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Scoping Cornment
#30251

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

(UTC)

Docket EF-13190

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Arnol
d Strang

<adstrang@comcast.net>

Tuesday, December 17, 2013 11:14 AM

EFSEC (UTC)

Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-0
1

Why are we exporting oil? The "petrocrats" consistently 
sell their agenda by claiming that we must "drill baby drill" to

make the U.S. energy independent. For those who think thi
s will create many jobs....these facilities are so automated

that there are actually very few people involved. Watch 
your property values decrease when you have one of these

terminals in your backyard. This is a no win proposal except
 for a tiny handful of already extremely rich people.

All the rest of us get screwed. The whole world needs more
 renewable energy not more "petropoison".

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

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

l

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

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

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

n

State. The project comes at a steep price for rail 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 recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

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

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

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

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

s

that would be traveling through our communities.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion, which also devast
ated 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 additi
onal unit train traffic through communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

341



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

ility of the large oyster industry in Wa
shington

State.

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

ated with the proposed oil terminal
,

respectfully ask you to recommend t
he rejection of Tesoro-Savage's applic

ation.

Sincerely,

Mr. Arnold Strang

23607 46th PI W

Mountlake Terrace, WA 98043-5745

(425) 776-6308
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Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#30252

From:

Sent:

Ta
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 Jeff Guay

<snowowl@turboisp.com>

Tuesday, December 17, 2013 11:15 AM

EFSEC (UTC)

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

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

y Site

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

vage proposal

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

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

lumbia River

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

shington State.

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

rn.

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

age's proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of this p
roposal 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 rai

l route in

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

 that these risks

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

 of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

g the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response cap
abilities in Vancouver, where oil trains would deliv

er and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This analys
is should include climate change impacts from crud

e oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

in Washington

State.

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

erminal,

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

Mr. Jeff Guay

PO Box 1281

Chewelah, WA 99109-1281

(509) 230-7580
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Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#30253

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 Elaine Killian <eak44

@comcast.net>

Tuesday, December 17, 2013 11:15 AM

EFSEC (UTC)

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

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

gton Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the fu
ll environmental and public safety impact of 

the 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 an
d other Northwest communities. Oil-by-rail 

is a bad deal for Washington State.

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

fers few jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of this 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 expl

osion along the rail route in

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

ma have shown that these risks

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

pping 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 respon
se capabilities in Vancouver, where oil trains

 would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shippi
ng route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. 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-grav
e CO2 emissions on the viability of the larg

e oyster industry in Washington

State.

6) Having been a citizen of Southwest Washi
ngton for all of my 67 years I love the envi

ronmental consciousness of it. In

all of my adult years I have tried to live a life
 that respects all aspects of citizenry. To me

 this citizenry encompasses
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protecting in all ways possible the community in wh
ich we live and a global consciousness as well. F

or all of the above

listed reasons I hope that we, as a local and global 
inhabitant, will find we cannot say yes to an oil t

erminal.

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

il terminal,

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

Sincerely,

Mrs. Elaine Killian

3347 SE Riverwood Ln

Vancouver, WA 98683-5404

(360) 693-8096
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Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#30254

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

(UTC)

QocKet E1=-131590

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on be
half of Lee Haines <rockcod74

@aol.com>

Tuesday, December 17, 2013 11:15 AM

EFSEC(UTC)

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

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Appl
ication No. 2013-01 to urge the Washington Ener

gy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full en
vironmental and public safety impact of the joint Te

soro-Savage proposal

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

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 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 thi
s proposal deserve close scrutiny. For example, 

EFSEC must assess:

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

he rail route in

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

shown that these risks

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

 type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities
.

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

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

.

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

 along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

eliver and store oif, and

other communities along the rail and shipping ro
ute.

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 C
O2 emissions on the viability of the large oyster i

ndustry in Washington

State.

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

ed oil terminal,

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

Mr. Lee Haines

4302 Tacoma Ave S

Tacoma, WA 98418-6645
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Tesoro Savage CBR Docket EF-131590
Scoping Comment ~UT~~

#30255

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf
 of Dana Hallahan

<flounderuby@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 17, 2013 11:15 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

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 S

ite

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

 proposal

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

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

umbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and other N
orthwest communities. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washi

ngton State.

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

.

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

proposal.

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

st assess:

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

 route in

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

these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular, 
highlighted the extreme danger ofthe-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 Washingt
on State waters and along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public health impacts of add
itional unit train traffic through communities along th

e proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabi
lities 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 emi
ssions 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 t

erminal,

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

Ms. Dana Hallahan

1258 Crescent Dr

Oak Harbor, WA 98277-8612
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Tesoro Savage CBR
Scoping Comment

#30256

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Dockat EF-131590

UTC~

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Patt Bra
dy <pattbradyl

@gmail.com>

Tuesday, December 17, 2013 11:15 AM

EFSEC (UTC)

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

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 20
13-01 to urge the Washington Energy Facility Site

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

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

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

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

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

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

The public safety and environmental impacts of this 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-Me
gantic, 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 same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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

Ms. Patt Brady

9547 Berkshire Ct SE

Lacey, WA 98513-4844

(370) 456-2276
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Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#30257

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject•

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

UTC)

Docket EF-13159Q

Sierra Club <information@sierra
club.org> on behalf of Mary Smith 

<butterfiylove65

@yahoo.com>

Tuesday, December 17, 2013 11:4
4 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 ass
ess the full environmental and pu

blic safety impact of the joint Te
soro-Savage proposal

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

al.

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, Van
couver and other Northwest comm

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

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

olumbia River, yet offers few jobs 
in return.

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

commend the rejection ofTesoro-
Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmen
tal impacts of this proposal des

erve close scrutiny. For example, 
EFSEC must assess:

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

elated oil spill- or explosion along th
e rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent
 derailment disasters in Lac-Megan

tic, Quebec and Alabama have 
shown that these risks

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

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

that would be traveling through o
ur communities.

Forty-seven people died in that 
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 unit 

train traffic through communities a
long the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergen
cy response capabilities in Vanc

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

other communities along the rail
 and shipping route.

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

lude climate change impacts from
 crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave
.

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

he viability of the large oyster ind
ustry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the sa
fety, environmental, and climat

e risks associated with the propos
ed oil terminal,

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

pplication.
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Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Smith

10804 NE Highway 99 Unit 23

Vancouver, WA 98686-5661
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Tesoro Savage CBR
Scoping Comment
#30258

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 Ann Bergmann

<aeb80gemini@hotmail.com>

Tuesday, December 17, 2013 11:44 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-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. Ann Bergmann

2839 NW Larkspur PI

Corvallis, OR 97330-3536
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Tesoro savage cart [~nC~(~t EF-13159C~

Scoping Comment

#30259 UTC~

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of
 Nancy Jacques

<nhjacques@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 17, 2013 11:44 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 Washington Energy Facility Site

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

 proposal

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

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

River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and other North
west communities. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washingto

n 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 ofTesoro-Savage's propo

sal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of this pro
posal deserve close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must as

sess:

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

n

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

sks

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

kers

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

osed

oil-by-rail route.

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

re oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

hington

State.

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

,

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

Mrs. Nancy Jacques

11550 Meadowmeer Cir NE

Bainbridge Island, WA 98110-4247

(206) 855-9720
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Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#30260

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 Nancy Fleming

<nflemingrn@aol.com>

Tuesday, December 17, 2013 11:45 AM

EFSEC (UTC)

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

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

gton Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full
 environmental and public safety impact of 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 ot
her 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 offe

rs 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 impact
s of this proposal deserve close scrutiny.. F

or example, EFSEC must assess:

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

sion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment
 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 of 

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 shi

pping 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 respons
e 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. 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-grav
e CO2 emissions on the viability of the large 

oyster industry in Washington

State.

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

e proposed oil terminal,

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

Ms. Nancy Fleming

802 SW Terwilliger PI

Portland, OR 97239-2666

(503) 246-5608
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Tesoro Savage CBR

scoping Comment Docket EF-13'1 X90

#30261 UT~~

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on
 behalf of Bill Bowman

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

<kinetic.ki.bill@gmail.com>

Tuesday, December 17, 2013 11:44 AM

EFSEC (UTC)

Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Applicatio
n 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 e
nvironmental and public safety impact of the join

t Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

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

kane, the Columbia River

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

deal for Washington State.

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

ew jobs in return.

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

esoro-Savage's proposal.

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

mple, EFSEC must assess:

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

on along the rail route in

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

have shown that these risks

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

 same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communiti
es.

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

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

g route.

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

ities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

d deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping rou
te.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This an
alysis 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 oy

ster industry in Washington

State.

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

roposed oil terminal,

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

Mr. Bill Bowman

3809 37th Dr

Anacortes, WA 98221-4421

(360) 299-3766
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Scoping Comment
#30262 ~UT~~

From: Andy Mechling <firemappr@yahoo.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 17, 2013 11:45 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Proposed POV /Tesoro terminal

My name is Andy Mechling. I am writing today to encourage your panel to consid
er a true worst- case scenario

posed by a potential breach of the proposed oil tankage in the greater Portland metr
opolitan air shed.

I am a resident of Oregon; but was born, raised and educated in Washington State.
 My expertise lies in the field

of air toxics monitoring. I have extensive experience working with various EPA office
s in the U.S., and

especially with California's Office of Environmental Health Hazards Assesment 
in Sacramento.

My primary concern about this project lies with the unknown -and seemingly unkn
owable- nature of the

"crude" oil being transported in these unit trains.

At this point in time; all we can say for sure is that this material is being and has be
en mislabeled by rail

handlers, and is obviously more volatile than we have been led to believe.

One basic fact looms large: Crude oil; as we have come to know it, is generally
 less volatile and less hazardous

than the refined products created from it.

Bakken crude, by contrast, is acknowledged to be far more flmable and explosive e
ven than gasoline. This

poses inumerable problems, in terms of risk assesment, of course.

I did attend the meeting of the POV commisioners in June; when this project was 
originally approved. At this

meeting, a member of the port's environmental staff reported to the community tha
t she was fully aware of all of

the constituents of crude oil, and she did not see or anticipate any problems along thes
e lines.

This is emormously problematic in my view. This woman could not possibly be a
ware of the makeup of that

crude. By statute, this information is strictly proprietary. I asked her about this dur
ing my testimony; and she

responded by asking me what my specific concerns were.

I responded by asking her: "What is the Port's proposed limit on Organic Sulfur 
content for these shipments?"

She could muster only a shrug; and didn't really even seem to know what I was 
talking about.

Now your panel is being asked to make decisions regarding the risks posed by this
 project; and in my view,

your group is faced with this same basic hurdle: you will be forced to make severa
l assumptions about the

nature of the hazardous materials in question.

For example; any type of plume modeling -whether it be for air, surface, or aquati
c contamination -will require

detailed inputs regarding chemical makeup and product specifications.

It is my assertion that neither the Port of Vancouver, the State of Washington, no
r the public at large has any

meaningful access to this type of vital information.
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Again, my chief concerns here do not 
involve global warming, traffic impac

ts, threats to marine life or

potential adverse economic impacts.

My concern is that a true worst-case s
cenario would involve the release of 

highly toxic gases on the waterfront

of a major metropolitan area.

Of course; one needs to do all the math
. The models need to be developed,

 and the input data needs to be

assembled. All of this will take severa
l months at least to accomplish, and t

he firms who specialize in this type

of work don't work cheaply.

Even if soil liquification were not a c
oncern here: the risk modeling will ne

ed to consider scenarios involving

the complete breach of the proposed
 tankage combined with zero wind /

air inversion weather conditions.

Accuracy of the risk models will hing
e largely on the quality of the input da

ta employed; and quality data is

precisely what none of us has at this po
int.

We do know that this unconventional 
petroleum product will produce hydr

ogen sulfide emissions to air at ppm

concentrations far in excess of the H2S
 content of the liquid product (typi

cally limited to l Oppm).

There is much that we don't know. Fo
r example; runaway H2S concentrati

ons still don't explain the

demonstrated extreme volatility of th
at product.

Even more troubling than the explosi
on at Lac Megantic, should be the ap

parent fact that the more recent

derailment involving Bakken crude i
n Alabama was caused by a BLEVE

 explosion -while the train was rolli
ng

down the tracks normally.

I consider myself a realist. I fully antic
ipate that oil products from the Bakk

en play will find their way into West

Coast markets and refineries; and pr
obably sooner than later.

With that being said, I don't view the
 proposed Tesoro rail terminal at PO

V to be a realistic proposal at all.

Someday; perhaps some day soon, t
he Northwest region will see a seriou

s proposal for marine loading of

Bakken petroleum products on the Co
lumbia River.

Hopefully, that proposal will involve
 a mare refined -and better defined

 -commodity. Certainly, such a proj
ect

will involve a location far removed 
from a major metropolitan area.

As a society; I believe we have learn
ed this much.

Thank you for your attention on thi
s matter.

Sincerely,

Andy Mechling

24126 Redwood Hwy

Kerby OR 97531
Sent from my U.S. Cellular0 Smartphone
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#30263 ~

From:

Sent:

To:

Subject:

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Docket EF-131590

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on be
half of Marlene Dellsy

<mdellsy@yahoo.com>

Tuesday, December 17, 2013 12:14 PM

EFSEC (UTC)

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

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

ergy Facility Site

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

nt Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

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

okane, the Columbia River

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

deal for Washington State.

The project comes at a steep price for rail commu
nities 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 of

Tesoro-Savage's proposal.

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

ample, EFSEC must assess:

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

 along the rail route in

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

ve shown that these risks

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

ame type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communitie
s.

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

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

route.

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

ities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

 deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping r
oute.

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

om crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

r industry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the safety, environme
ntal, and climate risks associated with the prop

osed oil terminal,

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

Ms. Marlene Dellsy

26002 NE 178th Ct

Battle Ground, WA 98604-8728
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Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#30264

From:

Sent:.
To:
Subject:

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

(UTC)

C~c~ck~;t EF-131590

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Susk
a Davis

<suskada@comcast.net>

Tuesday, December 17, 2013 12:15 PM

EFSEC(UTC)

Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-0
1

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

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

osal

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

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

er

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

e.

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

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

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

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

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

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

kers

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

sed

oil-by-rail route.

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

 and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

s

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

on

State.

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

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

Dr. Suska Davis

5721 Libby Rd NE

Olympia, WA 98506-1929

(360) 754-2201
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scoping comment Docket EF-131 X90

#30265 ~UTC~

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on be
half of Kathryn Roberg

<kroberg@fspa.org>

Sent: Tuesday, December 17, 2013 12:15 PM

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 Docket No. EF-131590, Appl
ication No. 2013-01 to urge the Washington Energy

 Facility Site

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

e 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-Sa

vage's proposal.

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

FSEC 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 disa
sters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Alabama have 

shown that these risks

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

e of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

long the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response c
apabilities 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 anal
ysis should include climate change impacts from cr

ude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

stry 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,

Ms. Kathryn Roberg

1027 Cameron Ave

La Crosse, WI 54601-4743

(608) 782-8299
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Tesoro Savage C
BR

5coping Commen
t

#30266

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Dec 17, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Docket EF-131590

JTC)

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.o
rg> on behalf of Tom Wheelan

<tomtrrfk@hotmail.com>

Tuesday, December 17, 2013 12:15 PM

EFSEC (UTC)

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

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

Washington Energy Facility Site

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

pact of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

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

through Spokane, the Columbia River

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

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

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

yet offers few jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of thi
s project, I urge you to recommend the re

jection ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

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

ny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

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

 explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailm
ent 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 d

anger 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 spi
ll on Washington State waters and alon

g the shipping route.

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

hrough communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency res
ponse capabilities in Vancouver, where 

oil trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and 
shipping route.

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

ange impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

 the large oyster industry in Washington

State.

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

ed with the proposed oil terminal,

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