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Tesoro Savage CBR Docket EF-131 X90
Scoping Comment

#30151 _ jUTC~

From: Dr. Darlene Townsend <dr.dtownsend@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 17, 2013 8:55 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: EIS Scoping comments for Tesoro Savage proposal in Vancouver

Dear

As a community member, I am very concerned about the proposed Tesoro Savage project at the Port of Vancouver.

urge you to fully assess the impacts of this proposal to transport up to 360,000 barrels of oil each day through Spokane,

the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver, and other Northwest communities.

urge you to include in the scoping of this proposal the implications to public safety, environmental impacts, and the

health of our communities. These deserve a spotlight in the assessment of the state's largest oil-by-rail terminal

proposed. Including,

* The compounding impact of multiple trains going through communities daily on traffic, community safety, and air

quality;
* The threat of oil spills from trains and marine vessels along the Columbia, the Pacific Ocean, and the Puget Sound;

* The ability of communities to respond to an oil spill sourced from the Bakken oil fields and the Canadian Tar Sands

safely and in a timely manner;

* The increase in oil tankers and the corresponding increased risk of oil spills throughout Washington waters and

beyond;
* The project's impact on climate change. This analysis should include climate change impacts from crude oil from

Bakken to Tar sands, cradle to grave;

* Safety of crude oil being transported by rail and the risks to communities along the route; and

*Terminal safety precautions related to the type and source of oil, level of combustion, and air emissions.

Thank you.

Dr. Darlene Townsend

2803 East 11th Ave.

Spokane, WA 99202
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From: JOHN Sikora <sikorajc40@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 17, 2013 8:59 AM
To: EFSEC (UTC)
Subject: EIS Scoping comments for Tesoro Savage proposal in Vancouver

Dear

As a community member, I am very concerned about the proposed Tesoro Savage project at the Port of Vancouver.
urge you to fully assess the impacts of this proposal to transport up to 360,000 barrels of oil each day through Spokane,
the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver, and other Northwest communities.

urge you to include in the scoping of this proposal the implications to public safety, environmental impacts, and the
health of our communities. These deserve a spotlight in the assessment of the state's largest oil-by-rail terminal
proposed. Including,

* The compounding impact of multiple trains going through communities daily on traffic, community safety, and air
quality;
* The threat of oil spills from trains and marine vessels along the Columbia, the Pacific Ocean, and the Puget Sound;
* The ability of communities to respond to an oil spill sourced from the Bakken oil fields and the Canadian Tar Sands
safely and in a timely manner;
* The increase in oil. tankers and the corresponding increased risk of oil spills throughout Washington waters and
beyond;
* The project's impact on climate change. This analysis should include climate change impacts from crude oil from
Bakken to Tar sands, cradle to grave;
* Safety of crude oil being transported by rail and the risks to communities along the route; and
*Terminal safety precautions related to the type and source of oil, level of combustion, and air emissions.

Thank you.

JOHN Sikora
4519 N. Frace Ave.
Tacoma, WA 98407
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From: wil.m.ricard@tsocorp.com
Sent: Tuesday, December 17, 2013 9:32 AM
To: EFSEC (UTC)
Subject: Tesoro Savage Vancouver Energy Distribution Terminal

Dear EFSEC Commissioners

I am a Tesoro employee from Washington State 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,
Wil Ricard
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From: Janna Rolland <jannarolland@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 17, 2013 9:44 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: EIS Scoping comments for Tesoro Savage proposal in Vancouver

Dear

As a community member, I am very concerned about the proposed Tesoro Savage project at the Port of Vancouver.

urge you to fully assess the impacts of this proposal to transport up to 360,000 barrels of oil each day through Spokane,

the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver, and other Northwest communities.

urge you to include in the scoping of this proposal the implications to public safety, environmental impacts, and the

health of our communities. These deserve a spotlight in the assessment of the state's largest oil-by-rail terminal

proposed. Including,

* The compounding impact of multiple trains going through communities daily on traffic, community safety, and air

quality;
* The threat of oil spills from trains and marine vessels along the Columbia, the Pacific Ocean, and the Puget Sound;

* The ability of communities to respond to an oil spill sourced from the Bakken oil fields and the Canadian Tar Sands

safely and in a timely manner;

* The increase in oil tankers and the corresponding increased risk of oil spills throughout Washington waters and

beyond;
* The project's impact on climate change. This analysis should include climate change impacts from crude oil from

Bakken to Tar sands, cradle to grave;

* Safety of crude oil being transported by rail and the risks to communities along the route; and

*Terminal safety precautions related to the type and source of oil, level of combustion, and air emissions.

Thank you.

Janna Rolland

6227 34th Ave NE

Seattle, WA 98115
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From: Patricia Holm <pholm76@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 17, 2013 9:45 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Tesoro Savage Oil Terminal in Vancouver, WA.

I am strongly opposed to the proposed Tesoro Savage Oil Terminal in Vancouver, WA.:I do not want oil shipped

from our State. The waters cannot stand anymore oil spills. Oil spills are inevitable if oil is shipped.

l do not want trains full of oil blocking our roadways and the possibility of oil spills.

We do not need further carbon in our atmosphere from poor quality oil.

I urge you to stop this in its tracks.

Save the jobs we currently have, these jobs will harm our future and future generations.

Patricia A. Holm'
1216 Ethridge Ave NE
Olympia, WA 98506
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From: David Romero <summerdayvid69@yahoo.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 17, 2013 9:48 AM

To: ~ EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: EIS Scoping comments for Tesoro Savage proposal in Vancouver

Dear

As a community member, I am very concerned about the proposed Tesoro Savage project at the Port of Vancouver.

urge you to fully assess the impacts of this proposal to transport up to 360,000 barrels of oil each day through Spokane,

the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver, and other Northwest communities.

urge you to include in the scoping of this proposal the implications to public safety, environmental impacts, and the

health of our communities. These deserve a spotlight in the assessment of the state's largest oil-by-rail terminal

proposed. Including,

* The compounding impact of multiple trains going through communities daily on traffic, community safety, and air

quality;
* The threat of oil spills from trains and marine vessels along the Columbia, the Pacific Ocean, and the Puget Sound;

* The ability of communities to respond. to an oil spill sourced from the Bakken oil fields and the Canadian Tar Sands

safely and in a timely manner;

* The increase in oil tankers and the corresponding increased risk of oil spills throughout Washington waters and

beyond;
* The project's impact on climate change. This analysis should include climate change impacts from crude oil from

Bakken to Tar sands, cradle to grave;

* Safety of-crude oil being transported by rail and the risks to communities along the route; and

* Terminal safety precautions related to the type and source of oil, level of combustion, and air emissions.

Thank you.

David Romero
14th st
Vancouver, WA 98684
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From: summer moon <summerdayvid@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 17, 2013 9:50 AM
To: EFSEC(UTC)
Subject: EIS Scoping comments for Tesoro Savage proposal in Vancouver

Dear

As a community member, I am very concerned about the proposed Tesoro Savage project at the Port of Vancouver.
urge you to fully assess the impacts of this proposal to transport up to 360,000 barrels of oil each day through Spokane,
the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver, and other Northwest communities.

urge you to include in the scoping of this proposal the implications to public safety, environmental impacts, and the
health of our communities. These deserve a spotlight in the assessment of the state's largest oil-by-rail terminal
proposed. Including,

* The compounding impact of multiple trains going through communities daily on traffic, community safety, and air
quality;
* The threat of oil spills from trains and marine vessels along the Columbia, the Pacific Ocean, and the Puget Sound;
* The ability of communities to respond to an oil spill sourced from the Bakken oil fields and the Canadian Tar Sands
safely and in a timely manner;
*The increase in oil tankers and the corresponding increased risk of oil spills throughout Washington waters and
beyond;
* The project's impact on climate change. This analysis should include climate change impacts from crude oil from
Bakken to Tar sands, cradle to grave;
* Safety of crude oil being transported by rail and the risks to communities along the route; and
*Terminal safety precautions related to the type and source of oil, level of combustion, and air emissions.

Thank you.

summer moon
14th st
Vancouver, WA 98684
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Dear

JTC)
Docket EF-131590

Karolyn Burdick <jckburdick@gmail.com>
Tuesday, December 17, 2013 9:51 AM
EFSEC(UTC)
EIS Scoping comments for Tesoro Savage proposal in Vancouver

As a community member, I am very concerned about the proposed Tesoro Savage project at the Port of Vancouver.

urge you to fully assess the impacts of this proposal to transport up to 360,000 barrels of oil each day through Spokane,

the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver, and other Northwest communities.

urge you to include in the scoping of this proposal the implications to public safety, environmental impacts, and the

health of our communities. These deserve a spotlight in the assessment of the state's largest oil-by-rail terminal

proposed. Including,

* The compounding impact of multiple trains going through communities daily on traffic, community safety, and air

quality;
* The threat of oil spills from trains and marine vessels along the Columbia, the Pacific Ocean, and the Puget Sound;

* The ability of communities to respond to an oil spill sourced from the Bakken oil fields and the Canadian Tar Sands

safely and in a timely manner;

* The increase in oil tankers and the corresponding increased risk of oil spills throughout Washington waters and

beyond;
* The project's impact on climate change. This analysis should include climate change impacts from crude oil from

Bakken to Tar sands, cradle to grave;

* Safety of crude oil being transported by rail and the risks to communities along the route; and

* Terminal safety precautions related to the type and source of oil, level of combustion, and air emissions.

There is nothing good about this proposal, and so much that will be destructive, it hardly seems possible that it could be

under serious consideration. NO, NO, NO!!!

Thank you.

Karolyn Burdick

25293 Highway 112
Clallam Bay, WA 98326
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From: Paul Thomas <retiredinhawaii@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 17, 2013 10:01 AM
To: EFSEC (UTC)
Subject: Vancouver Oil Terminal Cost

Oil Terminal

was among dozens of people not given time to speak at the recent commissioners meeting
regarding the proposed oil terminal at Vancouver. While there was 100% unanimity in the testimony
against the project, the people cited noble causes such as quality of life and protecting the
environment as well as our health. If money is the driving factor, I hope the Pacific Wood Treating
plant in Ridgefield has not been forgotten. It provided 400 "good paying" jobs for years, but in 1993 it
went bankrupt leaving an environmental mess that has cost 70 to 100 Million dollars that Washington
citizens had to clean up. That cleanup was. just completed last month, some 20 years
later. Ridgefield is much smaller than Vancouver. How much money will it take to clean up a
Vancouver oil or coal dump after an earthquake, negligence, and/or accident. How long will the port
be unusable? How long until we see our fish runs return?
As a Marine Safety Officer in Astoria in 1980, I witnessed a near new ship completely disabled at the
Columbia River Bar as a deck hatch had been left open allowing water to short circuit the ships
controls. Luckily, gravity was still available and the captain ordered the anchor dropped and
minimized the chances of a catastrophe. Accidents will happen despite our best efforts; people
are imperfect.
We do not need to sow the seeds for our own demise by establishing coal or oil terminals; we should
be leading the world in the manufacturing of solar and wind energy implements.
Paul Thomas Ridgefield, WA 360 713 1770
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From: lynnell.k.rogers@tsocorp.com
Sent: Tuesday, December 17, 2013 10:05 AM
To: EFSEC (UTC)
Subject: Tesoro Savage Vancouver Energy Distribution Terminal

Dear EFSEC Commissioners

I am a Tesoro employee from Washington State 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,
Lynnell Rogers
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Randy Meier <rmeier2009

@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 17, 2013 7:44 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

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

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State. `

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

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

Mr. Randy Meier

PO Box 4042

Sequim, WA 98382-4353

(360) 477-0351
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From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner
P.O. Box 43172
Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Theresa Scroggin
<scroggint@sou.edu>
Tuesday, December 17, 2013 7:45 AM
EFSEC (UTC)
Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01 to urge the Washington Energy Facility Site
Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full environmental and public safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.
Forty-seven people died in that explosion, which also devastated the town.

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

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

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

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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

Ms. Theresa Scroggin

1040 Henry St
Ashland, OR 97520-3232
(541) 690-4498
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Susan Nielsen <smc1959
@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 17, 2013 7:45 AM
To: EFSEC (UTC)
Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner
P.O. Box 43172
Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01 to urge the Washington Energy Facility Site
Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full environmental and public safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal
to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major crude oil export terminal.

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 barrels of oil each day being shipped through Spokane, the Columbia River
Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and other Northwest communities. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washington State.
The project comes at a steep price for rail communities and the Columbia River, yet offers few jobs in return.
Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I urge you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

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

1) The potential safety and environmental impacts of a large train-related oil spill or explosion along the rail route in
Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Alabama have shown that these risks
are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular, highlighted the extreme danger of the same type of oil and tankers
that would be traveling through our communities.
Forty-seven people died in that explosion, which also devastated the town.

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

3) The transportation and public health impacts of additional unit train traffic through communities along the proposed
oil-by-rail route.
This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in Vancouver, where oil trains would deliver and store oil, and
other communities along the. rail and shipping route.

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

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

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

Ms. Susan Nielsen

400 S Laventure Rd

Apt K204

Mount Vernon, WA 98274-4828

(360) 848-9149
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From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

(UTC)

r., ~

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Rebecca Lithman

<hladinasoleil@earthlink.net>

Tuesday, December 17, 2013 7:45 AM

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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

Ms. Rebecca Lithman

210 Sunnyview Dr

Ashland, OR 97520-2060
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Yvonne Kuzma <yvonne_9

@q.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 17, 2013 8:16 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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

Mrs. Yvonne Kuzma

925 NW Hoyt St Apt 310

Portland, OR 97209-3248

(503) 227-0730
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Lataya Dailey

<daileytay@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 17, 2013 8:16 AM

To: EFSEC(UTC)

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

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave CO2 emissions on the viability of t
he large oyster industry in Washington

State.

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

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

Mrs. Lataya Dailey

9225 N Tyler Ave

Portland, OR 97203-2355
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Pamela Browning
< pbrowning@hypergrove.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 17, 2013 8:16 AM
To: EFSEC (UTC)
Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

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

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01 to urge the Washington Energy Facility Site
Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full environmental and public safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 barrels of oil each day being shipped through Spokane, the Columbia River
Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and other Northwest communities. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washington State.
The project comes at a steep price for rail communities and the Columbia River, yet offers few jobs in return.
Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I urge you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

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

1) The potential safety and environmental impacts of a large train-related oil spill or explosion along the rail route in
Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Alabama have shown that these risks
are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular, highlighted the extreme danger of the same type of oil and tankers
that would be traveling through our communities.
Forty-seven people died in that explosion, which also devastated the town.

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

3) The transportation and public health impacts of additional unit train traffic through communities along the proposed
oil-by-rail route.
This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in Vancouver, where oil trains would deliver and store oil, and
other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

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

State.

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

Ms. Pamela Browning

938 Jefferson St

Port Townsend, WA 98368-5821
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From:

Sent:

To:

Subject:

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Margaret Goodwin

<margaretmg1942@yahoo.com>

Tuesday, December 17, 2013 8:16 AM

EFSEC (UTC)

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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

Ms. Margaret Goodwin

141 S 17th St Unit 35

Independence, OR 97351-9767

(971) 240-8703

201



7es~ra Savage CBR ~~'c~~t EF-131590
Sc~~~r~ s '~ ;zrnment

#3r~~.~~ UT~~

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of John Cooper <jtc27

@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 17, 2013 8:16 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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

Mr. John Cooper

21345 Egret PI

Mount Vernon, WA 98274-7030

(360) 445-3077
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From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

(UTC)
DoCkei EF-''" 5~0

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Javier Perez <jhomero73

@yahoo.com>

Tuesday, December 17, 2013 8:16 AM

EFSEC (UTC)

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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

Mr. Javier Perez

119

Bothell, WA 98011
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Barry Oaks

<barrysoaks@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 17, 2013 8:16 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

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

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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

Mr. Barry Oaks

86313 Franklin Blvd

Eugene, OR 97405-8644

(541) 736-7270
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Suzanna Finley

<suzannafinley@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 17, 2013 8:16 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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

Ms. Suzanna Finley

327 29th Ave E

Seattle, WA 98112-4812

(206) 322-6789
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From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

UTC)
Docket EF-131590

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Danielle Kolp

<dcoteschiff@gmail.com>

Tuesday, December 17, 2013 8:16 AM

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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

~>>



Sincerely,

Ms. Danielle Kolp

14155 SW Deer Ln

Beaverton, OR 97008-8001
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From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

UTC)
Docket EF-131590

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf
 of Susan Bechtholt

<kaliel@juno.com>

Tuesday, December 17, 2013 8:16 AM

EFSEC(UTC)

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

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Applica
tion No. 2013-01 to urge the Washington Energy Fa

cility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full environ
mental and public safety impact of the joint Tesor

o-Savage proposal

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

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

 the Columbia River

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

for Washington State.

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

 in return.

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

Savage's proposal.

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

SEC must assess:

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

 the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disas
ters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Alabama have s

hown that these risks

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

e of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

ong the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

ver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route
.

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

m crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave..

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

try in Washington

State.

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

 oil terminal,

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

Mrs. Susan Bechtholt

5290 Banner Rd SE

Port Orchard, WA 98367-9764

(360) 871-6994
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From: 
Sierra Club <information@sierr

aclub.org> on behalf of Bob Gillespi
e

<rlgillesp@live.com>

Sent: 
Tuesday, December 17, 2013 8:44

 AM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF-1315

90, Application No. 2013-01

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

01 to urge the Washington Energ
y Facility Site

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

lic safety impact of the joint Teso
ro-Savage proposal

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

inal.

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

y being shipped through Spokane
, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vanc
ouver and other Northwest com

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

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

olumbia River, yet offers few job
s in return.

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

ecommend the rejection of Tesoro
-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmen
tal impacts of this proposal dese

rve close scrutiny. For example, 
EFSEC must assess:

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

related oil spill or explosion alo
ng the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent 
derailment disasters in Lac-Megan

tic, Quebec and Alabama have s
hown that these risks

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

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

that would be traveling through 
our communities.

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

 the town.

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

ers and along the shipping rout
e.

3) The transportation and public
 health impacts of additional uni

t train traffic through communities
 along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergenc
y response capabilities in Vanc

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

other communities along the rail a
nd shipping route.

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

nclude climate change impacts fr
om crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cra
dle-to-grave CO2 emissions on t

he viability of the large oyster i
ndustry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the sa
fety, environmental, and climate

 risks associated with the propo
sed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recommend
 the rejection ofTesoro-Savage'

s application.
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Sincerely,

Dr. Bob Gillespie

107 Schafer St Apt 8a

Wenatchee, WA 98801-6340

(509)679-9829
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> 
on behalf of Jim Scott <jimscott9314

@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, December 16, 2013 11:41 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Dec 16, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

gton Energy Facility Site

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

he joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

If approved, the plan would result in 380,00
0 barrels of oil each day being shipped throu

gh Spokane, the Columbia River

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

a bad deal for Washington State.

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

s few jobs in return.

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

on ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

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

r example, EFSEC must assess:

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

plosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment 
disasters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Alab

ama have shown that these risks

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

f the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communit
ies.

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

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

ping route.

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

mmunities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

ns would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping
 route.

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

acts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

ge oyster industry in Washington

State.

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

 the proposed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Jim Scott

133 NE 5th Ave

Hillsboro, OR 97124-3292



aesor~ javage CBR 
Docket EF-131530

Sc~~ir~ c omment

#34? Z7 ~UT~~

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on
 behalf of Donn Parsons <drparsons700

@juno.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 17, 2013 8:44 AM

Ta EFSEC (UTC)

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

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, A
pplication No. 2013-01 to urge the Washing

ton Energy Facility Site

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

e joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

If approved, the plan would result in 380,00
0 barrels of oil each day being shipped throug

h Spokane, the Columbia River

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

d deal for Washington State.

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

few jobs in return.

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

ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

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

ample, EFSEC must assess:

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

sion along the rail route in

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

ma have shown that these risks

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

 the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communit
ies.

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

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

ping route.

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

munities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

 would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping r
oute.

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

ts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

yster industry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the safety, environ
mental, and climate risks associated with th

e proposed oil terminal,

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

Mr. Donn Parsons

8471 SW Crescent PI

Terrebonne, OR 97760-9236
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#30178

From: 
Sierra Club <information@sierr

aclub.org> on behalf of Gloria Ell
is

<gjellis@comcast.net>

Sent: 
Tuesday, December 17, 2013 8

:44 AM

To: 
EFSEC {UTC}

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF-131

590, Application No. 2013-01

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

13-01 to urge the Washington E
nergy Facility Site

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

public safety impact of the joint T
esoro-Savage proposal

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

minal.

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

 day being shipped through Spo
kane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Va
ncouver and other Northwest c

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

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

e Columbia River, yet offers few j
obs in return.

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

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

The public safety and environm
ental impacts of this proposal d

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

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

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

Washington and beyond. Recent
 derailment disasters in Lac-Me

gantic, Quebec and Alabama ha
ve shown that these risks

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

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

that would be traveling through 
our communities.

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

d the town.

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

 waters and along the shipping ro
ute.

3) The transportation and public
 health impacts of additional un

it train traffic through commun
ities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergen
cy response capabilities in V

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

other communities along the rail
 and shipping route.

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

 include climate change impact
s from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave
.

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

n the viability of the large oyster
 industry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the sa
fety, environmental, and clim

ate risks associated with the pro
posed oil terminal,

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

age's application.
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Sincerely,

Ms. Gloria Ellis

7631 SW 33rd Ave

Portland, OR 97219-1860

(503) 544-7792
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From: 
Sierra Club <information

@sierraclub.org> on behalf
 of Christopher Ball .

< rangermagicl4@yahoo.com
>

Sent: 
Tuesday, December 17, 20

13 8:44 AM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC}

Subject:. 
Comment on Docket No. E

F-131590, Application No. 
2013-01

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

tion No. 2013-01 to urge t
he Washington Energy Fac

ility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC)
 to assess the full environ

mental and public safety i
mpact of the joint Tesoro

-Savage proposal

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

export terminal

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

 of oil each day being shi
pped through Spokane, the

 Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area
, Vancouver and other N

orthwest communities. O
il-by-rail is a bad deal for 

Washington State.

The project comes at a st
eep price for rail communit

ies and the Columbia Riv
er, yet offers few jobs in r

eturn.

Based on the far reaching
 impacts of this project, I u

rge you to recommend t
he rejection of Tesoro-Sava

ge's proposal.

The public safety and envi
ronmental impacts of this

 proposal deserve close s
crutiny. For example, EFSEC

 must assess:

1) The potential safety and
 environmental impacts 

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

e rail route in

Washington and beyond. R
ecent derailment disaste

rs in lac-Megantic, Quebe
c and Alabama have show

n that these risks

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

, highlighted the extreme 
danger of the same type o

f oil and tankers

that would be traveling thr
ough our communities.

Forty-seven people died i
n that explosion, which als

o devastated the town.

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

ton State waters and alo
ng the shipping route.

3) The transportation and 
public health impacts of ad

ditional unit train traffic
 through communities alo

ng the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating e
mergency response capabi

lities in Vancouver, wher
e oil trains would deliver an

d store oil, and

other communities along th
e rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on 
climate change. This analy

sis should include climate
 change impacts from cr

ude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to
 grave.

5) The impact of the projec
t's cradle-to-grave CO2 e

missions on the viability 
of the large oyster industry

 in Washington

State.

After carefully considering 
the safety, environmenta

l, and climate risks associ
ated with the proposed o

il terminal,

respectfully ask you to rec
ommend the rejection of

 Tesoro-Savage's applicati
on.
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Sincerely,

Mr. Christopher Ball

1424 Dowell Rd

Grants Pass, OR 97527-6066

(303)544-1261
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#30180

From: Sierra Club <information@sierracl
ub.org> on behalf of Roger Sauer

<damyata@comcast.net>

Sent: Tuesday, December 17, 2013 8:44
 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF
-131590, Application No. 2013-01 t

o urge the Washington Energy Facil
ity Site

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

 safety impact of the joint Tesoro-
Savage proposal

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

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

eing shipped through Spokane, the 
Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancou
ver and other Northwest communit

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

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

mbia River, yet offers few jobs in re
turn.

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

mmend the rejection ofTesoro-Savag
e's proposal.

The public safety and environmental
 impacts of this proposal deserve 

close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC 
must assess:

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

ted oil spill or explosion along the r
ail route in

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

 Quebec and Alabama have shown 
that these risks

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

 extreme danger of the same type o
f oil and tankers

that would be traveling through ou
r communities.

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

wn.

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

 and along the shipping route.

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

in 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 a
nd shipping route.

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

 climate change impacts from crud
e oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradl
e-to-grave CO2 emissions on the v

iability of the large oyster industry
 in Washington

State.

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

sks associated with the proposed oi
l terminal,

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

pplication.
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Sincerely,

Mr. Roger Sauer

16124 SE 45th Ct

Bellevue, WA 98006-8981

(206) 497-3518

228



Tesoro Savage CBR Docket EF-131590
Scoping Comment

#3oiss 
(UTC)

From: 
Sierra Club <information@si

erraclub.org> on behalf of G
ail Nuckels

<thenuckels@aol.com>

Sent: 
Tuesday, December 17, 2013

 8:44 AM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF

-131590, Application No. 201
3-01

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

e

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) t
o assess the full environmen

tal and public safety impact
 of the joint Tesoro-Savage 

proposal

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

rt terminal.

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

 oil each day being shipped t
hrough Spokane, the Columb

ia River

Gorge National Scenic Area,
 Vancouver and other Nort

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

ton State.

The project comes at a steep 
price for rail communities a

nd the Columbia River, yet o
ffers few jobs in return.

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

e you to recommend the rej
ection ofTesoro-Savage's p

roposal.

The public safety and envir
onmental impacts of this pro

posal deserve close scrutiny.
 For example, EFSEC must as

sess:

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

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

e in

Washington and beyond. Re
cent derailment disasters i

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

hese risks

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

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

ankers

that would be traveling thro
ugh our communities.

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

vastated the town.

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

n State waters and along the
 shipping route.

3) The transportation and pu
blic health impacts of addit

ional unit train traffic throug
h communities along the p

roposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating e
mergency response capabilit

ies in Vancouver, where oil t
rains would deliver and sto

re oil, and

other communities along th
e rail and shipping route.

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

 should include climate chan
ge impacts from crude oil a

s well as

tar sands oil from cradle to 
grave.

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

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

ington

State.

After carefully considering t
he safety, environmental, a

nd climate risks associated w
ith the proposed oil termin

al,

respectfully ask you to reco
mmend the rejection ofTeso

ro-Savage's application.
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Sincerely,

Mrs. Gail Nuckels
804 Island Boulevard Fi

Fox Island, WA 98333-9602
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Scoping Comment Docket EF-131590

#soisz (UTC)

From: 
Sierra Club <information@s

ierraclub.org> on behalf of Ale
x Woolery

<minus.a@gmail.com>

Sent: 
Tuesday, December 17, 2013 8

:44 AM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF-1

31590, Application No. 2013-
01

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

No. 2013-01 to urge the Was
hington Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to 
assess the full environmenta

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

osal

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

rt terminal.

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

 each day being shipped thro
ugh Spokane, the Columbia R

iver

Gorge National Scenic Area, 
Vancouver and other Northw

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

tate.

The project comes at a steep
 price for rail communities a

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

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

ou to recommend the rejecti
on ofTesoro-Savage's proposa

l..

The public safety and enviro
nmental impacts of this propo

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

1) The potential safety and 
environmental impacts of a l

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

in

Washington and beyond. Recen
t derailment disasters in La

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

risks

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

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

ankers

that would be traveling thro
ugh our communities.

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

stated the town.

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

ate waters and along the ship
ping route.

3) The transportation and publ
ic health impacts of additio

nal unit train traffic through c
ommunities along the propos

ed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emer
gency response capabilities 

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

 and

other communities along the r
ail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on cli
mate change. This analysis sh

ould include climate change 
impacts from crude oil as wel

l as

tar sands oil from cradle to gra
ve.

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

ns on the viability of the larg
e oyster industry in Washing

ton

State.

After carefully considering the
 safety, environmental, and 

climate risks associated with 
the proposed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recom
mend the rejection ofTesoro

-Savage's application.
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Sincerely,

Mr. Alex Woolery

2915 SE Monroe St

Milwaukie, OR 97222-6634

(805) 704-4217



Tesoro Savage CBR

scoping comment Docket EF-131590
#30183 ,UT~~

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.or
g> on behalf of Michael Dempster

<mdempsterl@yahoo.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 17, 2013 8:44 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

ashington Energy Facility Site

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

t of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

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

d through Spokane, the Columbia River

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

y-rail is a bad deal for Washington State.

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

er, yet offers few jobs in return.

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

rejection of Tesoro-Savage's proposal.

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

iny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

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

ll or explosion along the rail route in

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

d Alabama have shown that these risks

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

nger of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our comm
unities.

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

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

the shipping route.

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

through communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency resp
onse capabilities in Vancouver, where

 oil trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and s
hipping route.

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

ge impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

 large oyster industry in Washington

State.

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

with the proposed oil terminal,

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

Mr. Michael Dempster

222 21st Ave SE

Olympia, WA 98501-2928

(360) 786-1185
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Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#30184

From:

Sent:.
To:
Subject:

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

(UTC)

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Carmelita Myers

<hucamyers@gmail.com>

Tuesday, December 17, 2013 8:44 AM

EFSEC (UTC)

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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

Mrs. Carmelita Myers

6832 SE Division St

Portland, OR 97206-1269

(503) 775-9611
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~r~~~~Et E~-- ~ ~'f ~Q~

Scoping Comment

#3ois5 ~UTC)

From: 
Sierra Club <information@sierr

aclub.org> on behalf of Kathy Hal
l <kathyha114012

@gmail.com>

Sent: 
Tuesday, December 17, 2013 8:4

4 AM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC}

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF-131

590, Application No. 2013-01

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

3-01 to urge the Washington Ene
rgy Facility Site

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

public safety impact of the joint T
esoro-Savage proposal

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

nal.

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

y being shipped through Spokan
e, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Van
couver and other Northwest com

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

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

Columbia River, yet offers few jo
bs in return.

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

ecommend the rejection of Tesor
o-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmen
tal impacts of this proposal dese

rve close scrutiny. For example,
 EFSEC must assess:

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

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

Washington and beyond. Recent
 derailment disasters in Lac-Meg

antic, Quebec and Alabama have
 shown that these risks

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

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

that would be traveling through 
our communities.

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

the town.

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

ters and along the shipping route
.

3) The transportation and public 
health impacts of additional uni

t train traffic through communiti
es along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergen
cy response capabilities in Van

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

other communities along the rail
 and shipping route.

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

nclude climate change impacts f
rom crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

n the viability of the large oyste
r industry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the sa
fety, environmental, and climate

 risks associated with the propo
sed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recommen
d the rejection of Tesoro-Sava

ge's application.
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Sincerely,

Ms. Kathy Hall

9012 Crescent Valley Dr NW

Gig Harbor, WA 98332-9535

(253) 851-1663
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Scoping Comment

#30186 UT~~

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.
org> on behalf of Darla Smith <akiwis

e8

@gmail.com>

Tuesday, December 17, 2013 8:45 AM

EFSEC (UTC)

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

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

the Washington Energy Facility Site

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

y impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage pro
posal

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

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

hipped through Spokane, the Columbia
 River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouv
er and other Northwest communities

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

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

ver, yet offers few jobs in return.

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

 the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's prop
osal.

The public safety and environmental
 impacts of this proposal deserve clos

e scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must as
sess:

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

l spill or explosion along the rail route 
in

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

bec and Alabama have shown that th
ese risks

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

me danger of the same type of oil and t
ankers

that would be traveling through our c
ommunities.

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

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

along the shipping route.

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

affic through communities along the pr
oposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency r
esponse capabilities in Vancouver, wh

ere oil trains would deliver and store
 oil, and

other communities along the rail and s
hipping route.

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

ate change impacts from crude oil as w
ell as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

ty of the large oyster industry in Washi
ngton

State.

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

ciated with the proposed oil terminal,

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

ication.
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Sincerely,

Ms. Darla Smith

1312 NW Milwaukee Ave

Bend, OR 97701-2211
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Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment 
Docket EF-131590

#3ois~ (UTC)

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Martin Smith

<206frosty@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December i7, 2013 8:45 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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

~~,



Sincerely,

Mr. Martin Smith

PO Box 46401

Seattle, WA 98146-0401

(206) 714-0805
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Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#30188

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

C c' 
~,;-~

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Steve Elliot

<secondselliot@peoplepc.com>

Tuesday, December 17, 2013 9:14 AM

EFSEC(UTC)

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route..

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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

Mr. Steve Elliot

15036 Stagecoach Rd

Swisshome, OR 97480-9702
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Tesoro Savage CBR 
Docket EF-131590

5coping Comment

#30189 
UT~~

From: 
Sierra Club <information@sier

raclub.org> on behalf of John Si
kora <sikorajc40

@gmail.com>

Sent: 
Tuesday, December 17, 2013 9:

15 AM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF-13

1590, Application No. 2013-01

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

2013-01 to urge the Washington
 Energy Facility Site

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

 public safety impact of the joi
nt Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

terminal.

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

ch day being shipped through Sp
okane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Va
ncouver and other Northwest 

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

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

he Columbia River, yet offers f
ew jobs in return.

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

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

The public safety and environm
ental impacts of this proposal

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

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

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

Washington and beyond. Recen
t derailment disasters in Lac-

Megantic, Quebec and Alabama
 have shown that these risks

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

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

that would be traveling through
 our communities.

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

ed the town.

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

e waters and along the shippin
g route.

3) The transportation and public
 health impacts of additional 

unit train traffic through commu
nities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emerg
ency response capabilities in

 Vancouver, where oil trains wou
ld deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rai
l and shipping route.

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

d include climate change impac
ts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grav
e.

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

n the viability of the large oyst
er industry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the
 safety, environmental, and cl

imate risks associated with the 
proposed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recommen
d the rejection ofTesoro-Sava

ge's application.
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Sincerely,

Mr. John Sikora

4519 N Frace Ave

Tacoma, WA 98407-1
205

(253) 756-0274
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Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#30190

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

~UTC)

Gack~t ter=-1;~1~90

Sierra Club <information@sierr
aclub.org> on behalf of Bill Whit

aker

<wwhitak@boisestate.edu>

Tuesday, December 17, 2013 9:
14 AM

EFSEC (UTC)

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

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

3-01 to urge the Washington En
ergy Facility Site

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

ublic safety impact of the joint 
Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

nal.

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

y being shipped through Spokan
e, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Va
ncouver and other Northwest co

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

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

 Columbia River, yet offers few
 jobs in return.

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

commend the rejection ofTesoro
-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environme
ntal impacts of this proposal d

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

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

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

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

antic, Quebec and Alabama hav
e shown that these risks

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

 the extreme danger of the same
 type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through
 our communities.

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

 the town.

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

aters and along the shipping rou
te.

3) The transportation and public
 health impacts of additional un

it train traffic through communit
ies along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergen
cy response capabilities in Va

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

other communities along the rai
l and shipping route.

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

nclude climate change impacts 
from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grav
e.

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

 the viability of the large oyster 
industry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the s
afety, environmental, and clim

ate risks associated with the pro
posed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recomme
nd the rejection ofTesoro-Savag

e's application.
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Sincerely,

Dr. Bill Whitaker

1108 G Ave

La Grande, OR 97850-2035

(541) 663-1358
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Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#30191

From:

Sent:

To:

Subject:

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-317
2

Dear Mr. Posner,

UTC)

Docket EF-131590

Sierra Club <information
@sierraclub.org> on b

ehalf of Rosemary Donga
hue

<rdonaghue@earthlink.
net>

Tuesday, December 17
, 2013 9:15 AM

EFSEC (UTC)

Comment on Docket No
. EF-131590, Application

 No. 2013-01

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

lication No. 2013-01 to
 urge the Washington E

nergy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSE
C) to assess the full env

ironmental and public s
afety impact of the joint

 Tesoro-Savage propos
al

to turn the Port of Vanco
uver into a .major crud

e oil export terminal.

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

rels of oil each day bei
ng shipped through Spok

ane, the Columbia Rive
r

Gorge National Scenic Ar
ea, Vancouver and oth

er Northwest communit
ies. Oil-by-rail is a bad 

deal for Washington Sta
te.

The project comes at a s
teep price for rail comm

unities and the Columb
ia River, yet offers few j

obs in return.

Based on the far reachin
g impacts of this projec

t, I urge you to recomm
end the rejection of Teso

ro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and e
nvironmental impacts o

f this proposal deserve 
close scrutiny. For exam

ple, EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety a
nd environmental impac

ts of a large train-rela
ted oil spill or explosion

 along the rail route in

Washington and beyon
d. Recent derailment di

sasters in Lac-Megantic
, Quebec and Alabama h

ave shown that these ri
sks

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

cular, highlighted the e
xtreme danger of the sa

me type of oil and tanke
rs

that would be traveling
 through our communiti

es.

Forty-seven people died
 in that explosion, whic

h also devastated the t
own.

2) The increased risk of a
n oil tanker spill on Was

hington State waters a
nd along the shipping r

oute.

3) The transportation an
d public health impact

s of additional unit trai
n traffic through communi

ties along the. propose
d

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating
 emergency response ca

pabilities in Vancouver
, where oil trains would 

deliver and store oil, and

other communities alon
g the rail and shipping r

oute.

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

 analysis should include
 climate change impacts

 from crude oil as well 
as

tar sands oil from cradl
e to grave.

5) The impact of the proj
ect's cradle-to-grave C

O2 emissions on the via
bility of the large oyster

 industry in Washington

State.

After carefully consideri
ng the safety, environ

mental, and climate risks
 associated with the pro

posed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to r
ecommend the rejectio

n of Tesoro-Savage's app
lication.
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Sincerely,

Ms. Rosemary Dongah
ue

680318th Ave NE

Seattle, WA 98115-684
8

(206) 527-9305
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Tesoro Savage CBR 
Docke` F.F-131590

Scoping Comment )-~~~

#30192

From: 
Sierra Club <informatio

n@sierraclub.org> on beh
alf of Adrienne Burton-J

ones

<billadie@gorge.net>

Sent: 
Tuesday, December 17, 20

13 9:15 AM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No.

 EF-131590, Application No
. 2013-01

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

lication No. 2013-d1 to 
urge the Washington Ene

rgy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSECj
 to assess the full envir

onmental and public safet
y impact of the joint Tes

oro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vanco
uver into a major crude o

il export terminal.

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

ls of oil each day being 
shipped through Spokane,

 the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area
, Vancouver and other 

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

for Washington State.

The project comes at a ste
ep price for rail commun

ities and the Columbia 
River, yet offers few jobs 

in return.

Based on the far reaching 
impacts of this project, I

 urge you to recommend
 the rejection of Tesoro-S

avage's proposal.

The public safety and en
vironmental impacts of t

his proposal deserve clo
se scrutiny. For example,

 EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety an
d environmental impact

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

ng the rail route in

Washington and beyond.
 Recent derailment disas

ters in Lac-Megantic, Qu
ebec and Alabama have 

shown that these risks

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

ular, highlighted the extr
eme danger of the same 

type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling t
hrough our communities

.

Forty-seven people died in
 that explosion, which a

lso devastated the town.

2) The increased risk of a
n oil tanker spill on Was

hington State waters and
 along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and
 public health impacts of

 additional unit train tra
ffic through communities

 along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating 
emergency response cap

abilities in Vancouver, w
here oil trains would del

iver and store oil, and

other communities along
 the rail and shipping rou

te.

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

analysis should include cl
imate change impacts fr

om crude ail as well as

tar sands oil from cradle 
to grave.

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

2 emissions on the viabil
ity of the large oyster in

dustry in Washington

State.

After carefully considerin
g the safety, environme

ntal, and climate risks a
ssociated with the propos

ed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to re
commend the rejection o

f Tesoro-Savage's applic
ation.
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Sincerely,

Mrs. Adrienne Burton-Jones

1311 Trevitt St

The Dalles, OR 97058-1554

(541) 296-1385
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Tesoro Savage CBR pocket EF-13150
Scoping Comment uTC)

#30193

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Denise O'Dell

<denisemodell@yahoo.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 17, 2013 9:45 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

If approved, the plan would result in 380,00.0 barrels of oil each day being shipped through Spokane, the Columbia River

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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

zs~



Sincerely,

Mrs. Denise O'Dell

28002 73rd Ave NW

Stanwood, WA 98292-4723
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Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#30194
UTC)

Docket EF-1315
90

From: 
Sierra Club <information

@sierraclub.org> on beh
alf of Nancy Salovich

<nancysalovich@gmaiLco
m>

Sent: 
Tuesday, December 17, 2

013 9:15 AM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No,

 EF-131590, Application N
o. 2013-01

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Dock
et No. EF-131590, Appli

cation No. 2013-01 to urg
e the Washington Energ

y Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC)
 to assess the full envi

ronmental and public safet
y impact of the joint Tes

oro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vanco
uver into a major crude 

oil export terminal.

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

els of oil each day being
 shipped through Spokane

, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Are
a, Vancouver and other

 Northwest communities
. Dil-by-rail is a bad deal f

or Washington State.

The project comes at a st
eep price for rail communi

ties and the Columbia
 River, yet offers few jobs 

in return.

Based on the far reaching
 impacts of this project, 

I urge you to recommen
d the rejection ofTesoro

-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and env
ironmental impacts of thi

s proposal deserve clos
e scrutiny. For example, E

FSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety an
d environmental impact

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

ng the rail route in

Washington and beyond. R
ecent derailment disaste

rs in Lac-Megantic, Queb
ec and Alabama have sh

own that these risks

are far too real. The trage
dy in Quebec, in particul

ar, highlighted the extre
me danger of the same ty

pe of oil and tankers

that would be traveling t
hrough our communities.

Forty-seven people died in
 that explosion, which al

so devastated the town.

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

hington State waters and
 along the shipping rout

e.

3) The transportation and
 public health impacts o

f additional unit train traf
fic through communities 

along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating 
emergency response cap

abilities in Vancouver, wh
ere oil trains would deli

ver and store oil, and

other communities along t
he rail and shipping rout

e.

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

alysis should include cli
mate change impacts from

 crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle t
o grave.

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

 emissions on the viabili
ty of the large oyster ind

ustry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering
 the safety, environmen

tal, and climate risks ass
ociated with the propos

ed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to re
commend the rejection o

f Tesoro-Savage's applica
tion.
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Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Salovich

3018 127th Ave NE

Bellevue, WA 98005-1630

(425) 614-1980
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Tesoro Savage 
CBR 

13~ 5~p

Scoping Comme
nt 

~;~Crct EF-

#30195 
(VT~~

From: 
Sierra Club <informa

tion@sierraclub.org>
 on behalf of Jan Gord

on <janimalsl

@yahoo.com>

Sent: 
Tuesday, December 1

7, 2013 9:15 AM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket 

No. EF-131590, Appli
cation No. 2013-01

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-
3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding
 Docket No. EF-13159

0, Application No. 2
013-01 to urge the Wa

shington Energy Fac
ility Site

Evaluation Council (E
FSEC) to assess the f

ull environmental and
 public safety impact

 of the joint Tesoro-
Savage proposal

to turn the Port of V
ancouver into a major

 crude oil export term
inal.

If approved, the plan
 would result in 380,

000 barrels of oil eac
h day being shipped 

through Spokane, the
 Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic
 Area, Vancouver an

d other Northwest c
ommunities. Oil-by-r

ail is a bad deal for W
ashington State.

The project comes at
 a steep price for rail

 communities and the
 Columbia River, yet

 offers few jobs in ret
urn.

Based on the far rea
ching impacts of this

 project, I urge you t
o recommend the re

jection ofTesoro-Sava
ge's proposal.

The public safety and
 environmental impa

cts of this proposal 
deserve close scruti

ny. For example, EFSE
C must assess:

1) The potential safety
 and environmental 

impacts of a large tr
ain-related oil.spill or

 explosion along the r
ail route in

Washington and beyo
nd. Recent derailme

nt disasters in Lac-M
egantic, Quebec and 

Alabama have show
n that these risks

are far too real. The t
ragedy in Quebec, in

 particular, highlighte
d the extreme dange

r of the same type of
 oil and tankers

that would be travel
ing through our comm

unities.

Forty-seven people di
ed in that explosion,

 which also devastate
d the town.

2) The increased risk 
of an oil tanker spill o

n Washington State w
aters and along the

 shipping route.

3) The transportation
 and public health im

pacts of additional un
it train traffic throu

gh communities alon
g the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluat
ing emergency resp

onse capabilities in V
ancouver, where oil tr

ains would deliver an
d store oil, and

other communities al
ong the rail and ship

ping route.

4) The project's impac
t on climate change.

 This analysis should 
include climate chang

e impacts from crude
 oil as well as

tar sands oil from cra
dle to grave.

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

grave CO2 emissions 
on the viability of the 

large oyster industry
 in Washington

State.

After carefully consid
ering the safety, env

ironmental, and cli
mate risks associated 

with the proposed oi
l terminal,

respectfully ask you to
 recommend the re

jection ofTesoro-Sava
ge's application.
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Sincerely,

Ms. Jan Gordon

16544 Colony Rd

Bow, WA 98232-8512
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From: 
Sierra Club <informat

ion@sierrac~ub.org> o
n behalf of Krista Patte

n

<krista.patten@wellsf
argo.com>

Sent: 
Tuesday, December 17

, 2013 9:15 AM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket N

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

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-
3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

Application No. 2013-
01 to urge the Washin

gton Energy Facility Si
te

Evaluation Council (EF
SEC) to assess the ful

l environmental and 
public safety impact o

f the joint Tesoro-Sava
ge proposal

to turn the Port of Van
couver into a major c

rude oil export termi
nal.

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

 barrels of oil each da
y being shipped throu

gh Spokane, the Colum
bia River

Gorge National Scenic
 Area, Vancouver and

 other Northwest com
munities. Oil-by-rail i

s a bad deal for Washi
ngton State.

The project comes at
 a steep price for rail c

ommunities and the C
olumbia River, yet off

ers few jobs in return.

Based on the far reac
hing impacts of this pr

oject, I urge you to re
commend the rejectio

n ofTesoro-Savage's p
roposal.

The public safety and
 environmental impact

s of this proposal des
erve close scrutiny. Fo

r example, EFSEC must
 assess:

1) The potential safety
 and environmental im

pacts of a large train-
related oil spill or exp

losion along the rail ro
ute in

Washington and beyo
nd. Recent derailmen

t disasters in Lac-Meg
antic, Quebec and Ala

bama have shown tha
t these risks

are far too real. The t
ragedy in Quebec, in 

particular, highlighted
 the extreme danger 

of the same type of oi
l and tankers

that would be travelin
g through our communi

ties.

Forty-seven people di
ed in that explosion, 

which also devastated
 the town.

2) The increased risk 
of an oil tanker spill on

 Washington State w
aters and along the sh

ipping route.

3) The transportation
 and public health imp

acts of additional uni
t train traffic through

 communities along the
 proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluatin
g emergency response

 capabilities in Vanco
uver, where oil trains 

would deliver and sto
re oil, and

other communities al
ong the rail and shippi

ng route.

4) The project's impac
t on climate change. T

his analysis should i
nclude climate change 

impacts from crude oi
l as well as

tar sands oil from crad
le to grave.

5) The impact of the p
roject's cradle-to-gra

ve CO2 emissions on t
he viability of the larg

e oyster industry in Wa
shington

State.

After carefully consid
ering the safety, envi

ronmental, and climat
e risks associated with

 the proposed oil term
inal,

respectfully ask you to
 recommend the reje

ction of Tesoro-Savage
's application.
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Sincerely,

Mrs. Krista Patten

7508 Ridge Way

Edmonds, WA 98026-
5563

(425) 776-1718
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From: 
Sierra Club <informa

tion@sierraclub.org>
 on behalf of Lucy Si

mons Kaufman

<elisilucy@yahoo.co
m>

Sent:. 
Tuesday, December

 17, 2013 9:15 AM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket

 No. EF-131590, Appl
ication No. 2013-01

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-
3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding
 Docket No. EF-1315

90, Application No. 2
013-01 to urge the Wa

shington Energy Fac
ility Site

Evaluation Council (
EFSEC) to assess the

 full environmental a
nd public safety impa

ct of the joint Tesor
o-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of V
ancouver into a maj

or crude oil export t
erminal.

If approved, the plan w
ould result in 380,0

00 barrels of oil each
 day being shipped t

hrough Spokane, the 
Columbia River

Gorge National Scen
ic Area, Vancouver a

nd other Northwest 
communities. Oil-by-

rail is a bad deal for 
Washington State.

The project comes at
 a steep price for rai

l communities and th
e Columbia River, ye

t offers few jobs in r
eturn.

Based on the far rea
ching impacts of this 

project, I urge you to
 recommend the rej

ection of Tesoro-Sav
age's proposal.

The public safety and
 environmental impa

cts of this proposal
 deserve close scruti

ny. For example, EFSE
C must assess:

1) The potential safet
y and environmenta

l impacts of a large tr
ain-related oil spill o

r explosion along the
 rail route in

Washington and bey
ond. Recent derailm

ent disasters in Lac-
Megantic, Quebec an

d Alabama have sho
wn that these risks

are far too real. The t
ragedy in Quebec, i

n particular, highlight
ed the extreme dang

er of the same type 
of oil and tankers

that would be travel
ing through our comm

unities.

Forty-seven people d
ied in that explosio

n, which also devasta
ted the town.

2) The increased ris
k of an oil tanker spill

 on Washington Stat
e waters and along t

he shipping route.

3) The transportatio
n and public health i

mpacts of additional
 unit train traffic thr

ough communities al
ong the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluat
ing emergency resp

onse capabilities in 
Vancouver, where oil

 trains would deliver
 and store oil, and

other communities a
long the rail and shi

pping route.

4) The project's impac
t on climate change.

 This analysis should 
include climate chang

e impacts from crud
e oil as well as

tar sands oil from crad
le to grave.

5) The impact of the
 project's cradle-to-g

rave CO2 emissions 
on the viability of the

 large oyster industr
y in Washington

State.

1 am aware you will c
laim this is a good thi

ng because it will cre
ate jobs. We need to

 create jobs that do 
not put our

planet, people, anima
ls, water, and soil in

 jeopardy.
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After carefully considerin
g the safety, environmen

tal, and climate risks a
ssociated with the propo

sed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to r
ecommend the rejection

 of Tesoro-Savage's appl
ication.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lucy Simons Kaufm
an

141 E Ponderosa Dr

Goldendale, WA 98620-2
413

(509) 773-5185
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From: 
Sierra Club <information@si

erraclub.org> on behalf of Elyse 
Stewart <xriderx99

@hotmail.com>

Sent: 
Tuesday, December 17, 2013 9

:15 AM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF-1

31590, Application No. 2013-01

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

 2013-01 to urge the Washingt
on Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to a
ssess the full environmental

 and public safety impact of the
 joint Tesoro-Savage proposa

l

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

terminal.

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

ach day being shipped throug
h Spokane, the Columbia Rive

r

Gorge National Scenic Area, 
Vancouver and other Northwe

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

.

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

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

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

 to recommend the rejection o
fTesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environ
mental impacts of this proposa

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

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

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

Washington and beyond. Recen
t derailment disasters in Lac

-Megantic, Quebec and Alaba
ma have shown that these risk

s

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

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

s

that would be traveling throu
gh our communities.

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

ted the town.

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

tate waters and along the shipp
ing route.

3) The transportation and pub
lic health impacts of addition

al unit train traffic through co
mmunities along the propose

d

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emer
gency response capabilities in

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

other communities along the r
ail and shipping route.

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

uld include climate change im
pacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to gr
ave.

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

s on the viability of the large 
oyster industry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the 
safety, environmental, and c

limate risks associated with th
e proposed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recom
mend the rejection of Tesoro-

Savage's application.
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Sincerely,

Mrs. Elyse Stewart

4676 Commercial St SE PMB 116

Salem, OR 97302-1902
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From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of
 Shelley Sovola

<lotltc@gmail.com>

Tuesday, December 17, 2013 9:44 AM

EFSEC (UTC)

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

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

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full environmenta
l and public safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage p

roposal

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

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

River

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

on State.

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

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I urge y
ou to recommend the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's pro

posal.

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

ess:

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

in

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

isks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular, high
lighted the extreme danger of the same type of oil and ta

nkers

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

ll as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

shington

State.

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

,

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



Sincerely,

Dr. Shelley Sovola

PO Box 6969
Brookings, OR 97415-0355

(585) 237-5258
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Ray Anderson <cataray25
@yahoo.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 17, 2013 9:44 AM
Ta EFSEC (UTC)
Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner
P.O. Box 43172
Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01 to urge the Washington Energy Facility Site
Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full environmental and public safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.
Forty-seven people died in that explosion, which also devastated the town.

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

3) The transportation and public health impacts of additional unit train traffic through communities along the proposed
oil-by-rail route.
This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in Vancouver, where oil trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Ray Anderson

1747 Bungalow Way NE

Poulsbo, WA 98370-6414

(360) 930-8577


