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From: Mitchj1986@gmail.com

Sent: Wednesday, December 11, 2013 2:54 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Tesoro Savage Vancouver Energy Distribution Terminal

Dear EFSEC Commissioners

I am a Savage employee and am writing in support of the Tesoro Savage Vancouver Energy Distribution
Terminal. As a Savage employee, I stand behind the company's commitment to safety and the environment. I
have firsthand experience how important clean, efficient and safe operations are to Savage. A terminal run by
Savage in Vancouver will bring the community jobs like mine. And I'm proud to say I work for this company,
and I'm also proud of our impressive track record of integrity and social responsibility.

This terminal will also contribute to energy independence in the United States. I work in the Savage operation
in Washington and know the market demand for moving crude oil to West Coast refineries. This terminal will
make the transportation of crude oil from the Bakken and other regions more accessible and reduce the amount
of crude US refineries are currently forced to purchase from international sources. By allowing US crude to
move through a US terminal to US refineries, Savage and Tesoro are supporting US energy independence and
creating US jobs.

I urge the committee to keep site of the positive impact this terminal will have on the US economy. As a Savage
employee and an American job holder, my family depends on the strength of the oil and gas market in the US.
To keep this project moving forward on a schedule that will allow for its timely approval, please keep the scope
of the SEPA environmental analysis purposefully focused on potential impacts from the proposed facility. The
scope of the EIS must be limited to those potential impacts directly related to the facility design and operation. I
ask that EFSEC consider the following site-specific impacts in preparation of the SEPA Environmental Impact
Statement:

• Spill prevention and spill response requirements that protect the environment
• Ability to comply with state and federal air quality emission standards
• Impact of the facility on local transportation infrastructure and public services
• Facility design that meets all relevant safety standards

I am concerned that conducting a SEPA EIS that looks beyond site-based facility impacts is an overreach that
could dilute the core focus on this facility. This balanced approach is consistent with Washington's SEPA
statutes and regulations and will protect the environment while also ensuring the state's ability to grow its
economy.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,
Mitchell Johnson
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From: oscaracosta.281@gmail.com

Sent: Wednesday, December 11, 2013 2:56 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Tesoro Savage Vancouver Energy Distribution Terminal

Dear EFSEC Commissioners

I am a Savage employee and am writing in support of the Tesoro Savage Vancouver Energy Distribution
Terminal. As a Savage employee, I stand behind the company's commitment to safety and the environment. I
have firsthand experience how important clean, efficient and safe operations are to Savage. A terminal run by
Savage in Vancouver will bring the community jobs like mine. And I'm proud to say I work for this company,
and I'm also proud of our impressive track record of integrity and social responsibility.

This terminal will also contribute to energy independence in the United States. I work in the Savage operation
in Washington and know the market demand for moving crude oil to West Coast refineries. This terminal will
make the transportation of crude oil from the Bakken and other regions more accessible and reduce the amount
of crude US refineries are currently forced to purchase from international sources. By allowing US crude to
move through a US terminal to US refineries, Savage and Tesoro are supporting US energy independence and
creating US jobs.

I urge the committee to keep site of the positive impact this terminal will have on the US economy. As a Savage
employee and an American job holder, my family depends on the strength of the oil and gas market in the US.
To keep this project moving forward on a schedule that will allow for its timely approval, please keep the scope
of the SEPA environmental analysis purposefully focused on potential impacts from the proposed facility. The
scope of the EIS must be limited to those potential impacts directly related to the facility design and operation. I
ask that EFSEC consider the following site-specific impacts in preparation of the SEPA Environmental Impact
Statement:

• Spill prevention and spill response requirements that protect the environment
• Ability to comply with state and federal air quality emission standards
• Impact of the facility on local transportation infrastructure and public services
• Facility design that meets all relevant safety standards

I am concerned that conducting a SEPA EIS that looks beyond site-based facility impacts is an overreach that
could dilute the core focus on this facility. This balanced approach is consistent with Washington's SEPA
statutes and regulations and will protect the environment while also ensuring the state's ability to grow its
economy.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,
Oscar Acosta
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From: jamesbondedcc@gmail.com
Sent: Wednesday, December 11, 2013 2:57 PM
To: EFSEC (UTC)
Subject: Tesoro Savage Vancouver Energy Distribution Terminal

Dear EFSEC Commissioners

I am a Savage employee and am writing in support of the Tesoro Savage Vancouver Energy Distribution
Terminal. As a Savage employee, I stand behind the company's commitment to safety and the environment. I
have firsthand experience how important clean, efficient and safe operations are to Savage. A terminal run by
Savage in Vancouver will bring the community jobs like mine. And I'm proud to say I work for this company,
and I'm also proud of our impressive track record of integrity and social responsibility.

This terminal will also contribute to energy independence in the United States. I work in the Savage operation
in Washington and know the market demand for moving crude oil to West Coast refineries. This terminal will
make the transportation of crude oil from the Bakken and other regions more accessible and reduce the amount
of crude US refineries are currently forced to purchase from international sources. By allowing US crude to
move through a US terminal to US refineries, Savage and Tesoro are supporting US energy independence and
creating US jobs..

I urge the committee to keep site of the positive impact this terminal will have on the US economy. As a Savage
employee and an American job holder, my family depends on the strength of the oil and gas market in the US.
To keep this project moving forward on a schedule that will allow for its timely approval, please keep the scope
of the SEPA environmental analysis purposefully focused on potential impacts from the proposed facility. The
scope of the EIS must be limited to those potential impacts directly related to the facility design and operation. I
ask that EFSEC consider the following site-specific impacts in preparation of the SEPA Environmental Impact
Statement:

• Spill prevention and spill response requirements that protect the environment
• Ability to comply with state and federal air quality emission standards
• Impact of the facility on local transportation infrastructure and public services
• Facility design that meets all relevant safety standards

I am concerned that conducting a SEPA EIS that looks beyond site-based facility impacts is an overreach that
could dilute the core focus on this facility. This balanced approach is consistent with Washington's SEPA
statutes and regulations and will protect the environment while also ensuring the state's ability to grow its
economy.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,
Nathan Brown
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From: cocwieja@aol.com
Sent: Wednesday, December 11, 2013 2:57 PM
To: EFSEC (UTC)
Subject: Tesoro Savage Vancouver Energy Distribution Terminal

Dear EFSEC Commissioners

I am a Savage employee and am writing in support of the Tesoro Savage Vancouver Energy Distribution
Terminal. As a Savage employee, I stand behind the company's commitment to safety and the environment. I
have firsthand experience how important clean, efficient and safe operations are to Savage. A terminal run by
Savage in Vancouver will bring the community jobs like mine. And I'm proud to say I work for this company,
and I'm also proud of our impressive track record of integrity and social responsibility.

This terminal will also contribute to energy independence in the United States. I work in the Savage operation
in Washington and know the market demand for moving crude oil to West Coast refineries. This terminal will
make the transportation of crude oil from the Bakken and other regions more accessible and reduce the amount
of crude US refineries are currently forced to purchase from international sources. By allowing US crude to
move through a US terminal to US refineries, Savage and Tesoro are supporting US energy independence and
creating US jobs.

I urge the committee to keep site of the positive impact this terminal will have on the US economy. As a Savage
employee and an American job holder, my family depends on the strength of the oil and gas market in the US.
To keep this project moving forward on a schedule that will allow for its timely approval, please keep the scope
of the SEPA environmental analysis purposefully focused on potential impacts from the proposed facility. The
scope of the EIS must be limited to those potential impacts directly related to the facility design and operation. I
ask that EFSEC consider the following site-specific impacts in preparation of the SEPA Environmental Impact
Statement:

• Spill prevention and spill response requirements that protect the environment
• Ability to comply with state and federal air quality emission standards
• Impact of the facility on local transportation infrastructure and public services
• Facility design that meets all relevant safety standards

I am concerned that conducting a SEPA EIS that looks beyond site-based facility impacts is an overreach that
could dilute the core focus on this facility. This balanced approach is consistent with Washington's SEPA
statutes and regulations and will protect the environment while also ensuring the state's ability to grow its
economy.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,
Chris Ocwieja
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From: Susan Snyder <ssnyder44147@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, December 11, 2013 3:02 PM
To: EFSEC (UTC)
Subject: Reference Application No. 2013-01/Docket No. EF-131590: Please reject the proposed

Tesoro Savage oil export terminal project

Dear Governor Inslee and Washington EFSEC:

urge you to assess the full impact of Tesoro Savage's proposal to ship 360,000 barrels of oil each day through Spokane,
the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and the Columbia River. Oil-by-rail and export by ship is a bad
deal for Washington State and the entire Northwest region. The project comes at a steep price for rail and river
communities throughout the state and along the Columbia River, yet offers few jobs in return. Based on the far reaching
impacts of this project, I urge you to deny Tesoro Savage's unprecedented proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of the state's largest pipeline-on-wheels proposal deserve close scrutiny.
For example, EFSEC must assess:

•The potential impacts of a large train-related oil spill along the rail route in Washington and beyond.
•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.
•The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Washington State waters and along the shipping route.
•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.

After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the project, I respectfully ask you
to deny Tesoro Savage's application.

Thank you.

Susan Snyder

44147

11



Tesoro Savage CBR Docket EF-7 3159(?
Scoping Comment

#z~so6 UTC)

From: ryan.m.kelley@tsocorp.com
Sent: Wednesday, December 11, 2013 3:18 PM
To: EFSEC (UTC)
Subject: Tesoro Savage Vancouver Energy Distribution Terminal

Dear EFSEC Commissioners

I am a Tesoro employee from Texas and am writing in support of the Tesoro Savage Vancouver Energy
Distribution Terminal. As a Tesoro employee, I stand behind the company's commitment to safety and the
environment. I have firsthand experience of how important safe, clean, and efficient operations are to Tesoro.

This terminal will also contribute to energy independence in the United States. Because of my job, I understand
the market demand for moving crude oil to West Coast refineries. This terminal will make the transportation of
crude oil from the Bakken and other regions more accessible and reduce the. amount of crude U.S. refineries are
currently forced to purchase from international sources. By allowing U.S. crude to move through a U.S.
terminal to U.S. refineries, Tesoro and Savage are supporting U.S. energy independence and creating U.S. jobs.

I urge the committee to bear in mind the positive impact this terminal will have on the U.S. economy. As a
Tesoro employee and an American job holder, my family depends on the strength of the oil and gas industry in
the U.S. To keep this project moving forward on a schedule that will allow for its timely approval, please keep
the scope of the SEPA environmental analysis purposefully focused on potential impacts from the proposed
facility. The scope of the EIS must be limited to those potential impacts directly related to the facility design
and operation. I ask that EFSEC consider the following site-specific impacts in preparation of the SEPA
Environmental Impact Statement:

• Spill prevention and spill response requirements that protect the environment

• Ability to comply with state and federal air quality emission standards

• Impact of the facility on local transportation infrastructure and public services

• Facility design that meets all relevant safety standards

I am concerned that conducting a SEPA EIS that looks beyond site-based facility impacts is an overreach that
could dilute the core focus on this facility. This balanced approach is consistent with Washington's SEPA
statutes and regulations and will protect the environment while also ensuring the state's ability to grow its
economy.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,
Ryan Kelley
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From: Wade <headnshoulders2@yahoo.com>
Sent: Wednesday, December 11, 2013 3:52 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)
Subject: Tesoro Savage Mailing list

Categories: Mailing List

This is wade Sorensen my email address is headnshoulders2@vahoo.com I received an email stating that I commented
on the Tesoro Savage facility in Vancouver Washington . Could I please have a copy of this comment emailed to me. For

my own records thanks Wade Sorensen

Sent from my iPhone
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From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

UTC)

Dear EFSEC Commissioners

Docket EF-131590

merri.f.pennington@tsocorp.com
Wednesday, December 11, 2013 4:05 PM

EFSEC (UTC)

Tesoro Savage Vancouver Energy Distribution Terminal

I am a Tesoro employee from Alaska and am writing in support of the Tesoro Savage Vancouver Energy
Distribution Terminal. As a Tesoro employee, I stand behind -the company's commitment to safety and the
environment. I have firsthand experience of how important safe, clean, and efficient operations are to Tesoro.

This terminal will also contribute to energy independence in the United States. Because of my job, I understand
the market demand for moving crude oil to West Coast refineries. This terminal will make the transportation of
crude oil from the Bakken and other regions more accessible and reduce the amount of crude U.S. refineries are
currently forced to purchase from international sources. By allowing U.S. crude to move through a U.S.
terminal to U.S. refineries, Tesoro and Savage are supporting U.S. energy independence and creating U.S. jobs.

I urge the committee to bear in mind the positive impact this terminal will have on the U.S. economy. As a
Tesoro employee and an American job holder, my family depends on the strength of the oil and gas industry in
the U.S. To keep this project moving forward on a schedule that will allow for its timely approval, please keep
the scope of the SEPA environmental analysis purposefully focused on potential impacts from the proposed
facility. The scope of the EIS must be limited to those potential impacts directly related to the facility design
and operation. I ask that EFSEC consider the following site-specific impacts in preparation of the SEPA
Environmental Impact Statement:

• Spill prevention and spill response requirements that protect the environment

• Ability to comply with state and federal air quality emission standards

• Impact of the facility on local transportation infrastructure and public services

• Facility design that meets all relevant safety standards

I am concerned that conducting a SEPA EIS that looks beyond site-based facility impacts is an overreach that
could dilute the core focus on this facility. This balanced approach is consistent with Washington's SEPA
statutes and regulations and will protect the environment while also ensuring the state's ability to grow its
economy.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,
Merri Pennington
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From: Paul Delaney <pdelaney@cheneyfreepress.com>
Sent: Wednesday, December 11, 2013 4:13 PM
To: EFSEC(UTC)
Subject: Oil Terminal

Greetings:

Wondering if transcripts of comments from the public hearing in Spokane on the oil terminL will be available?

work for a paper that is directly on the line and it, like coal trains, will likely be newsworthy at some time.

Any questions, let me know.

Best Regards,
Paul Delaney
Cheney Free Press
509-235-6184 (off), 509-220-8018 (cell)
www.cheneyfreegress.com
Wk. E-Mail: pdelaneyCa~cheneyfreepress.com
Hm. E-Mail: pauldelaney53(a~comcast.net
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From: Daniel Gallo <ohholyfool@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, December 11, 2013 4:15 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)
Subject: Reference Application. No. 2013-01/Docket No. EF-131590: Please reject the proposed

Tesoro Savage oil export terminal project

Dear Governor Inslee and Washington EFSEC:

urge you to assess the full impact of Tesoro Savage's proposal to ship 360;000 barrels of oil each day through Spokane,

the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and the Columbia River. Oil-by-rail and export by ship is a bid
deal for Washington State and the entire Northwest region. The project comes at a steep price for rail and river

communities throughout the state and along the Columbia River, yet offers few jobs in return. Based on the far reaching

impacts of this project, I urge you to deny Tesoro Savage's unprecedented proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of the state's largest pipeline-on-wheels proposal deserve close scrutiny.

For example, EFSEC must assess:

•The potential impacts of a large train-related oil spill along the rail route in Washington and beyond.

•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.

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

•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.

After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the project, I respectfully ask you

to deny Tesoro Savage's application.

Thank you.

Daniel Gallo

11232
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From: Robert Schulz <rhschulz@verizon.net>
Sent: Wednesday, December 11, 2013 424 PM
To: EFSEC (UTC)
Subject: Reference Application No. 2013-01/Docket No. EF-131590: Please reject the proposed

Tesoro Savage oil export terminal project

Dear Governor Inslee and Washington EFSEC:

urge you to assess the full impact of Tesoro Savage's proposal to ship 360,000 barrels of oil each day through Spokane,
the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and the Columbia River. Oil-by-rail and export by ship is a bad
deal for Washington State and the entire Northwest region. The project comes at a steep price for rail and river

communities throughout the state and along the Columbia River, yet offers few jobs in return. Based on the far reaching

impacts of this project, I urge you to deny Tesoro Savage's unprecedented proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of the state's largest pipeline-on-wheels proposal deserve close scrutiny.
For example, EFSEC must assess:

•The potential impacts of a large train-related oil spill along the rail route in Washington and beyond.
•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.

•The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Washington State waters and along the shipping route.
•The projects impact on climate change. This analysis should include climate change impacts from crude oil as well as
tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the project, I respectfully ask you
to deny Tesoro Savage's application.

Thank you.

Robert Schulz

19347
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From: bradc@savageservices.com
Sent: Wednesday, December 11, 2013 5:45 PM
To: EFSEC (UTC)
Subject: Tesoro Savage Vancouver Energy Distribution Terminal

Dear EFSEC Commissioners

I am a Savage employee and am writing in support of the Tesoro Savage Vancouver Energy Distribution
Terminal. As a Savage employee, I stand behind the company's commitment to safety and the environment. I
have firsthand experience how important clean, efficient and safe operations are to Savage. A terminal run by
Savage in Vancouver will bring the community jobs like mine. And I'm proud to say I work for this company,
and I'm also proud of our impressive track record of integrity and social responsibility.

This terminal will also contribute to energy independence in the United States. I work in the Savage operation
in California and know the market demand for moving crude oil to West Coast refineries. This terminal will
make the transportation of crude oil from the Bakken and other regions more accessible and reduce the amount
of crude US refineries are currently forced to purchase from international sources. By allowing US crude to
move through a US terminal to US refineries, Savage and Tesoro are supporting US energy independence and
creating US jobs.

I urge the committee to keep site of the positive impact this terminal will have on the US economy. As a Savage
employee and an American job holder, my family depends on the strength of the oil and gas market in the US.
To keep this project moving forward on a schedule that will allow for its timely approval, please keep the scope
of the SEPA environmental analysis purposefully focused on potential impacts from the proposed facility. The
scope of the EIS must be limited to those potential impacts directly related to the facility design and operation. I
ask that EFSEC consider the following site-specific impacts in preparation of the SEPA Environmental Impact
Statement:

• Spill prevention and spill response requirements that protect the environment
• Ability to comply with state and federal air quality emission standards
• Impact of the facility on local transportation infrastructure and public services
• Facility design that meets all relevant safety standards

I am concerned that conducting a SEPA EIS that looks beyond site-based facility impacts is an overreach that
could dilute the core focus on this facility. This balanced approach is consistent with Washington's SEPA
statutes and regulations and will protect the environment while also ensuring the state's ability to grow its
economy.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,
Brad Crist
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From: walkerm462@gmail.com
Sent: Wednesday, December 11, 2013 5:45 PM
Ta EFSEC (UTC)
Subject: Tesoro Savage Vancouver Energy Distribution Terminal

Dear EFSEC Commissioners

I am a Tesoro employee from California and am writing in support of the Tesoro Savage Vancouver Energy
Distribution Terminal. As a Tesoro employee, I stand behind the company's commitment to safety and the
environment. I have firsthand experience of how important safe, clean, and efficient operations are to Tesoro.

This terminal will also contribute to energy independence in the United States. Because of my job, I understand
the market demand for moving crude oil to West Coast refineries. This terminal will make the transportation of
crude oil from the Bakken and other regions more accessible and reduce the amount of crude U.S. refineries are
currently forced to purchase from international sources. By allowing U.S. crude to move through a U.S.
terminal to U.S. refineries, Tesoro and Savage are supporting U.S. energy independence and creating U.S. jobs.

I urge the committee to bear in mind the positive impact this terminal will have on the U.S. economy. As a
Tesoro employee and an American job holder, my family depends on the strength of the oil and gas industry in
the U.S. To keep this project moving forward on a schedule that will allow for its timely approval, please keep
the scope of the SEPA environmental analysis purposefully focused on potential impacts from the proposed
facility. The scope of the EIS must be limited to those potential impacts directly related to the facility design
and operation: I ask that EFSEC consider the following site-specific impacts in preparation of the SEPA
Environmental Impact Statement:

• Spill prevention and spill response requirements that protect the environment

• Ability to comply with state and federal air quality emission standards

• Impact of the facility on local transportation infrastructure and public services

• Facility design that meets all relevant safety standards

I am concerned that conducting a SEPA EIS that looks beyond site-based facility impacts is an overreach that
could dilute the core focus on this facility. This balanced approach is consistent with Washington's SEPA
statutes and regulations and will protect the environment while also ensuring the state's ability to grow its
economy.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,
Ruthanne Walker
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From: bruce.a Jackman@tsocorp.com
Sent: Wednesday, December 11, 2013 5:57 PM
To: EFSEC (UTC)
Subject: Tesoro Savage Vancouver Energy Distribution Terminal

Dear EFSEC Commissioners

I am a Tesoro employee from Alaska and am writing in support of the Tesoro Savage Vancouver Energy
Distribution Terminal. As a Tesoro employee, I stand behind the company's commitment to safety and the
environment. I have firsthand experience of how important safe, clean, and .efficient operations are to Tesoro.

This terminal will also contribute to energy independence in the United States. Because of my job, I understand
the market demand for moving crude oil to West Coast refineries. This terminal will make the. transportation of
crude oil from the Bakken and other regions more accessible and reduce the amount of crude U.S. refineries are
currently forced to purchase from international sources. By allowing U.S. crude to move through a U.S.
terminal to U.S. refineries, Tesoro and Savage are supporting U.S. energy independence and creating U.S. jobs.

I urge the committee to bear in mind the positive impact this terminal will have on the U.S. economy. As a
Tesoro employee and an American job holder, my family depends on the strength of the oil and gas industry in
the U.S. To keep this project moving forward on a schedule that will allow for its timely approval, please keep
the scope of the SEPA environmental analysis purposefully focused on potential impacts from the proposed
facility. The scope of the EIS must be limited to those potential impacts directly related to the facility design
and operation. I ask that EFSEC consider the following site-specific impacts in preparation of the SEPA
Environmental Impact Statement:

• Spill prevention and spill response requirements that protect the environment

• Ability to comply with state and federal air quality emission standards

• Impact of the facility on local transportation infrastructure and public services

• Facility design that meets all relevant safety standards

I am concerned that conducting a SEPA EIS that looks beyond site-based facility impacts is an overreach that
could dilute the core focus on this facility. This balanced approach is consistent with Washington's SEPA
statutes and regulations and will protect the environment while also ensuring the state's ability to grow its
economy.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,
Bruce Jackman
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From: daniel.l.carison@tsocorp.com

Sent: Wednesday, December 11, 2013 6:11 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Tesoro Savage Vancouver Energy Distribution Terminal

Dear EFSEC Commissioners

I am a Tesoro employee from the State of California and am writing in support of the Tesoro Savage Vancouver
Energy Distribution Terminal. As a Tesoro employee, I stand behind the company's commitment to safety and
the environment. I have direct responsibility for over 600 employees engaged on a daily basis in petroleum
refinery operation and I can assure you that Tesoro's top priority is the safe, clean, aid efficient operations of all
of our facilities.

This terminal will also contribute to energy independence in the United States. Because of my job, I understand
the market demand for moving crude oil to West Coast refineries. This terminal will make the transportation of
crude oil from the Bakken and other regions more accessible and reduce the amount of crude U.S. refineries
purchase from international sources. By allowing U.S. crude to move through a U.S. terminal to U.S. refineries,
Tesoro and Savage are supporting U.S. energy independence and creating U.S. jobs.

I urge the committee to bear in mind the positive impact this terminal will have on the U.S. economy. As a
Tesoro employee and an American job holder, my family depends on the strength of the oil and gas industry in
the U.S. To keep this project moving forward on a schedule that will allow for its timely approval, please keep
the scope of the SEPA environmental analysis purposefully focused on potential impacts from the proposed
facility. The scope of the EIS must be limited to those potential impacts directly related to the facility design
and operation. I ask that EFSEC consider the following site-specific impacts in preparation of the SEPA
Environmental Impact Statement:

• Spill prevention and spill response requirements that protect the environment

• Ability to comply with state and federal air quality emission standards

• Impact of the facility on local transportation infrastructure and public services

• Facility design that meets all relevant safety standards

I am concerned that conducting a SEPA EIS that looks beyond site-based facility impacts is an overreach that
could dilute the core focus on this facility. This balanced approach is consistent with Washington's SEPA
statutes and regulations and will protect the environment while also ensuring the state's ability to grow its
economy.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,
Daniel Carlson
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From: Linda Mitchell <kachinadog@yahoo.com>
Sent: Wednesday, December 11, 2013 6:19 PM
To: EFSEC(UTC)
Subject: Reference Application No. 2013-01/Docket No. EF-131590: Please reject the proposed

Tesoro Savage oil export terminal project

Dear Governor Inslee and Washington EFSEC:

urge you to assess the full impact of Tesoro Savage's proposal to ship 360,000 barrels of oil each day through Spokane,
the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and the Columbia River. Oil-by-rail and export by ship is a bad
deal for Washington State and the entire Northwest region. The project comes at a steep price for rail and river

communities throughout the state and along the Columbia River, yet offers few jobs in return. Based on the far reaching

impacts of this project, I urge you to deny Tesoro Savage's unprecedented proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of the state's largest pipeline-on-wheels proposal deserve close scrutiny.
For example, EFSEC must assess:

•The potential impacts of a large train-related oil spill along the rail route in Washington and beyond.
•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.

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

After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the project, I respectfully ask you
to deny Tesoro Savage's application.

Thank you.

Linda Mitchell

94901

26



Tesoro Savage CBR

scoping comment Docket EF-131590
#z~si~ UTC)

From: karlluedtke07@gmail.com
Sent: Wednesday, December 11, 2013 6:54 PM
To: EFSEC (UTC)
Subject: Tesoro Savage Vancouver Energy Distribution Terminal

Dear EFSEC Commissioners

I am a Savage employee and am writing in support of the Tesoro Savage Vancouver Energy Distribution
Terminal. As a Savage employee, I stand behind the company's commitment to safety and the environment. I
have firsthand experience how important clean, efficient and safe operations are to Savage. A terminal run by
Savage in Vancouver will bring the community jobs like mine. And I'm proud to say I work for this company,
and I'm also proud of our impressive track record of integrity and social responsibility.

This terminal will also contribute to energy independence in the United States. I work in the Savage operation
in and know the market demand for moving crude oil to West Coast refineries. This terminal will make the
transportation of crude oil from the Bakken and other regions more accessible and reduce the amount of crude
US refineries are currently forced to purchase from international sources. By allowing US crude to move
through a US terminal to US refineries, Savage and Tesoro are supporting US energy independence and
creating US jobs.

I urge the committee to keep site of the positive impact this terminal will have on the US economy. As a Savage
employee and an American job holder, my family depends on the strength of the oil and gas market in the US.
To keep this project moving forward on a schedule that will allow for its timely approval, please keep the scope
of the SEPA environmental analysis purposefully focused on potential impacts from the proposed facility. The
scope of the EIS must be limited to those potential impacts directly related to the facility design and operation. I
ask that EFSEC consider the following site-specific impacts in preparation of the SEPA Environmental Impact
Statement:

• Spill prevention and spill response requirements that protect the environment
• Ability to comply with state and federal air quality emission standards
• Impact of the facility on local transportation infrastructure and public services
• Facility design that meets all relevant safety standards

I am concerned that conducting a SEPA EIS that looks beyond site-based facility impacts is an overreach that
could dilute the core focus on this facility. This balanced approach is consistent with Washington's SEPA
statutes and regulations and will protect the environment while also ensuring the state's ability to grow its
economy.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,
Karl Luedtke
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From: Rocio Salazar <rociosalazar2006@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, December 11, 2013 7:18 PM
To: EFSEC (UTC)
Subject: Reference Application No. 2013-01/Docket No. EF-131590: Please reject the proposed

Tesoro Savage oil export terminal project

Dear Governor Inslee and Washington EFSEC:

urge you to assess the full impact of Tesoro Savage's proposal to ship 360,000 barrels of oil each day through Spokane,
the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and the Columbia River. Oil-by-rail and export by ship is a bad
deal for Washington State and the entire Northwest region. The project comes at a steep price for rail and river
communities throughout the state and along the Columbia River, yet offers few jobs in return. Based on the far reaching
impacts of this project, I urge you to deny Tesoro Savage's unprecedented proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of the state's largest pipeline-on-wheels proposal deserve close scrutiny.
For example, EFSEC must assess:

•The. potential impacts of a large train-related oil spill along the rail route in Washington and beyond.
•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.
•The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Washington State waters and along the shipping route.
•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.

After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the project, I respectfully ask you
to deny Tesoro Savage's application.

Thank you.

Rocio Salazar

90034
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From: Tatiana Torres <tatianatorres@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, December 11, 2013 7:18 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Reference Application No. 2013-01/Docket No. EF-131590: Please reject the proposed
Tesoro Savage oil export terminal project

Dear Governor Inslee and Washington EFSEC:

urge you to assess the full impact of Tesoro Savage's proposal to ship 360,000 barrels of oil each day through Spokane,
the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and the Columbia River. Oil-by-rail and export by ship is a bad
deal for Washington State and the entire Northwest region. The project comes at a steep price for rail and river
communities throughout the state and along the Columbia River, yet offers few jobs in return. Based on the far reaching

impacts of this project, I urge you to deny Tesoro Savage's unprecedented proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of the state's largest pipeline-on-wheels proposal deserve close scrutiny.
For example, EFSEC must assess:

•The potential impacts of a large train-related oil spill along the rail route in Washington and beyond.
•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.

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

•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.

After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the project, I respectfully ask you
to deny Tesoro Savage's application.

Thank you.

Tatiana Torres

90034
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From: Elaine Shirley <elainecshirley@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, December 11, 2013 7:56 PM
To: EFSEC (UTC)
Subject: Reference Application No. 2013-01/Docket No. EF-131590: Please reject the proposed

Tesoro Savage oil export terminal project

Dear Governor Inslee and Washington EFSEC:

urge you to assess the full impact of Tesoro Savage's proposal to ship 360,000 barrels of oil each day through Spokane,

the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and the Columbia River. Oil-by-rail and export by ship is a bad
deal for Washington State and the entire Northwest region. The project comes at a steep price for rail .and river

communities throughout the state and along the Columbia River, yet offers few jobs in return. Based on the far reaching

impacts of this project, I urge you to deny Tesoro Savage's unprecedented proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of the state's largest pipeline-on-wheels proposal deserve close scrutiny.
For example, EFSEC must assess:

•The potential impacts of a large train-related oil spill along the rail route in Washington and beyond.

•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.

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

•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.

After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the project, I respectfully ask you

to deny Tesoro Savage's application.

Thank you.

Elaine Shirley

96816
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Dear EFSEC Commissioners

jameshill@savageservices.com
Wednesday, December 11, 2013 8:50 PM
EFSEC (UTC)
Tesoro Savage Vancouver Energy Distribution Terminal

I am a Savage employee and am writing in support of the Tesoro Savage Vancouver Energy Distribution
Terminal. As a Savage employee, I stand behind the company's commitment to safety and the environment. I
have firsthand experience how important clean, efficient and safe operations are to Savage. A terminal run by
Savage in Vancouver will bring the community jobs like mine. And I'm proud to say I work for this company,
and I'm also proud of our impressive track record of integrity and social responsibility.

This terminal will also contribute to energy independence in the United States. I work in the Savage operation
in and know the market demand for moving crude oil to West Coast refineries. This terminal will make the
transportation of crude oil from the Bakken and other regions more accessible and reduce the amount of crude
US refineries are currently forced to purchase from international sources. By allowing US crude to move
through a US terminal to US refineries, Savage and Tesoro are supporting US energy independence and
creating US jobs.

I urge the committee to keep site of the positive impact this terminal will have on the US economy. As a Savage
employee and an American job holder, my family depends on the strength of the oil and gas market in the US.
To keep this project moving forward on a schedule that will allow for its timely approval, please keep the scope
of the SEPA environmental analysis purposefully focused on potential impacts from the proposed facility. The
scope of the EIS must be limited to those potential impacts directly related to the facility design and operation. I
ask that EFSEC consider the following site-specific impacts in preparation of the SEPA Environmental Impact
Statement:

• Spill prevention and spill response requirements that protect the environment
• Ability to comply with state and federal air quality emission standards
• Impact of the facility on local transportation infrastructure and public services
• Facility design that meets all relevant safety standards

I am concerned that conducting a SEPA EIS that looks beyond site-based facility impacts is an overreach that
could dilute the core focus on this facility. This balanced approach is consistent with Washington's SEPA
statutes and regulations and will protect the environment while also ensuring the state's ability to grow its
economy.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,
James Hill
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From: Steve Thompson <steve93thompson@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, December 11, 2013 9:03 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Proposed Oil Facility near Vancouver WA

The proposed Tesoro Savage facility would put Washington's environment at severe risk for very little economic
gain for this state while providing benefit primarily to the involved corporations and their investors.
The economic promises they make are empty while the potential damage done by tar sand oil that could be spilled in
the river is great.
The disruption of communities along the rail route is great if you start to value people's time as they sit in idling cars
while trains pass intersections.
Tar Sands Oil is the worst environmental fossil fuel.
WE HAVE TO STOP BURNING ALL FOSSIL FUEL.

Thanks for your thoughtful review.

Steve Thompson
9050 Avondale Rd NE
Redmond WA 98052
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From: Carol <carolellisspokane@hotmaiLcom>
Sent: Wednesday, December 11, 2013 9:18 PM
To: EFSEC (UTC); Kernutt, Matt (ATG); Carol
Subject: Rail Oil scope:5 states

Please address the systemic reality of so many affected entities, natural and man-made, that cross state lines:

rivers, aquifers, highways, and the rail tracks themselves. The Spokane, Washington aquifer originates in the
south end of Pend Oreille Lake in Idaho. The Clark Fork aquifer starts in Montana and runs to Idaho. Please
investigate all these connections on the route between states and get the EPA and ICC involved.
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From: Carol <carolellisspokane@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, December 11, 2013 9:29 PM
To: EFSEC (UTC); Kernutt, Matt (ATG); Carol
Subject: Rail +Oil cumulative

The cumulative effects of using rail for oil, coal, agriculture, and other products must be measured community
by community, trestle by trestle, crossing by crossing. Mathematically you need to compute at 40 trains each
24 hours what it means for air quality and emergency vehicle wait times at key places (like downtown Spokane
and Sandpoint for air and noise) and Spokane Valley for grade level crossings. Then add to that the effect of
60 plus coal trains each day. Then add the farm trains, and all the other trains. Please do the math. Simulate
the frequency of trains and their impacts to air quality, noise, and crossing obstruction.
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From: Carol <carolellisspokane@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, December 11, 2013 9:35 PM
To: EFSEC (UTC); Kernutt, Matt (ATG); Carol
Subject: Rail Oil schools/hospitals

Please complete not only a map but a list of the distance of all schools and hospitals on the routes proposed
for ALL rail oil and rail coal shipping in Washington. I submitted a downtown Spokane list at the 12/11/13
hearing with a bare minimum for Cheney. You still need to add Spokane Valley sites including outside the city
of Spokane Valley going towards Rathdrum, Idaho
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From: lisa gh <Igintherhuh@q.com>
Sent: Wednesday, December 11, 2013 9:37 PM
To: EFSEC (UTC)
Subject: Reference Application No. 2013-01/Docket No. EF-131590: Please reject the proposed

Tesoro Savage oil export terminal project

Dear Governor Inslee and Washington EFSEC:

urge you to assess the full impact of Tesoro Savage's proposal to ship 360,000 barrels of oil each day through Spokane,
the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and the Columbia River. Oil-by-rail and export by ship is a bad
deal for Washington State and the entire Northwest region. The project comes at a steep price for rail and river
communities throughout the state and along the Columbia River, yet offers few jobs in return. Based on the far reaching
impacts of this project, I urge you to deny Tesoro Savage's unprecedented proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of the state's largest pipeline-on-wheels proposal deserve close scrutiny.
For example, EFSEC must assess:

•The potential impacts of a large train-related oil spill along the rail route in Washington and beyond.
•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.

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

After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the project, I respectfully ask you
to deny Tesoro Savage's application.

Thank you.

lisa gh

98117
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From: Shirley Collins <shirleycollins@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, December 11, 2013 9:40 PM
To: EFSEC (UTC)
Subject: Reference Application No. 2013-01/Docket No. EF-131590: Please reject the proposed

Tesoro Savage oil export terminal project

Dear Governor Inslee and Washington EFSEC:

urge you to assess the full impact of Tesoro Savage's proposal to ship 360,000 barrels of oil each day through Spokane,
the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and the Columbia River. Oil-by-rail and export by ship is a bad
deal for Washington State and the entire Northwest region. The project comes at a steep price for rail and river

communities throughout the state and along the Columbia River, yet offers few jobs in return. Based on the far reaching

impacts of this project, I urge you to deny Tesoro Savage's unprecedented proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of the state's largest pipeline-on-wheels proposal deserve close scrutiny.
For example, EFSEC must assess:

•The .potential impacts of a large train-related oil spill along the rail route in Washington and beyond.
•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.

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

•The projects impact on climate change. This analysis should include climate change impacts from crude oil as well as
tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the project, I respectfully ask you
to deny Tesoro Savage's application.

Thank you.

Shirley Collins

97402
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From: Carol <carolellisspokane@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, December 11, 2013 9:51 PM
To: EFSEC (UTC); Kernutt, Matt (ATG); Carol
Subject: Rail Oil &Federal Law 2008

In Oct. 2008 Congress passed the Positive Train Control law because of increasing fatalities on rail lines. Their
first provision was for TRAIN SEPARATION. If you study train accidents (I will send a list) often two trains meet
on one track. NOW please count how many times there are no dual track systems on the route, and how
many times a train will be stopped waiting for another train to use the single track. This means the
infrastructure will be challenged to handle the increased number of trains. Idling trains spew diesel into the
air, plus noise, plus they may block a crossing.

attached my description of the lack of dual track systems from Sandpoint, Idaho to Missoula, Montana onto
my comment in Spokane on 12/11/13. Now please you do the same for Washington track systems on ALL the
proposed routes!

The 2nd and 3rd sections of the law pertain to speed.

The 4th section pertains to rail worker wayside safety. I ask you to count how many bridges and trestles are
on all the proposed routes for all the oil and coal trains. The northwest is full of mountains, valleys, rivers, up
and down elevations, with many crossings of the variable topography. How can the workers work on them
without stopping the trains for days?
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From: justinmccollam@savageservices.com

Sent: Wednesday, December il, 2013 9:57 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Tesoro Savage Vancouver Energy Distribution Terminal

Dear EFSEC Commissioners

I am a Savage employee and am writing in support of the Tesoro Savage Vancouver Energy Distribution
Terminal. As a Savage employee, I stand behind the company's commitment to safety and the environment. I
have firsthand experience how important clean, efficient and safe operations are to Savage. A terminal run by
Savage in Vancouver will bring the community jobs like mine. And I'm proud to say I work for this company,
and I'm also proud of our impressive track record of integrity and social responsibility.

This terminal will also contribute to energy independence in the United States. I work in the Savage operation
in and know the market demand for moving crude oil to West Coast refineries. This terminal will make the
transportation of crude oil from the Bakken and other regions more accessible and reduce the amount of crude
US refineries are currently forced to purchase from international sources. By allowing US crude to move
through a US terminal to US refineries, Savage and Tesoro are supporting US energy independence and
creating US jobs.

I urge the committee to keep site of the positive impact this terminal will have on the US economy. As a Savage
employee and an American job holder, my family depends on the strength of the oil and gas market in the US.
To keep this project moving forward on a schedule that will allow for its timely approval, please keep the scope
of the SEPA environmental analysis purposefully focused on potential impacts from the proposed facility. The
scope of the EIS must be limited to those potential impacts directly related to the facility design and operation. I
ask that EFSEC consider the following site-specific impacts in preparation of the SEPA Environmental Impact
Statement:

• Spill prevention and spill response requirements that protect the environment
• Ability to comply with state and federal air quality emission standards
• Impact of the facility on local transportation infrastructure and public services
• Facility design that meets all relevant safety standards

I am concerned that conducting a SEPA EIS that looks beyond site-based facility impacts is an overreach that
could dilute the core focus on this facility. This balanced approach is consistent with Washington's SEPA
statutes and regulations and will protect the environment while also ensuring the state's ability to grow its
economy.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,
Justin McCollam
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From: Carol <carolellisspokane@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, December 11, 2013 10:02 PM
To: EFSEC (UTC); Kernutt, Matt (ATG); Carol
Subject: Rail Land .Grant reality

4 of the 5 Western rail systems were built with Land Grants from the federal government in the 1800's. That
means the government (we Americans) gave the land to the railroads to sell (partially) and with the money,
build a trancontinental system. First, the system was built BY the people and FOR the people. The railroads
benefited from the vision of the federal government. The federal government now needs to get involved in
these 5 state proposals for rail oil and rail coal: Wyoming, Montana, Idaho, Oregon and Washington, maybe
North Dakota. EPA, ICC and maybe OSHA.
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From: Molly Mendez <teachermollyg@yahoo.com>
Sent: Wednesday, December 11, 2013 10:13 PM
To: EFSEC (UTC)
Subject: Reference Application No. 2013-01/Docket No. EF-131590: Please reject the proposed

Tesoro Savage oil export terminal project

Dear Governor Inslee and Washington EFSEC:

urge you to assess the full impact of Tesoro Savage's proposal to ship 360,000 barrels of oil each day through Spokane,
the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and the Columbia River. Oil-by-rail and export by ship is a bad
deal for Washington State. and the entire Northwest region. The project comes at a steep price for rail and river
communities throughout the state and along the Columbia River, yet offers few jobs in return. Based on the far reaching
impacts of this project, I urge you to deny Tesoro Savage's unprecedented proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of the state's largest pipeline-on-wheels proposal deserve close scrutiny.
For example, EFSEC must assess:

•The potential impacts of a large train-related oil spill along the rail route in Washington and beyond.
•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.
•The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Washington State waters and along the shipping route.
•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.

After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the project, I respectfully ask you
to deny Tesoro Savage's application.

Thank you.

Molly Mendez

94561
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From: Carol <carolellisspokane@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, December 11, 2013 10:13 PM
To: EFSEC (UTC); Kernutt, Matt (ATG); Carol
Subject: EPA on heavy oils problems

EPA states that heavier oils make mousse, a thick oil and water mixture that clings to rocks and sand. When
heavier oils are exposed to sunlight and wave action they make tar balls and asphalt that are VERY difficult to
remove from rocks and sediment.

Canadian oil going by rail through Washington will be heavy crude
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From: Paul James <paulejames@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, December 11, 2013 10:16 PM
To: EFSEC (UTC)
Subject: Reference Application No. 2013-01/Docket No. EF-131590: Please reject the proposed

Tesoro Savage oil export terminal project

Dear Governor Inslee and Washington EFSEC:

urge you to assess the full impact of Tesoro Savage's proposal to ship 360,000 barrels of oil each day through Spokane,
the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and the Columbia River. Oil-by-rail and export by ship is too
risky for Washington State ,our salmon and our shorelines

The project comes at a steep price for rail and river communities throughout the state and along the Columbia River, yet
offers few jobs in return. Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I urge you to deny Tesoro Savage's
unprecedented proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of the state's largest pipeline-on-wheels proposal deserve close scrutiny.
For example, EFSEC must assess:

•The potential impacts of a large train-related oil spill along the rail route in Washington and beyond.
•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.
•The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Washington State waters and along the shipping route.
•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.

After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the project, I respectfully ask you
to deny Tesoro Savage's application.

Thank you.

Paul James

98225
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From: Krystina Bair <krystinabair@yahoo.com>
Sent: Wednesday, December 11, 2013 10:17 PM
To: EFSEC(UTC)
Subject: Reference Application No. 2013-01/Docket No. EF-131590: Please reject the proposed

Tesoro Savage oil export terminal project

Dear Governor Inslee and Washington EFSEC:

urge you to assess the full impact of Tesoro Savage's proposal to ship 360,000 barrels of oil each day through Spokane,
the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and the Columbia River. Oil-by-rail and export by ship is a .bad
deal for Washington State and the entire Northwest region. The project comes at a steep price for rail and river

communities throughout the state and along the Columbia River, yet offers few jobs in return. Based on the far reaching

impacts of this project, I urge you to deny Tesoro Savage's unprecedented proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of the state's largest pipeline-on-wheels proposal deserve close scrutiny.
For example, EFSEC must assess:

•The potential impacts of a large train-related oil spill along the rail route in Washington and beyond.

•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.

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

After carefully considering the safety and environmental risks associated with the project, I respectfully ask you to deny

Tesoro Savage's application.

Thank you.

Krystina Bair

98037
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From: Serena Wood <syw359@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, December 12, 2013 2:47 AM
To: EFSEC (UTC)
Subject: Reference Application No. 2013-01/Docket No. EF-131590: Please reject the proposed

Tesoro Savage oil export terminal project

Dear Governor Inslee and Washington EFSEC:

urge you to assess the full impact of Tesoro Savage's proposal to ship 360,000 barrels of oil each day through Spokane,

the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and the Columbia River. Oil-by-rail and export by ship is a bad

deal for Washington State and the entire Northwest region. The project comes at a steep price for rail and river

communities throughout the state and along the Columbia River, yet offers few jobs in return. Based on the far reaching

impacts of this project, I urge you to deny Tesoro Savage's unprecedented proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of the state's largest pipeline-on-wheels proposal deserve close scrutiny.

For example, EFSEC must assess:

•TMe potential impacts of a large train-related oil spill along the rail route in Washington and beyond.

•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.

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

•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.

After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the project, I respectfully ask you

to deny Tesoro Savage's application.

Thank you.

Serena Wood

10009
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From: Megaen Kelly <megaenk@yahoo.com>
Sent: Thursday, December 12, 2013 1:28 AM
To: EFSEC (UTC)
Subject: Reference Application No. 2013-01/Docket No. EF-131590: Please reject the proposed

Tesoro Savage oil export terminal project

Dear Governor Inslee and Washington EFSEC:

urge you to assess the full impact of Tesoro Savage's proposal to ship 360,000 barrels of oil each day through Spokane,

the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and the Columbia River. Oil-by-rail and export by ship is a bad
deal for Washington State and the entire Northwest region. The project comes at a steep price for rail and river

communities throughout the state and along the Columbia River, yet offers few jobs in return. Based on the far reaching

impacts of this project, I urge you to deny Tesoro Savage's unprecedented proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of the state's largest pipeline-on-wheels proposal deserve close scrutiny.
For example, EFSEC must assess:

•The potential impacts of a large train-related oil spill along the rail route in Washington and beyond.

•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.

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

After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the project, I respectfullyask you
to deny Tesoro Savage's application.

Thank you.

Megaen Kelly

98225
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From: E.R. Lee <erllre@aol.com>

Sent: Thursday, December 12, 2013 3:10 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)
Subject: Reference Application No. 2013-01/Docket No. EF-131590: Please reject the proposed

Tesoro Savage oil export terminal project

Dear Governor Inslee and Washington EFSEC:

urge you to assess the full impact of Tesoro Savage's proposal to ship 360,000 barrels of oil each day through Spokane,

the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and the Columbia River. Oil-by-rail and export by ship is a bad

deal for Washington State and the entire Northwest region. The project comes at a steep price for rail and river

communities throughout the state and along the Columbia River, yet offers few jobs in return. Based on the far reaching

impacts of this project, I urge you to deny Tesoro Savage's unprecedented proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of the state's largest pipeline-on-wheels proposal deserve close scrutiny.

For example, EFSEC must assess:

•The potential impacts of a large train-related oil spill along the rail route in Washington and beyond.
•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.

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

•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.

After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the project, I respectfully ask you

to deny Tesoro Savage's application.

Thank you.

E.R. Lee
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From: Trevor Samuelson <tresam@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, December 12, 2013 4:30 AM
To: EFSEC (UTC)
Subject: Reference Application No. 2013-01/Docket No. EF-131590: Please reject the proposed

Tesoro Savage oil export terminal project

Dear Governor Inslee and Washington EFSEC:

urge you to assess the full impact of Tesoro Savage's proposal to ship 360,000 barrels of oil each day through Spokane,

the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and the Columbia River. Oil-by-rail and export by ship is a bad
deal for Washington State and the entire Northwest region. The project comes at a steep price for rail and river

communities throughout the state and along the Columbia River, yet offers few jobs in return. Based on the far reaching

impacts of this project, I urge you to deny Tesoro Savage's unprecedented proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of the state's largest pipeline-on-wheels proposal deserve close scrutiny.

For example, EFSEC must assess:

•The potential impacts of a large train-related oil spill along the rail route in Washington and beyond.

•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.

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

•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.

After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the project, I respectfully ask you

to deny Tesoro Savage's application.

Thank you.

Trevor Samuelson

85027
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From: Virginia Domloj <Gennied@ymail.com>

Sent: Thursday, December 12, 2013 5:38 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)
Subject: Reference Application No. 2013-01/Docket No. EF-131590: Please reject the proposed

Tesoro Savage oil export terminal project

Dear Governor Inslee and Washington EFSEC:

urge you to assess the full impact of Tesoro Savage's proposal to ship 360,000 barrels of oil each day through Spokane,

the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and the Columbia River. Oil-by-rail and export by ship is a bad
deal for Washington State and the entire Northwest region. The project comes at a steep price for rail and river

communities throughout the state and along the Columbia River, yet offers few jobs in return. Based on the far reaching

impacts of this project, I urge you to deny Tesoro Savage's unprecedented proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of the state's largest pipeline-on-wheels proposal deserve close scrutiny.

For example, EFSEC must assess:

•The potential impacts of a large train-related oil spill along the rail route in Washington and beyond.

•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.

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

•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.

After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the project, I respectfully ask you

to deny Tesoro Savage's application.

Thank you.

Virginia Domloj
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From: Steve Overton <steveo2857@yahoo.co.uk>

Sent: Thursday, December 12, 2013 6:01 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)
Subject: Reference Application No. 2013-01/Docket No. EF-131590: Please reject the proposed

Tesoro Savage oil export terminal project

Dear Governor Inslee and Washington EFSEC:

urge you to assess the full impact of Tesoro Savage's proposal to ship 360,000 barrels of oil each day through Spokane,

the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and the Columbia River. Oil-by-rail and export by ship is a bad

deal for Washington State and the entire Northwest region. The project comes at a steep price for rail and river

communities throughout the state and along the Columbia River, yet offers fewjobs in return. Based on the far reaching

impacts of this project, I urge you to deny Tesoro Savage's unprecedented proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of the state's largest pipeline-on-wheels proposal deserve close scrutiny.

For example, EFSEC must assess:

•The potential impacts of a large train-related oil spill along the rail route in Washington and beyond.

•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.

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

•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.

After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the project, I respectfully ask you

to deny Tesoro Savage's application.

Thank you.

Steve Overton

LE19 3GP
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From: michael.p.gebhardt@tsocorp.com
Sent: Thursday, December 12, 2013 6:08 AM
To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Tesoro Savage Vancouver Energy Distribution Terminal

Dear EFSEC Commissioners

I am a Tesoro employee from Texas and am writing in support of the Tesoro Savage Vancouver Energy
Distribution Terminal. As a Tesoro employee, I stand behind the company's commitment to safety and the
environment. I have firsthand experience of how important safe, clean, and efficient operations are to Tesoro.

This terminal will also contribute to energy independence in the United States. Because of my job, I understand
the market demand for moving crude oil to West Coast refineries. This terminal will make the transportation of
crude oil from the Bakken and other regions more accessible and reduce the amount of crude U.S. refineries are
currently forced to purchase from international sources. By allowing U.S.. crude to move through a U.S.
terminal to U.S. refineries, Tesoro and Savage are supporting U.S. energy independence and creating U.S. jobs.

I urge the committee to bear in mind the positive impact this terminal will have on the U.S. economy. As a
Tesoro employee and an American job holder, my family depends on the strength of the oil and gas industry in
the U.S. To keep this project moving forward on a schedule that will allow for its timely approval, please keep
the scope of the SEPA environmental analysis purposefully focused on potential impacts from the proposed
facility. The scope of the EIS must be limited to those potential impacts directly related to the facility design
and operation. I ask that EFSEC consider the following site-specific impacts in preparation of the SEPA
Environmental Impact Statement:

• Spill prevention and spill response requirements that protect the environment

• Ability to comply with state and federal air quality emission standards

• Impact of the facility on local transportation infrastructure and public services

• Facility design that meets all relevant safety standards

I am concerned that conducting a SEPA EIS that looks beyond site-based facility impacts is an overreach that
could dilute the core focus on this facility. This balanced approach is consistent with Washington's SEPA
statutes and regulations and will protect the environment while also ensuring the state's ability to grow its
economy.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,
Michael Gebhardt
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From: edwin.a.gonzalez@tsocorp.com
Sent: Thursday, December 12, 2013 6:13 AM
To: EFSEC (UTC)
Subject: Tesoro Savage Vancouver Energy Distribution Terminal

Dear EFSEC Commissioners

I am a Tesoro employee from Texas and am writing in support of the Tesoro Savage Vancouver Energy
Distribution Terminal. As a Tesoro employee, I stand behind the company's commitment to safety and the
environment. I have firsthand experience of how important safe, clean, and efficient operations are to Tesoro.

This terminal will also contribute to energy independence in the United States. Because of my job, I understand
the market demand for moving crude oil to West Coast refineries. This terminal will make the transportation of
crude oil from the Bakken and other regions more accessible and reduce the amount of crude U.S. refineries are
currently forced to purchase from international sources. By allowing U.S. crude to move through a U.S.
terminal to U.S. refineries, Tesoro and Savage are supporting U.S. energy independence and creating U.S. jobs.

I urge the committee to bear in mind the positive impact this terminal will have on the U.S. economy. As a
Tesoro employee and an American job holder, my family depends on the strength of the oil and gas industry in
the U.S. To keep this project moving forward on a schedule that will allow for its timely approval, please keep
the scope of the SEPA environmental analysis purposefully focused on potential impacts from the proposed
facility. The scope of the EIS must be limited to those potential impacts directly related to the facility design
and operation. I ask that EFSEC consider the following site-specific impacts in preparation of the SEPA
Environmental Impact Statement:

• Spill prevention and spill response requirements that protect the environment

• Ability to comply with state and federal air quality emission standards

• Impact of the facility on local transportation infrastructure and public services

• Facility design that meets all relevant safety standards

I am concerned that conducting a SEPA EIS that looks beyond site-based facility impacts is an overreach that
could dilute the core focus on this facility. This balanced approach is consistent with Washington's SEPA
statutes and regulations and will protect the environment while also ensuring the state's ability to grow its
economy.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,
Edwin Gonzalez
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Dear EFSEC Commissioners

Docket EF-131590

Luebkerl.rick@gmail.com
Thursday, December 12, 2013 621 AM
EFSEC (UTC)
Tesoro Savage Vancouver Energy Distribution Terminal

I am a Tesoro employee from Alaska and am writing in support of the Tesoro Savage Vancouver Energy
Distribution Terminal. As a Tesoro employee, I stand behind the company's commitment to safety and the
environment. I have firsthand experience of how important safe, clean, and efficient operations are to Tesoro.

This terminal will also contribute to energy independence in the United States. Because of my job, I understand
the market demand for moving crude oil to West Coast refineries. This terminal will make the transportation of
crude oil from the Bakken and other regions more accessible and reduce the amount of crude U.S. refineries are
currently forced to purchase from international sources. By allowing U.S. crude to move through a U.S.
terminal to U.S. refineries, Tesoro and Savage are supporting U.S. energy independence and creating U.S. jobs.

I urge the committee to bear in mind the positive impact this terminal will have on the U.S. economy. As a
Tesoro employee and an American job holder, my family depends on the strength of the oil and gas industry in
the U.S. To keep this project moving forward on a schedule that will allow for its timely approval, please keep
the scope of the SEPA environmental analysis purposefully focused on potential impacts from the proposed
facility. The scope of the EIS must be limited to those potential impacts directly related to the facility design
and operation. I ask that EFSEC consider the following site-specific impacts in preparation of the SEPA
Environmental Impact Statement:

• Spill prevention and spill response requirements that protect the environment

• Ability to comply with state and federal air quality emission standards

• Impact of the facility on local transportation infrastructure and public services

• Facility design that meets all relevant safety standards

I am concerned that conducting a SEPA EIS that looks beyond site-based facility impacts is an overreach that
could dilute the core focus on this facility. This balanced approach is consistent with Washington's SEPA
statutes and regulations and will protect the environment while also ensuring the state's ability to grow its
economy.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,
Rick Luebke
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From: Sarah Ryan <quantumdetective@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday; December 12, 2013 6:31 AM
To: EFSEC (UTC)
Subject: Reference Application No. 2013-01/Docket No. EF-131590: Please reject the proposed

Tesoro Savage oil export terminal project

Dear Governor Inslee and Washington EFSEC:

urge you to assess the full impact of Tesoro Savage's proposal to ship 360,000 barrels of oil each day through Spokane,
the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and the Columbia River. Oil-by-rail and export by ship is a bad
deal for Washington State and the entire Northwest region. The project comes at a steep price for rail and river
communities throughout the state and along the Columbia River, yet offers few jobs in return. Based on the far reaching
impacts of this project, I urge you to deny Tesoro Savage's unprecedented proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of the state's largest pipeline-on-wheels proposal deserve close scrutiny.
For example, EFSEC must assess:

•The potential impacts of a large train-related oil spill along the rail route in Washington and beyond..
•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.
•The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Washington State waters and along the shipping route.
•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.

After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the project, I respectfully ask you
to deny Tesoro Savage's application.

Thank you.

Sarah Ryan

33460
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Dear EFSEC Commissioners

aaron.w.martinez@tsocorp.com
Thursday, December 12, 2013 6:32 AM
EFSEC (UTC)
Tesoro Savage Vancouver Energy Distribution Terminal

I am a Tesoro employee from Texas and am writing in support of the Tesoro Savage Vancouver Energy
Distribution Terminal. As a Tesoro employee, I stand behind the company's commitment to safety and the
environment. I have firsthand experience of how important safe, clean, and efficient operations are to Tesoro.

This terminal will also contribute to energy independence in the United States. Because of my job, I understand
the market demand for moving crude oil to West Coast refineries. This terminal will make the transportation of
crude oil from the Bakken and other regions more accessible and reduce the amount of crude U.S. refineries are
currently forced to purchase from international sources. By allowing U.S. crude to move through a U.S.
terminal.to U.S. refineries, Tesoro and Savage are supporting U.S. energy independence and creating U.S. jobs.

I urge the committee to bear in mind the positive impact this terminal will have on the U.S. economy. As a
Tesoro employee and an American job holder, my family depends on the strength of the oil and gas industry in
the U.S. To keep this project moving forward on a schedule that will allow for its timely approval, please keep
the scope of'the SEPA environmental analysis purposefully focused on potential impacts from the proposed
facility. The scope of the EIS must be limited to those potential impacts directly related to the facility design
and operation. I ask that EFSEC consider the following site-specific impacts in preparation of the SEPA
Environmental Impact Statement:

• Spill prevention and spill response requirements that protect the environment

• Ability to comply with state and federal air quality emission standards

• Impact of the facility on local transportation infrastructure and public services

• Facility design that meets all relevant safety standards

I am concerned that conducting a SEPA EIS that looks beyond site-based facility impacts is an overreach that
could dilute the core focus on this facility. This balanced approach is consistent with Washington's SEPA
statutes and regulations and will protect the environment while also ensuring the state's ability to grow its
economy.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,
Aaron Martinez
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From: Lynn Meyers <meyersl@me.com>
Sent: Thursday, December 12, 2013 6:51 AM
To: EFSEC (UTC)
Subject: Oil trains

My concerns echo many you will have already heard: danger of spills, damage to the environment both locally and
globally, the shortsightedness of continued reliance on use of fossil fuels, etc. However, my biggest concern as a
Spokane resident is one of more immediate and practical issues. There are so many at-grade crossings in this city that
fear traffic will become unmanageable and emergency responders will be unable to get to their destinations quickly. The
quality of life we enjoy in Spokane needs to be protected. It's a big city with a small town feel. Part of that is because you
are only stuck behind a train every once in awhile and it's only for a few minutes. If this becomes the transport line for
four oil trains a day, plus the existing train traffic we have, north south commutes in particular will cause delays, creating
impatient &angry drivers who go on to make poor driving. decisions in an attempt to make up lost time. I urge you to go
back to the drawing board and consider other alternatives.

Thank you,
Lynn Meyers
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

;UTC) 
Docket EF-131590

Kathy Bohlen <kbohlen25@gmail.com>
Thursday, December 12, 2013 7:51 AM
EFSEC (UTC)
Oil trains through Spokane

am very concerned about the increase in oil processing terminals proposed for Washington and the resulting increase
in rail traffic through the Spokane area. The resulting increased threat to our many waterways is too great. The region
is further threatened by efforts to increase coal trains destine for terminals on the coast. These issues should be
addressed together to fully understand the threat to our region's environment and it's impact on the health and well
being of the people who live here. Oil spills, coal dust, diesel fuel all contribute to the deterioration of our environment
and the quality of life for the regions inhabitants. Please protect us from these profit motivated attacks.
Thank you,
Kathy Bohlen

Sent from my iPad
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From: Sara Gramcko <sskgintl@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, December 12, 2013 7:52 AM
To: EFSEC (UTC)
Subject: Reference Application No. 2013-01/Docket No. EF-131590: Please reject the proposed

Tesoro Savage oil export terminal project

Dear Governor Inslee and Washington EFSEC:

urge you to assess the full impact of Tesoro Savage's proposal to ship 360,000 barrels of oil each day through Spokane,
the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and the Columbia River. Oil-by-rail and export by ship is a bad
deal for Washington State and the entire Northwest region. The project comes at a steep price for rail and river
communities throughout the state and along the Columbia River, yet offers fewjobs in return. Based on the far reaching
impacts of this project, I urge you to deny Tesoro Savage's unprecedented proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of the state's largest pipeline-on-wheels proposal deserve close scrutiny.
For example, EFSEC must assess:

•The potential impacts of a large train-related oil spill along the rail route in Washington and beyond.
•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.
•The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Washington State waters and along the shipping route.
•The projects impact on climate change. This analysis should include climate change impacts from crude oil as well as
tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate risks associated with the project, I respectfully ask you
to deny Tesoro Savage's application.

Thank you.

Sara Gramcko

90254
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From: robert.g.mills@tsocorp.com
Sent: Thursday, December 12, 2013 7:52 AM
To: EFSEC (UTC)
Subject: Tesoro Savage Vancouver Energy Distribution Terminal

Dear EFSEC Commissioners

I am a Tesoro employee from and am writing in support of the Tesoro Savage Vancouver Energy Distribution
Terminal. As a Tesoro employee, I stand behind the company's commitment to safety and the environment. I
have firsthand experience of how important safe, clean, and efficient operations are to Tesoro.

This terminal will also contribute to energy independence in the United States. Because of my job, I understand
the market demand for moving crude oil to West Coast refineries. This terminal will make the transportation of
crude oil from the Bakken and other regions more accessible and reduce the amount of crude U.S. refineries are
currently forced to purchase from international sources. By allowing U.S. crude to move through a U.S.
terminal to U.S. refineries, Tesoro and Savage are supporting U.S. energy independence and creating U.S. jobs.

I urge the committee to bear in mind the positive impact this terminal will have on the U.S. economy. As a
Tesoro employee and an American job holder, my family depends on the strength of the oil and gas industry in
the U.S. To keep this project moving forward on a schedule that will allow for its timely approval, please keep
the scope of the SEPA environmental analysis purposefully focused on potential impacts from the proposed
facility. The scope of the EIS must be limited to those potential impacts directly related to the facility design
and operation. I ask that EFSEC consider the following site-specific impacts in preparation of the SEPA
Environmental Impact Statement:

• Spill prevention and spill response requirements that protect the environment

• Ability to comply with state and federal air quality emission standards

• Impact of the facility on local transportation infrastructure and public services

• Facility design that meets all relevant safety standards

I am concerned that conducting a SEPA EIS that looks beyond site-based facility impacts is an overreach that
could dilute the core focus on this facility. This balanced approach is consistent with Washington's SEPA
statutes and regulations and will protect the environment while also ensuring the state's ability to grow its
economy.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,
Robert G Mills Jr
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From: charles.w.hannah@tsocorp.com
Sent: Thursday, December 12, 2013 8:02 AM
To: EFSEC (UTC)
Subject: Tesoro Savage Vancouver Energy Distribution Terminal

Dear EFSEC Commissioners

I am a Tesoro employee from TEXAS and am writing in support of the Tesoro Savage Vancouver Energy
Distribution Terminal. As a Tesoro employee, I stand behind the company's commitment to safety and the
environment. I have firsthand experience of how important safe, clean, and efficient operations are to Tesoro.

This terminal will also contribute. to energy independence in the United States. Because of my job, I understand
the market demand for moving crude oil to West Coast refineries. This terminal will make the transportation of
crude oil from the Bakken and other regions more accessible and reduce the amount of crude U.S. refineries are
currently forced to purchase from international sources. By allowing U.S. crude to move through a U.S.
terminal to U.S. refineries, Tesoro and Savage are supporting U.S. energy independence and creating U.S. jobs.

I urge the committee to bear in mind the positive impact this terminal will have on the U.S. economy. As a
Tesoro employee and an American job holder, my family depends on the strength of the oil and gas industry in
the U.S. To keep this project moving forward on a schedule that will allow for its timely approval, please keep
the scope of the SEPA environmental analysis purposefully focused on potential impacts from the proposed
facility. The scope of the EIS must be limited to those potential impacts directly related to the facility design
and operation. I ask that EFSEC consider the following site-specific impacts in preparation of the SEPA
Environmental Impact Statement:

• Spill prevention and spill response requirements that protect the environment

Ability to comply with state and federal air quality emission standards

• Impact of the facility on local transportation infrastructure and public services

• Facility design that meets all relevant safety standards

I am concerned that conducting a SEPA EIS that looks beyond site-based facility impacts is an overreach that
could dilute the core focus on this facility. This balanced approach is consistent with Washington's SEPA
statutes and regulations and will protect the environment while also ensuring the state's ability to grow its
economy.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,
Charles Hannah
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