
Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#1351

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Craig Watson

<farfetched@q.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:47 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I urge you to recommend the rejection 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 eras ment isasters in ac- egan ic, ue ec an a ama ave s own a ese ris s

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Craig Watson

171 E Sunset Hill Rd

Shelton, WA 98584-8849
(360) 426-2539
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Herbert Hethcote <herbert-

hethcote@uiowa.edu>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:47 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Alabama nave 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. Herbert Hethcote
1866 Commodore Ln NW

Bainbridge Island, WA 98110-2628
(206) 855-0881
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From:

Sent:

To:

Subject:

Nov 13, 2013

IVIr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Nancy Lewis <lulu
48

@comcast.net>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:47 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 publi
c 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 communi
ties. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washington State.

The project comes at a steep price for rail communities and the Colu
mbia 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 environmental impacts of this proposal deserv
e close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

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

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in Lac- egan ic, ue ec an ~ "

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 water
s 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 Vanco
uver, 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 inclu
de 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 t
he viability of the large oyster industry in Washington

State.

After care#ully 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. Nancy Lewis
129 N 144th St
Seattle, WA 98133-6805
(206) 327-9451



Tesoro Savage CBR

Docket. EF-131590 ScopingComment
#1354

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Miche
lle Plante

<michelleplante@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:47 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major crude oil export 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 Northwest co
mmunities. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washington State.

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

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

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

- 1) The nntPntial 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 an a ama ave s ow

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Michelle Plante
326 NE 54th St
Seattle, WA 98105-3732
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of
 Doris Bartel

<dorisbartel@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:47 AM

To: EFSEC(UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

osal

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

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 barrels o
f oil each day being 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 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 prop

osal.

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

sess:

~) ThP potential safety and environmental impacts of a large tra
in-related oil spill or explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in
 Lac-Megantic, ue ec an

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 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 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 
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 emiss
ions on the viability of the large oyster industry in Washing

ton

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mrs. Doris Bartel
10404 California Ave SW
Seattle, WA 98146-1074
(206) 466-2292
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Scoping Comment

#1356

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Laura Boss

<Ivduncan@spacefox.org>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:47 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

_ ~) ThP norential safety and environmental impacts of a large train-related oil 
spill or explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in Lac-Megan
tic, Quebec an a ama ave s own

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 wat
ers and along the shipping route.

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This analysis should 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 cradle-to-grave CO2 emissions on 
the viability of the large oyster industry in Washington

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Laura Boss
3020 SW Thistle St
Seattle, WA 98126-3753



Docket EF-131590

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#1357

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Rolando Rodriguez

<juanyrolando@yahoo.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:47 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 otential safet 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 t ese ris s

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. Rolando Rodriguez
PO Box 1277
Port Orford, OR 97465-1277



Docket EF-131590 TeSo~o savage cBR
Scoping Comment

#1358

From:

Sent:

To:

Subject:

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierrac
lub.org> on behalf of Dale And Seren

a Johnston

<serenamom45@yahoo.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1
1:47 AM

EFSEC(UTC)

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

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

 to urge the Washington Energy Faci
lity Site

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

c 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 be

ing shipped through Spokane, the Col
umbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancou
ver and other Northwest communi

ties. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Was
hington State.

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

ia River, yet offers few jobs in return
.

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

mend the rejection of Tesoro-Savage'
s proposal.

The public safety and environmenta
l impacts of this proposal deserve

 close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC m
ust assess:

and environmental impacts of a l
arge train-related oil spill or explosi

on along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent d
erailm

gown that these risks

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

 extreme danger of the same type of
 oil and tankers

that would be traveling through ou
r communities.

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

town.

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

 and along the shipping route.

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

ain traffic through communities alon
g the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency
 response capabilities in Vancouve

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

other communities along the rail an
d shipping route.

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

e climate change impacts from crude 
oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

viability of the large oyster industry in 
Washington

State.

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

ks associated with the proposed oil te
rminal,

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

 application.



Sincerely,

Mr. Dale And Serena Johnston
19290 S Badger Dr
Oregon City, OR 97045-7660



Tesoro Savage CBR

Docket EF-131590 ScopingComment
#1359

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of
 Ted Lapage

<lapaget@peak.org>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:47 AM

To: EFSEC(UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 201
3-01

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

River

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

tate.

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 urg
e you to recommend the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's prop

osal.

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

s:

~) ThP potential safety and environmental impacts of a large tra
in-related oil spill or explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in 
Lac-Megantic, ue ec an

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular, 
highlighted 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 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 
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 
emissions on the viability of the large oyster industry in Washi

ngton

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Ted Lapage
2026 NW Lance Way
Corvallis, OR 97330-2211
(541) 754-6139



Tesoro Savage CBR

Docket EF-131590 ~oPing Comment

#1360

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Rheama Koonce <petalsfabl

@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:47 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

1 The otential safet 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 t ese ris s

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mrs. Rheama Koonce
8244 SW 171st PI

Beaverton, OR 97007-6787
(503) 828-6062



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR
Scoping Comment
#1361

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on beh
alf of Richard Cummins <snoshu196

@hotmail.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:47 AM

EFSEC(UTC)

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

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

y Site

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

ge 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 W

ashington State.

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

urn.

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

e's proposal.

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

ust assess:

safet and environmental impacts of a large train-r
elated oil spill or explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters 
in Lac-Megantic, ue ec an

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

 oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

g the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response cap
abilities 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, environmenta
l, and climate risks associated with the proposed oil t

erminal,

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Cummins
31591 Coburg Bottom Loop Rd
Eugene, OR 97408-9216
(541) 554-2617
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> 
on behalf of Ardith Arrington <dragon4646

@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:47 A
M

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

hington 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 major c
rude oil export terminal.

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

rough Spokane, the Columbia River

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

-rail is a bad deal for Washington State.

The project comes at a steep price for 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 re

jection ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental imp
acts of this proposal deserve close scrutin

y. For example, EFSEC must assess:

ntial safet and environmental impacts o
f a large train-related oil spill or explosion

 along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment
 disasters in ac- eg ' , 

risks

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

 of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our commu
nities.

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

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spil
l 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 respo
nse capabilities in Vancouver, where oil tr

ains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shi
pping route.

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

e 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, en
vironmental, and climate risks associated wi

th the proposed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Ardith Arrington
9538 Phinney Ave N
Seattle, WA 98103-3026
(206) 669-7651
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From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on b
ehalf of Seana Blake

<funkiemunkee@gmail.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:47 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 Ene

rgy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full envi
ronmental and public safety impact of the joint Tes

oro-Savage proposal

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

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

, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and othe
r Northwest communities. Oil-by-rail is a bad dea

l 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,

 EFSEC must assess:

The otential safety and environmental impacts of a la
rge train-related oil spill or explosion along the rail rou

te in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment isasters in ac- eg ' ,

are far too real. The tragedy in 4uebec, in particu
lar, 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 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 cap
abilities in Vancouver, where oil trains would del

iver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping ro
ute.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This 
analysis 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 
CO2 emissions on the viability of the large oyster in

dustry in Washington

State.

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

 oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Seana Blake
114 W 10th Ave
Ellensburg, WA 98926-2914
(509) 607-9237
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.or
g> on behalf of Shirley Smith

<thiswritersturf@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:47 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

shington Energy Facility Site

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

ct of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

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

hrough Spokane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver 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 c
ommunities 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 rejection ofTesoro-Sava

ge's proposal.

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

. For example, EFSEC must assess:

e otential safety and environmental impact
s of a large train-related oil spill or explos

ion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment
 isas ers in - ' , h t these risks

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

ger of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our comm
unities.

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

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

 shipping route.

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

rough communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency re
sponse capabilities in Vancouver, where 

oil trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shi
pping route.

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

 with the proposed oil terminal,

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



Thank you for your time and consideration in this urgent matter.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Shirley Smith
25115 E Broadway Ave
Apt 3
Veneta, OR 97487-9717
(541) 935-3075
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Herbe
rt Dye

<herb@underwoodinc.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:47 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 barrels of oil ea
ch 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 prop
osal deserve close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

1 The otential safety and environmental impacts of a large train-r
elated oil spill or explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment isasters in ac- ega i ,

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Herbert Dye
32 Ravens View Rd
Underwood, WA 98651-9148
(509) 493-4589
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From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Wayne Urbo
nas

<wurbon@gmail.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:47 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 pu
blic safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

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

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

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

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

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

otential safet and environmental impacts of a large train-relat
ed oil spill or explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in Lac-Me
gantic, ue ec an a

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular, highli
ghted 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 u
nit train traffic through communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Wayne Urbonas
19717 Mt Bachelor Dr Unit 151
Bend, OR 97702-3108
(406) 599-4812
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.or
g> on behalf of Donald Weller

<donald.weller@icloud.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:47 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 985043172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-13159
0, 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 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 rai
l communities and the Columbia River, y

et 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 impac
ts of this proposal deserve close scruti

ny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

ential safe and environmental impacts of a large t
rain-related oil spill or explosion along th

e rail route. in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailmen
t isasters in ac- ' , 

here risk

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

er of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our co
mmunities.

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 t

he 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 re
sponse capabilities in Vancouver, where o

il trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shi
pping route.

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

ange impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

he large oyster industry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the safety, en
vironmental, and climate risks associated

 with the proposed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Donald Weller
14389 S Coast Hwy
South Beach, OR 97366-9613
(541) 867-2923
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on
 behalf of Gina Schneider

<lunapoet@sbcglobal.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:47 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

Energy Facility Site

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

t Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 b
arrels 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 comm
unities and the Columbia River, yet offers few

 jobs in return.

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

oro-Savage's proposal.

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

le, EFSEC must assess:

e otential safet and environmental impacts of
 a large train-related oil spill or explosion along 

the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment di
sasters in ac- e ' ,

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, wh
ich also devastated the town.

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

g route.

3) The transportation and public health 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 ro
ute.

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, enviro
nmental, and climate risks associated with the prop

osed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Gina Schneider
1311 Taft Rd
Freeland, WA 98249-8736
(949)493-3983
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Tove Andvik

<tandvik@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:47 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

11 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, ue ec an a ama ave s~

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 communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in Vancouver, where oil train
s 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 chang
e impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Tove Andvik
PO Box 383
Inchelium, WA 99138-0383
(509) 722-3820
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From:

Sent:

To:

Subject:

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on 
behalf of Darius Mitchell

<dariusmitchell@comcast.net>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:47 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 Washing

ton 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 cr
ude oil export terminal.

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

okane, the Columbia River

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

bad deal for Washington State.

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

few jobs in return.

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

soro-Savage's proposal.

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

mple, EFSEC must assess:

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

the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derai ment . 
isas ers - ' , t 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 communit
ies.

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

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

g route.

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

unities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

d deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shippin
g route.

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

ts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

ster industry in Washington

State.

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

roposed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Darius Mitchell
2727 W Manor PI Apt 202
Seattle, WA 98199-2008
(206) 301-0249
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From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf
 of Rheama Koonce <petalsfabl

@yahoo.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:47 AM

EFSEC (UTC)

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

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

lity Site

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

avage proposal

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

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

lumbia River

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

ashington 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-sav

age's proposal.

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

EC must assess:

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

in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment isasters in ac- ' ,

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in partic
ular, highlighted the extreme danger of the same t

ype of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Washi
ngton 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 cap
abilities 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 ana
lysis should include climate change impacts from cru

de 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 indust

ry in Washington

State.

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

it terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Mrs. Rheama Koonce
8244 SW 171st PI
Beaverton, OR 97007-6787
(503) 828-6062
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of
 Heather Lowe

<heather@heatherlowedesign.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:47 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

oposal

to turn. the Port of Vancouver into a major crude oil e
xport 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 Nor
thwest communities. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washin

gton 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 pr

oposal.

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

ess:

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

n

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in
 Lac- egan ic, u

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 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 pr

oposed

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 
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 emiss
ions on the viability of the large oyster industry in Washi

ngton

State.

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

,

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Heather Lowe
7275 29th Ave NE
Seattle, WA 98115-5851
(206) 525-3909



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#1373

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Carolyn Blackmore 

<cabblackmore@cascadeaccess.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:47 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 barrels of oil each day being shipp
ed 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 Ri
ver, yet offers few jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I urge you to recommend t
he rejection ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental 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 the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in Lac-Megantic, ue ec an a am

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

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 traffi
c through communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in Vancouver, wher
e 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 clima
te change impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Carolyn Blackmore
36477 SE Tumala Mountain Rd
Estacada, OR 97023-9462



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#1374

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behal
f of Chad Halsey

<chaddiwicker@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:47 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

 Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full environm
ental and public safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Sava

ge proposal

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

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

bia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and other No
rthwest communities. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washi

ngton State.

The project comes at a steep price for rail communiti
es 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 ofTesoro-Savage

's proposal.

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

st assess:

z;-Thy--p~tPntial ~af~ty and environmental impacts of a larg
e train-related oil spill or explosion along the rail route i

n

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disaster
s in Lac-Megantic, ue ec an a

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particul
ar, 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 Washing
ton State waters and along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public health impacts of ad
ditional unit train traffic through communities along

 the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

ore oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This analy
sis should include climate change impacts from crude oil a

s well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave CO2 em
issions 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 term

inal,

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Chad Halsey
4065 Market St NE
#21
Salem, OR 97301-1906



Tesoro Savage CBR
Docket EF-131590 scopingcomment

#1375

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on
 behalf of Carole Henry

<xmas Carole@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:47 AM

To: EFSEC(UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

n Energy Facility Site

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

nt Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

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

pokane, 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 projec
t, 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:

]-~—T~ie pntPntial safety and environmental impa
cts of a large train-related oil spill or explosi

on along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment 
disasters in Lac- egan ic, ue

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

me type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communi
ties.

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

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

oute.

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

unities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

 deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping 
route.

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

 from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

ter industry in Washington

State.

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

osed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Carole Henry
6109 Seabeck Holly Rd NW
Seabeck, WA 98380-8866



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#1376

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on beh
alf of Kathleen Newman

<k.a.newman@frontier.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:47 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

 Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full enviro
nmental 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 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 i

n 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, EFS

EC must assess:

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

te in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment isasters in ac- ' ,

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

 type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on 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 cap
abilities in Vancouver, where oil trains would deliv

er and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping ro
ute.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This a
nalysis 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 CO
2 emissions on the viability of the large oyster indus

try in Washington

State.

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

 oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Dr. Kathleen Newman
1553 NE Greensword Dr
Hillsboro, OR 97124-6138
(503) 648-5218



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#1377

From:

Sent:

To:

Subject:

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.o
rg> on behalf of Stacy Holtmann

<stacyholtmann@gmail.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:47
 AM

EFSEC (UTC)

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

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

e Washington Energy Facility Site

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

 impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposa
l

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

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

ped through Spokane, the Columbia River

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

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

The project comes at a steep price for ra
il communities and the Columbia Rive

r, yet offers few jobs in return.

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

he rejection of Tesoro-Savage's proposal.

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

rutiny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

potential safety and environmental imp
acts of a large train-related oil spill or

 explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent
~ 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 c
ommunities.

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

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

ng the shipping route.

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

c through communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency re
sponse capabilities in Vancouver, where

 oil trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and sh
ipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate cha
nge. 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-t
o-grave CO2 emissions on the viability

 of the large oyster industry in Washington

State.

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

iated with the proposed oil terminal,

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

n.



Sincerely,

Ms. Stacy Holtmann
397 Lochwood Dr
Camano Island, WA 98282-8773
(425) 263-2874



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR
Scoping Comment
#1378

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Laura Geiger 

<phantomscrapper_2000@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:48 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full environmental and publi
c 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, Vancouver and other Northwest communitie
s. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washington State.

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

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

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

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

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in Lac- egan ic, ue ec an

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular, highlighted the ext
reme 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 tra
in traffic through communities along the proposed'

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Laura Geiger
4202 O PI NE
Auburn, WA 98002-1236
(253) 334-1067



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

—~
#1379

From: Sierra Club <information@sierrac
lub.org> on behalf of Margaret Rem

ington

<maggie44rem@yahoo.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11

:48 AM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF-13159

0, Application No. 2013-01

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

1 to urge the Washington Energy Fa
cility Site

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

c 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 i
n 380,000 barrels of oil each day

 being shipped through Spokane, the
 Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vanco
uver and other Northwest commun

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

The project comes at a steep price 
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 of Tesoro-Sava
ge's proposal.

The public safety and environme
ntal impacts of this proposal dese

rve close scrutiny. For example, EFS
EC must assess:

~d environmental impacts of a larg
e train-related oil spill or explosion

 along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent d
erailment

t these risks

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

he extreme danger of the same type 
of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through ou
r communities.

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

 town.

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

ers and along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public 
health impacts of additional unit 

train traffic through communities alo
ng the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergen
cy response capabilities in Vanco

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

other communities along the rail a
nd shipping route.

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

lude climate change impacts from cru
de oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

e viability of the large oyster industry
 in Washington

State.

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

sks associated with the proposed oil
 terminal,

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

 application.



Sincerely,

Mrs. Margaret Remington
1307 Buena Ct
Richland, WA 99354-2171



Docket EF-1315.90 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment
#1380

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

<jcacourt@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:48 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

River

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

tate.

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 ur
ge you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's prop

osal.

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

s:

1 The otential safety and environmental impacts of a large trai
n-related oil spill or explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment isasters in ac- ega ' ,

are far too real. The tragedy in 4uebec, 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 dev
astated the town.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Washington St
ate 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 capabili
ties 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 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 Washin

gton

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mr. J C Bettencourt
PO Box 4454
Salem, OR 97302-8454



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#1381

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Lee S
chmidt <leeschmidt1938

@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:48 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket 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 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 prop
osal deserve close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

1 The otential safety and environmental impacts of a large trai
n-related oil spill or explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment isasters in ac- ega ' ,

are far too real. The tragedy in quebec, in particular, hig
hlighted 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 devas
tated the town.

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

3) The transportation and public health impacts of ad
ditional unit train traffic through communities along the propose

d

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 sho
uld 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 
climate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Lee Schmidt
1926 SW Vermont St
Portland, OR 97219-9403
(503) 890-9773



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR
Scoping Comment
#1382

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Robert &Mar
ilyn Wilson

<robmonaw@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:48 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full environmental and pu
blic 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 d
ay being shipped through Spokane, the Columbia River

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

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

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

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

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

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment isasters in ac- e ' ,

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Robert &Marilyn Wilson
208 Gardner Rd
Burlington, WA 98233-2145
(360) 757-8537
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Louann Chapman

<loumura@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:48 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01 to urge the Was
hington 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 th
rough 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 offer
s 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 otential safet and environmental impacts of a large train-related oil spill or explosion al
ong the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in Lac-Megantic, Que ec an 
a ama ave s own ' ~~tr~s~Tisizs

are far too real. The tragedy in 4uebec, 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 throug
h communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mrs. Louann Chapman
2216 A St
Bellingham, WA 98225-3604
(360) 306-1625
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#1384

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

<syeliason@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:48 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon Eliason
73rd St SE
Everett, WA 98203-6826



Docket EF-131590 
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Scoping Comment

#1385

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

<bronwynnevans@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:48 AM

To: EFSEC(UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01 to urge t
he Washington 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 major crude oil export terminal.

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 barrels of oil each day being ship
ped 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 
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 s
pill or explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in Lac- egantic, ue ec an a a

are far too real. The tragedy in 4uebec, 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, wh
ere oil trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate 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 o
f the large oyster industry in Washington

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Bronwen Evans
210-130e15thave
vancouver, WA 986628219
(604) 874-2523
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of David Ludden <aadrunk32102

@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday,. November 13, 2013 11:48 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full environmental and public safety impact of the joint 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 barrels of oil each day being shipped through Spoka
ne, the Columbia River

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

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

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

The public safety and environmental impacts of this proposal deserve close scrutiny. For 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- egantic, ue ec an a a

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 communiti
es along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mr. David Ludden
2401 NE Blakeley St Apt 302
Seattle, WA 98105-3281
(206) 331-9708
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#1387

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Michelle Crow 

<michellecrow@everettdentist.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:48 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Dr. Michelle Crow

6127 St Andrews Dr

Mukilteo, WA 98275-4855
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#1388

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Sally Fulton

<little_ol_possum@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:48 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I urge you to recommend t
he rejection of Tesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental 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 the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent eras ment isas ers in ac- ' ,

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular, highlighted the extrem
e 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 traffi
c through communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in Vancouver, w
here 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 clima
te change impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mrs. Sally Fulton
5300 Parkview Dr Apt 1088
Lake Oswego, OR 97035-8728
(971) 998-3148



Tesoro Savage CBR
Docket EF-131590 ScopingComment

#1389

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of D Stirpe <dolcezza077

@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:48 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA -98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I urge you to recommend the rej
ection of Tesoro-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 spill or 
explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment isasters in ac- egan i ,

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

that would be traveling through our 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 thro
ugh communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This analysis should include climate 
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. D Stirpe
not willing to give out
Portland, OR 97214



Tesoro Savage CBR

Docket EF-131590 ScopingComment

#1390

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Annette Huenke

<amh@olympus.net>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:48 AM

EFSEC (UTC)

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

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-0
1 to urge the Washington Energy Facility Site

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

1 The otential safety and environmental impacts of a large train-related oi
l spill or explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in ac- egan ic, ue

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route. 
,

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Annette Huenke
PO Box 454
Port Townsend, WA 98368-0454
(360) 385-0078



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#1391

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Angie Mason

<angie.innersource@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:48 AM

To: EFSEC(UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

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

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mrs. Angie Mason

PO Box 1152

Phoenix, OR 97535-1152
(541) 840-3790



Docket EF-131590 
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Scoping Comment

#1392

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Carol Davide
k-Waller

<cadawa@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:48 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I urge you to rec
ommend the rejection 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-rel
ated oil spill or explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in Lac-Megan
tic, ue ec an

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in Vancou
ver, 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 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 cradle-to-grave CO2 emissions on
 the viability of the large oyster industry in Washington

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Davidek-Waller
95th St.
NE 95th St
Kirkland, WA 98033-5101
(206) 947-0286



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro SavageCBR
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#1393

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Robert &Marilyn Wilson

<robmonaw@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:48 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full environmental and public safety impact of the joint Tesoro-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 Col
umbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver 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 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 rail r
oute in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in Lac- egantic, ue ec an a ama ave

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Robert &Marilyn Wilson
208 Gardner Rd
Burlington, WA 98233-2145
(360) 757-8537
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Shirley Konizeski

<aumbre@earthlink.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:48 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full environmental and public safety imp
act 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 sh
ipped 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 Ri
ver, yet offers few jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I urge you to recommend t
he rejection ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

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

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

Was ington an eyon ecen e - ~ ,

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

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 traffi
c through communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in Vancouver, w
here 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 clima
te change impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Shirley Konizeski
1314 191st Dr SE
Snohomish, WA 98290-9527
(425) 293-3776
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From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Eileen C
owen

<eileen_cowen@yahoo.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:48 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 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, 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 th
e 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 t
rain-related oil spill or explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent eras men isas ers - ' ,

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular, highli
ghted 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 additional u
nit train traffic through communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in Va
ncouver, 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 clim
ate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Eileen Cowen
715 W 21st St
Vancouver, WA 98660-2427
(360) 601-1555
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Susan
 Dawson

<lapianta@aol.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:48 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2
013-01 to urge the Washington Energy Facility Site

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

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major crude oil export 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, Vancouver and other Northwest c
ommunities. 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 trai
n-related oil spill or explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent eras men isas ers i - ' ,

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 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 u
nit train traffic through communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Dawson
17855 W Spring Lake Dr SE
Renton, WA 98058-0612
(425) 432-3879
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From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of James Waddell <jmwa
dde1103

@yahoo.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:48 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 sa
fety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in—Ca~~eg~ic
, ue~ ec e~~ -~~~'•~,

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 an
d along the shipping route.

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This analysis should 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 yon to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's 
application.



Sincerely,

Mr. James Waddell
7806 SW Village Greens Cir
Wilsonville, OR 97070-9467
(503) 694-8085
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Mike Mccormick

<talkingstickty@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:48 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket Nb. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01 to urge t
he Washington Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full environmental and public safety i
mpact 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 ship
ped 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 th
e rejection ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

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

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

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment isasters in ac- egan i ,

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 alo
ng 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 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 ass
ociated with the proposed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Mike Mccormick
1414 NE 70th St
Seattle, WA 98115-5633
(206) 525-9998
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of
 Jerry Nokes <gfn1939

@msn.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 11:48 AM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

oposal

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

 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 
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 prop

osal.

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

ss:

The otential safet and environmental impacts of a large t
rain-related oil spill or explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters 
in Lac- egan ic, u

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 add
itional unit train traffic through communities along the pro

posed

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 
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 emiss
ions on the viability of the large oyster industry in Washi

ngton

State.

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

,

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Jerry Nokes
5025 N Irrigon St
Newman Lake, WA 99025-9504
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#1400

From: 
Sierra Club <information@s

ierraclub.org> on behalf of M
arga Larson

<mal_cpa@yahoo.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2

013 11:48 AM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF

-131590, Application No. 201
3-01

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

n No. 2013-01 to urge the W
ashington Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to
 assess the full environment

al and public safety impact
 of the joint Tesoro-Savage pr

oposal

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

ort terminal.

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

il each day being shipped t
hrough Spokane, the Columbi

a River

Gorge National Scenic Area,
 Vancouver and other North

west communities. Oil-by-r
ail 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 i
mpacts of this project, I urge 

you to recommend the reje
ction ofTesoro-Savage's propo

sal.

The public safety and envi
ronmental impacts of this pr

oposal deserve close scruti
ny. For example, EFSEC must as

sess:

t and environmental impac
ts of a large train-related 

oil spill or explosion along the 
rail route in

Washington and beyond. Re
cent derailment isas ers i - ' , labama have shown that thes

e risks

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

highlighted the extreme dan
ger of the same type of oil an

 tan ers

that would be traveling th
rough our communities.

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

evastated the town.

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

on State waters and along th
e shipping route.

3) The transportation and p
ublic health impacts of add

itional unit train traffic thro
ugh communities along the pr

oposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating eme
rgency response capabiliti

es 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 cl
imate change. This analysis 

should include climate chang
e impacts from crude oil as we

ll as

tar sands oil from cradle to
 grave.

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

issions on the viability of th
e large oyster industry in Wash

ington

State.

After carefully considering t
he safety, environmental, a

nd climate risks associated 
with the proposed oil terminal

,

respectfully ask you to reco
mmend the rejection ofTes

oro-Savage's application.



Sincerely,

Ms. Marga Larson
PO Box 778
Marcola, OR 97454-0778
(541) 684-0476


