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent 
derailment disasters in Lac-Meganti

c, Quebec and Alabama have shown
 that these risks

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

e extreme danger of the same type
 of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through o
ur communities.

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

e town.

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

s and along the shipping route.

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

rain traffic through communities al
ong the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergenc
y response capabilities in Vancou

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

other communities along the rail an
d shipping route.

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

de climate change impacts from cru
de oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

e viability of the large oyster industry
 in Washington

State.

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

s associated with the proposed oil
 terminal,

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

application.



Sincerely,

Ms. Cynthia Schmidt
900 SE Centerpoint Dr Apt X202
Corvallis, OR 97333-3134
(541) 230-1765



Docket EF-131590 ScopngComme
nt

#3262
---~ ~ -

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Judy & Ed Cole-
Martin

<mvdreamer02@msn.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 6:28 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 14, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

We are 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 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 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 un
it 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, we

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Judy & Ed Cole-Martin
14548 Wild Swan Ln NE
Bainbridge Island, WA 98110-4103



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#3263

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> 
on behalf of Alice Dews

<shaulaseattle@yahoo.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 6:34 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 14, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

ngton Energy Facility Site

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

e joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

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

h Spokane, the Columbia River

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

 a bad deal for Washington State.

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

few jobs in return.

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

n ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

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

 example, EFSEC must assess:

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

sion along the rail route in

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

ma have shown that these risks

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

e same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our commun
ities.

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

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

ing route.

3) The transportation and public health im
pacts 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 wou

ld deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shippi
ng route.

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

acts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

 oyster industry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the safety, envir
onmental, and climate risks associated with th

e proposed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Mrs. Alice Dews
2442 NW Market St # 58
Seattle, WA 98107-4137



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#3264

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Sharon Kelley <s1k7123

@hotmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 6:40 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 14, 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. Sharon Kelley
PO Box 66381
Seattle, WA 98166-0381
(206) 227-7726



Docket EF-131590 
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Scoping Comment

#3265

From:

Sent:

To:

Subject:

Nov 14, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierraclu
b.org> on behalf of Madelyn Hamilton

<madhamilton3@gmail.com>

Thursday, November 14, 2013 6:41 P
M

EFSEC (UTC)

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

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

rge the Washington Energy Facility Site

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

ty impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage pr
oposal

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

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

 shipped through Spokane, the Columbia
 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

 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 pro
posal.

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

se scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must ass
ess:

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

 oil spill or explosion along the rail rout
e in

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

 Quebec and Alabama have shown that 
these risks

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

eme danger of the same type of oil and ta
nkers

that would be traveling through our
 communities.

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

.

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

 along the shipping route.

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

traffic through communities along the pr
oposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency
 response capabilities in Vancouver

, v~rhere oil trains would deliver and store
 oil, and

other communities along the rail and
 shipping route.

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

imate change impacts from crude oil as
 well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

ity of the large oyster industry in Washin
gton

State.

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

ssociated with the proposed oil termina
l,

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

cation.



Sincerely,

Ms. Madelyn Hamilton
15701 99th Ave NE
Bothell, WA 98011-7401
(206) 724-6802
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#3266

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org
> on behalf of Patricia Carlson

<patcpdx@comcast.net>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 6:44 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 14, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

 Washington Energy Facility Site

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

pact of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

If approved, the plan would result in 38
0,000 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 rai
l 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 ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

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

tiny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

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

l 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 d

anger 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 spill
 on Washington State waters and along

 the shipping route.

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

hrough communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency res
ponse capabilities in Vancouver, wher

e oil trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shi
pping route.

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

Mrs. Patricia Carlson
10221 NE Brazee St
Portland, OR 97220-3722
(503) 257-0345



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage 

CBR

Scoping Com
ment

#3267

From: 
Sierra Club <information@sier

raclub.org> on behalf of Janice 
Rogers-Levy

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Nov 14, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

<jannyrl@gmail.com>

Thursday, November 14, 2013 
6:53 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 Washing
ton Energy Facility Site

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

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

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

erminal.

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

ch day being shipped through S
pokane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Va
ncouver and other Northwest 

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

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

he Columbia River, yet offers 
few jobs in return.

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

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

The public safety and environ
mental impacts of this propos

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

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

 train-related oil spill or explos
ion 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 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 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 route.

3) The transportation and pub
lic health impacts of additio

nal unit train traffic through com
munities along the proposed

ail-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 rai
l and shipping route.

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

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

tar sands oil from cradle to gra
ve.

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

 on the viability of the large oys
ter 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 ofTesoro-Sa

vage's application.



Sincerely,

Mrs. Janice Rogers-Levy
10605 NW McDaniel Rd
Portland, OR 97229-4009
(503)644-8519



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#3268

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Nov 14, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Monique Du
vall

<duvallmm@hotmail.com>

Thursday, November 14, 2013 6:55 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 pu
blic safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

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

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

The project comes at a steep price for rail communities and the Columbia River, yet off
ers 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-Megan
tic, Quebec and Alabama have shown that these risks

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mrs. Monique Duvall
810168th Ave E
Puyallup, WA 98371-6671
(253) 604-4182



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#3269

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub
.org> on behalf of Z Encinas

<kneehappy@yahoo.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 6:55 P
M

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 14, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

ge the Washington Energy Facility Site

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

 impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage prop
osal

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

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

ipped through Spokane, the Columbia 
River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancou
ver and other Northwest communitie

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

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

ver, yet offers few jobs in return.

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

 the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's propo
sal.

The public safety and environmental
 impacts of this proposal deserve cl

ose scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must asse
ss:

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

oil spill or explosion along the rail route 
in

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

ebec and Alabama have shown that thes
e risks

are far too real. The tragedy in 4uebec
, in particular, highlighted the extr

eme danger of the same type of oil and t
ankers

that would be traveling through our 
communities.

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

.

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

 along the shipping route.

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

ffic through communities along the prop
osed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency re
sponse capabilities in Vancouver, wh

ere oil trains would deliver and store o
il, and

other communities along the rail and 
shipping route.

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

mate change impacts from crude oil as we
ll as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

ity of the large oyster industry in Washin
gton

State.

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

ssociated with the proposed oil terminal
,

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

ation.



Sincerely,

Ms. Z Encinas
18019 1 2 62nd Ave N.E.
Kenmore, WA 98028
(425) 491-9614



Docket EF-131590 
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Scoping Comment

#3270

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Tracie Hornung

<thornung@embargmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 6:56 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 14, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Tracie Hornung

PO Box 613

Mosier, OR 97040-0613



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#3271

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.
org> on behalf of Tika Bordelon <tikabl

@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 6:57 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 14, 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 t

he Washington Energy Facility Site

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

 impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage propos
al

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

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

ipped through Spokane, the Columbia Riv
er

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

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

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

, yet offers few jobs in return.

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

the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's proposal.

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 derail
ment disasters in Lac-Megantic, Quebe

c 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 tanker
s

that would be traveling through our c
ommunities.

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

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

ong the shipping route.

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

fic through communities along the propose
d

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency re
sponse 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 cha
nge. This analysis should include clima

te change impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

y of the large oyster industry in Washington

State.

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

iated with the proposed oil terminal,

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

ion.



Sincerely,

Mr. Tika Bordelon
1400 Hubbell PI
Seattle, WA 98101-1965



Docket EF-131590 
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Scoping Comment

#3272

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.
org> on behalf of Marsha Barton <marsha

bartonl

@frontier.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 6:57 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 14, 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 th
e full environmental and public safety 

impact. of the joint Tesoro-Savage prop
osal

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

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

pped through Spokane, the Columbia R
iver

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancou
ver and other Northwest communities

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

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

ver, 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 propos
al.

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 oi

l spill or explosion along the rail route in

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

bec and Alabama have shown that these
 risks

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

 danger of the same type of oil and tanke
rs

that would be traveling through our c
ommunities.

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

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker 
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 clim

ate change impacts from crude oil as well 
as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

ty of the large oyster industry in Washi
ngton

State.

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

ociated with the proposed oil terminal,

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

n.



Sincerely,

Ms. Marsha Barton
6807164th PI SW
Edmonds, WA 98026-4918
(425) 969-3307
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Scoping Comment
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From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Nov 14, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on 
behalf of Nancy Matlock <nanaread9

@gmail.com>

Thursday, November 14, 2013 6:59 PM

EFSEC (UTC)

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

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

n Energy Facility Site

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

int Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

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

okane, the Columbia River

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

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 proj
ect, I urge you to recommend the rejection ofT

esoro-Savage's proposal.

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

ple, EFSEC must assess:

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

n along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment 
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 communiti
es.

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

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

g route.

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

unities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

uld deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping r
oute.

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

ts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

ster industry in Washington

State.

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

proposed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Mrs. Nancy Matlock
8027 28th Ave NE
Seattle, WA 98115-4639
(206) 523-2885
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of lames Hellman Ii

<fames.samhainedicius.hellmanii@gmail.com>

Sent:. Thursday, November 14, 2013 7:05 PM

To: EFSEC(UTC)

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

Nov 14, 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. James Hellman li
1425 Pacific Ridge Ln SE
Jefferson, OR 97352-9657



Docket EF-131590 
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#3275

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Elizabeth Anne Ja
ckets

<annejackets@clear.net>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 7:08 PM

To: EFSEC(UTC)

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

Nov 14, 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 Columb
ia 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 c
lose 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 th
e town.

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mrs. Elizabeth Anne Jackets
1912 Island View PI
Anacortes, WA 98221-2428



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR
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#3276

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

<coconutcarousel@yahoo.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 7:12 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 14, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

Energy Facility Site

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

t Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

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

kane, the Columbia River

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

eal for Washington State.

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

 jobs in return.

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

oro-Savage's proposal.

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

le, EFSEC must assess:

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

along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment di
sasters in Lac-Megantic, quebec and Alabama hav

e shown that these risks

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

 type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communiti
es.

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

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

te.

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

ities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

eliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping rou
te.

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

om crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

industry in Washington

State.

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

osed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Mr. J Roberts
11924 NE Russell St
Portland, OR 97220-1755



Docket. EF-131590 
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#3277

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org
> on behalf of Kurt Kamin

<kurtkamin@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 7:14 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 14, 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, Vancouve
r and other Northwest communities. Oi

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

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

yet offers few jobs in return.

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

e rejection of Tesoro-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, i
n particular, highlighted the extreme d

anger of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our c
ommunities.

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

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

ng the shipping route.

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

 through communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency res
ponse capabilities in Vancouver, where 

oil trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and sh
ipping route.

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

 change impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

 the large oyster industry in Washington

State.

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

ated with the proposed oil terminal,

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

on.



Sincerely,

Mr. Kurt Kamin
113 Crocker Ln
Eugene, OR 97404-8102
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Docket EF-131590 ScopingComment

#3278

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on 
behalf of Rose Remsing

<ourshores@wildblue.net>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 7:15 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 14, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

rgy Facility Site

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

t Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

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

ne, the Columbia River

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

eal for Washington State.

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

w jobs in return.

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

o-Savage's proposal.

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

le, EFSEC must assess:

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

along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment dis
asters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Alabama ha

ve shown that these risks

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

ame type of oil and tankers.

that would be traveling through our communiti
es.

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

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

ute.

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

es along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

d deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping rou
te.

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

 from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

 industry in Washington

State.

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

posed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Rose Remsing
403 Malibu St SW
Ocean Shores, WA 98569-9612
(360) 289-5701
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#3279

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on
 behalf of Marian Wineman

<mwineman@comcast.net>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 7:15 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 14, 2013

Mr. Stephen. Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

n Energy Facility Site

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

t Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

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

kane, the Columbia River

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

d deal for Washington State.

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

 jobs in return.

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

oro-Savage's proposal.,

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

mple, EFSEC must assess:

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

along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment 
disasters in Lac-Megantic, 4uebec and Alabama h

ave shown that these risks

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

same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communiti
es.

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

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

route.

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

ities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

 deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping 
route.

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

om crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

 industry in Washington

State.

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

osed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Marian Wineman
361145th Ave W
Seattle, WA 98199-1808
(206) 285-1066



Tesoro Savage CBR

Docket EF-131590 ScopingComment

#3280

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

<s_monroe@frontier.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 7:20 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 14, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

 the Washington Energy Facility Site

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

 impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage propos
al

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

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

pped through Spokane, the Columbia Rive
r

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

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

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

er, yet offers few jobs in return.

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

 the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's proposal
.

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

 scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

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

 spill or explosion along the rail route in

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

c and Alabama have shown that these ris
ks

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

e danger of the same type of oil and tanke
rs

that would be traveling through our co
mmunities.

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

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

ong the shipping route.

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

c through communities along the propose
d

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency re
sponse capabilities in Vancouver, wher

e oil trains would deliver and store oil, an
d

other communities along the rail and sh
ipping route.

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

e change impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

y of the large oyster industry in Washingt
on

State.

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

ociated with the proposed oil terminal,

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

ation.



Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Monroe
12206 131st PI NE Apt E85
Kirkland, WA 98034-8022



Docket EF-131590. Tesoro swage cBR
Scoping Comment

~ #3281

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Nicole Silva

<nicole.silva@pdx.edu>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 7:21 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 14, 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. Nicole Silva
4715 SW Mueller Dr
Beaverton, OR 97007-7707
(503) 964-4586
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Scoping Comment

#3282

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on
 behalf of Bill O'Brien <wobobr123

@yahoo.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 7:25 PM

To: EFSEC(UTC)

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

Nov 14, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

n Energy Facility Site

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

t Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

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

kane, the Columbia River

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

deal for Washington State.

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

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

oro-Savage's proposal.

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

ample, EFSEC must assess:

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

on 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 pa
rticular, highlighted the extreme danger of the sa

me type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communi
ties.

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

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

oute.

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

unities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

 deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping 
route.

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

 from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

 industry in Washington

State.

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

osed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Bill O'Brien
12520 SW Gem Ln Apt 202
Beaverton, OR 97005-1360
(503) 699-5194
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#3283

From: JUDY RUSSELL <j-mocha@msn.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 7:25 P
M

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Tesoro-Savage oil terminal

Please do not allow this oil terminal to be
 built. I live along the beautiful Columbia Rive

r which also is adjacent

to the train tracks these oil trains will pa
ss by. As you know this company doe

s not have a good

Safety record and doesn't care about o
ur beautiful part of the country. Are 1

23 jobs worth jeopardizing our

lives and our environment? If you, your
 children and your grandchildren lived 

in S.W. Washington would you

want 380,000 barrels of dangerous crud
e going by everyday?

Don't let this happen!
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#3284

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Catherine Evans

<ak.katie@yahoo.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 7:29 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 14, 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. Catherine Evans

7248 Nebraska Ave

Fairchild Air Force Base, WA 99011-3000
(801) 791-8011
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#3285

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Morris Williams

<morrisclair@comcast.net>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 729 PM

Ta EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 14, 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 snd 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. Morris Williams
3526 NE 92nd St
Seattle, WA 98115-3662
(206) 524-7321
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Scoping Comment

#2386

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

<bmanildi@earthlink.net>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 7:39 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 14, 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,

Dr. Barbara Manildi

3525 Red Cedar Way

Lake Oswego, OR 97035-3523
(503) 635-4878
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#3287

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org>
 on behalf of William Trumble

<billeve@earthlink.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 7:40 PM

Ta EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 14, 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 W

ashington Energy Facility Site

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

t 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 shipped th

rough Spokane, the Columbia River

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

rail is a bad deal for Washington State.

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

t offers few jobs in return.

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

ejection of Tesoro-Savage's proposal.

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

iny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

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

or explosion along the rail route in

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

d Alabama have shown that these risks

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

er 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 t

he shipping route.

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

ugh communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

rains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shi
pping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change
. This analysis should include climate 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, e
nvironmental, and climate risks associated 

with the proposed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Mr. William Trumble
1681 Applegate Ave
Grants Pass, OR 97527-7236



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR
Scoping Comment
#3288

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Randall Schwab <rand1555

@whidbey.net>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 7:40 PM

To: EFSEC(UTC)

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

Nov 14, 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. Randall Schwab
PO Box 1467

3048 Forest Lane
Langley, WA 98260-1467

(360) 321-0559



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#3289

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Selah Prather <selah73

@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 7:46 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 14, 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. Selah Prather
2123 New St
Bellingham, WA 98225-3609



Tesoro Savage CBR

Docket EF-131590 ScopingComment

#3290

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

<hansonmary@hotmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 7:49 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 14, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Thank you for hearing me out. Facilitating oil export exacerbates global warming, and also is bad for numerous

environmental and public health reasons.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in Vancouver, where oil trains would deliver and store oil, and
other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.



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

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Hanson
4701 38th Ave NE

Seattle, WA 98105-3018
(206) 528-0289



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#3291

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of JoAnna Saxton <cookiefiend628

@aol.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 7:52 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 14, 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,

Miss JoAnna Saxton

949 S 9th St

Harrisburg, OR 97446-9585
(541) 995-4850



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#3292

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

<dickjohnson99@hotmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 7:52 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 14, 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.

WHAT ARE WE DOING EXPORTING OIL ANYWAY?

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. Richard Johnson
39560 Modoc Point Rd
Chiloquin, OR 97624-6702
(775) 354-3937



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#3293

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Josh Bowlus

<joshbowlus@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 7:53 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 14, 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. Josh Bowlus

20330 NE 85th St

Redmond, WA 98053-7533
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of David Hermanns

<dhermann@earthlink.net>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 7:57 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 14, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

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

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mr. David Hermanns
9442 N Tioga Ave
Portland, OR 97203-2457
(503) 206-5023
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From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Nov 14, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

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

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Emily Willoughby <emilya57

@comcast.net>
Thursday, November 14, 2013 7:58 PM

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

We do not want or need this facility here. 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. Emily Willoughby

17000 53rd Ave S

Tukwila, WA 98188-3250

(206) 241-5885
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From:. Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on
 behalf of Mark Roller

<markandbarbara.roller@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 8:00 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 14, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

ngton Energy Facility Site

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

he joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

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

h Spokane, the Columbia River

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

 a bad deal for Washington State.

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

s few jobs in return.

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

n ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

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

or example, EFSEC must assess:

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

sion along the rail route in

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

ma have shown that these risks

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

the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communit
ies.

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

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

pping route.

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

mmunities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

 would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shippi
ng route.

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

mpacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

e oyster industry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the safety, envir
onmental, and climate risks associated with th

e proposed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Dr. Mark Roller
4925 NE 68th St
Seattle, WA 98115-7756
(206) 522-7574
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#3297

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Ellen Leonard

<edleonard@juno.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 8:01 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 14, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 barrels of oil each day being shipped
 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 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. F
or 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 Alabam
a have shown that these risks

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave CO2 emissions on the viability of the lar
ge 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. Ellen Leonard
945 Mayfair Ln
Grants Pass, OR 97527-5715
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#3298

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Lynn Mystic-Healer

<lynnmystichealer@yahoo.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 8:02 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 14, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

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

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-13.1590, Application No. 2013-01 to urge 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. Lynn Mystic-Healer

PO Box 1614

North Bend, OR 97459-0091
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Robyn Thum
<itstoocliche@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 8:04 PM

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

Nov 14, 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,

Miss Robyn Thum

7106 Kansas St

Vancouver, WA 98664-1129
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Lewis Murdock
<Imurdock@mcsi.net>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 8:07 PM

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

Nov 14, 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. Lewis Murdock

3541 Kent Creek Rd

Winston, OR 97496-9539

(541) 679-3969


