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#1951

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Melissa Hess <sucia0521

@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:17 PM

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 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. Melissa Hess

3112 Racine St Apt 113

Bellingham, WA 98226-6670
(360) 244-2446
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#1952

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclu
b.org> on behalf of Steve Hersch

<sphhpsh@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:1
7 PM

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-1
31590, Application No. 2013-01 to urg

e the Washington Energy Facility Site

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

y impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage pr
oposal

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

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

ipped through Spokane, the Columbia 
River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouve
r and other Northwest communities

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

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

 River, yet offers few jobs in return.

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

 the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's propos
al.

The public safety and environmental 
impacts of this proposal deserve clo

se scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must ass
ess:

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

 oil spill or explosion along the rail route 
in

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

bec and Alabama have shown that thes
e risks

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

me danger of the same type of oil and t
ankers

that would be traveling through our c
ommunities. 

_

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

n.

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

long the shipping route.

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

ic through communities along the propos
ed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency r
esponse capabilities in Vancouver, whe

re oil trains would deliver and store oil
, and

other communities along the rail and
 shipping route.

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

ate change impacts from crude oil as we
ll as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

ity of the large oyster industry in Washing
ton

State.

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

ociated with the proposed oil terminal,

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

ation.



Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Hersch
15305 78th Ave NE
Kenmore, WA 98028-4635
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> 
on behalf of Hal Glidden

<hglid@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:17 PM

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-13159
0, Application No. 2013-01 to urge the Was

hington Energy Facility Sete

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

t of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

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

ough Spokane, the Columbia River

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

rail is a bad deal for Washington State.

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

offers few jobs in return.

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

ection ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

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

. For example, EFSEC must assess:

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

 the rail route in

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

abama 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 commu
nities.

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

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

shipping route.

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

gh communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

ins would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and ship
ping route.

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

nge impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-gr
ave 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 r
ejection ofTesoro-Savage's application.



Sincerely,

Mr. Hal Glidden
419 Briar Rd
Bellingham, WA 98225-7809
(360) 778-3583
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf
 of Karen Lundblad

<kklundblad@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:17 PM

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 Si

te

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 o
f oil each day being shipped through Spokane, the Columbi

a River

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

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

roposal.

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

assess:

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

in

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

e risks

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

nd tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

posed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capab
ilities in Vancouver, where oil trains would deliver and sto

re oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

ll as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

ashington

State.

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

minal,

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Lundblad
86140 Garden Valley Rd
Eugene, OR 97405-9640
(541) 747-4455



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment
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From: 
Sierra Club <information@sie

rraclub.org> on behalf of Margare
t Damico

<gretdam@earthlink.net>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2013

 1:17 PM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC}

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF-1

31590, 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 as
sess the full environmental an

d public safety impact of the jo
int Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

rminal.

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

ch day being shipped through S
pokane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, V
ancouver and other Northwest

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

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

he Columbia River, yet offers fe
w jobs in return.

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

 recommend the rejection of Te
soro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environ
mental impacts of this proposa

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

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

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

Washington and beyond. Recent
 derailment disasters in Lac-

Megantic, Quebec and Alabama 
have shown that these risks

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

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

that would be traveling throu
gh our communities.

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

d the town.

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

e waters and along the shipping
 route.

3) The transportation and publi
c health impacts of additiona

l unit train traffic through commu
nities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emerge
ncy response capabilities in V

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

other communities along the rail
 and shipping route.

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

include climate change impacts 
from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to gra
ve.

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

 on the viability of the large oy
ster industry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the 
safety, environmental, and cli

mate risks associated with the pro
posed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recomm
end the rejection of Tesoro-Sa

vage's application.



Sincerely,

Dr. Margaret Damico
506 Park Ave
Langley, WA 98260-9626

z
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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.o
rg> on behalf of Stewart Holmes <sholme

s714

@gmail.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:17 P
M

EFSEC (UTC)

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

Please reject the Tesoro-Savage's pr
oposal.to ship oil by rail from Vancouver

.

We need to get off the fossil fuel band
wagon and start conserving. The best w

ay to stop the train is to put the foot on

the brake, not the accelerator.

Sincerely,

Dr. Stewart Holmes

5888 SW Englewood Ave

Corvallis, OR 97333-3959

(541) 753-9000



Tesoro Savage 
CBR

Docket EF-131590 ~op~ng Comment

#1957

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf
 of Diane Smith <zetaclaw@q.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:17 PM

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 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 ofthis project, I urge y
ou to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's propo

sal.

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

s:

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-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 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 add
itional unit train traffic through communities along the pro

posed

oil-by-rail route.

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

nd

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 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 of Teso
ro-Savage's application.

Sincerely,



Ms. Diane Smith
1234 Chuckanut
Bellingham, WA 98229-6914
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Docket EF-131590 Scoping Comment

#1958

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 Rebecca Ansh
ell Song

<ranshell@gmail.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:17 PM

EFSEC (UTC)

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

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Application No. 2013-01 t
o 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 
being 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-rela
ted 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 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 wate
rs and along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public health impacts of additional unit t
rain 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 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 th
e 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. Rebecca Anshell Song
13519 119th Ave NE
Kirkland, WA 98034-2158
(425) 269-1451
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#1959

From: Sierra Club <information@sierradub.org> on behalf of Ken Weeks

<kjweeks@embargmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:17 PM

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 Washin
gton 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 t
hrough Spokane, the Columbia River

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

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

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I urge you to recommend the r
ejection 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 dange
r of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Ken Weeks
4 Luftfeld Rd
Lyle, WA 98635-9460
(509) 365-0026



Tesoro Savage 
CBR

Docket EF-131590 ScopingComment

#1960

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of
 Leila Gill <Ifjgill@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:17 PM

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,

Absolutely the wrong direction, too late in time to pursue 
this any further.

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 Columb

ia River

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

ton 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 p
roposal deserve close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must

 assess:

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

e 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 Washingt
on State waters and along the shipping route.

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

posed

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 

well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave CO2 emi
ssions on the viability of the large oyster industry in 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. Leila Gill
40697 SE Kubitz Rd
Sandy, OR 97055-8517
(508) 281-0183
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L-

From: Sierra Club <information@sierracl
ub.org> on behalf of Douglas Mount

<dougmount@juno.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:1
7 PM

To: EFSEC(UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, A
pplication 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-13
1590, Application No. 2013-01 to ur

ge the Washington Energy Facility Site

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

ty impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage pr
oposal

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

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

hipped through Spokane, the Columbia 
River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancou
ver and other Northwest communiti

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

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

River, yet offers few jobs in return.

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

nd the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's pro
posal.

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

se scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must ass
ess:

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

oil spill or explosion along the rail route 
in

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

Quebec and Alabama have shown that t
hese risks

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

eme danger of the same type of oil and
 tankers

that would be traveling through ou
r communities.

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

.

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

 along the shipping route.

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

raffic through communities along the pr
oposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency 
response capabilities in Vancouver,

 where oil trains would deliver and store
 oil, and

other communities along the rail and
 shipping route.

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

ate change impacts from crude oil as wel
l as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

ty of the large oyster industry in Washi
ngton

State.

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

ssociated with the proposed oil terminal
,

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

ation.



Sincerely,

Mr. Douglas Mount
14630 438th Ave SE
PO Box 1347
North Bend, WA 98045-9212
(425) 831-4857
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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> o
n behalf of Tanya Priest

<lovejasontanya@yahoo.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:17 PM

EFSEC (UTC)

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

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-13159
0, 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 380,00
0 barrels of oil each day being shipped thr

ough Spokane, the Columbia River

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

rail is a bad deal for Washington State.

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

fers few jobs in return.

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

tion ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental impac
ts 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 Al

abama have shown that these risks

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

er of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communi
ties.

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

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

ipping route.

3) The transportation and public health im
pacts of additional unit train traffic throug

h communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

s would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and ship
ping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. T
his 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-gr
ave CO2 emissions on the viability of the la

rge 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 rej
ection ofTesoro-Savage's application.



Sincerely,

Ms. Tanya Priest
84963 Battle Creek Rd
Eugene, OR 97402-9201
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#1963

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Avram No
vick <avram97520

@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:17 PM

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 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 Col
umbia River, yet offers few jobs in return.

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

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

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

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

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular, 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 w
aters 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 r
isks associated with the proposed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Avram Novick
532 Scenic Dr
Ashland, OR 97520-1641
(541) 552-0873



Docket EF-131590 
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Scoping Comment

#1964

From: Sierra Club <information@sierrac
lub.org> on behalf of Ronald Snell <

rsnell2

@comcast.net>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:

17 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-1315
90, 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. E
F-131590, Application No. 2013-01

 to urge the Washington Energy Faci
lity Site

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

c 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 
Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vanco
uver and other Northwest communit

ies. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Wa
shington State.

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

umbia River, yet offers few jobs in r
eturn.

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

ommend the rejection of Tesoro-Savag
e's proposal.

The public safety and environment
al impacts of this proposal deserv

e close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC
 must assess:

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

elated oil spill or explosion along the 
rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent d
erailment disasters in Lac-Megan

tic, Quebec and Alabama have show
n that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Que
bec, 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 ex
plosion, which also devastated the 

town.

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

s and along the shipping route.

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

rain traffic through communities alon
g the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This. includes evaluating emergenc
y response capabilities in Vanco

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

other communities along the rail an
d shipping route.

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

de climate change impacts from cru
de oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

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,

Mr. Ronald Snell
14222 108th Ave NE
Kirkland, WA 98034-4475
(425) 814-5698
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#1965

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Kent
 Huxel

<sierraclubdotorg @gorgewarehouse.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:17 PM

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 an
d public safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

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

r

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

e.

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

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

l.

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

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

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

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

s

that would be traveling through our communities.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion, which also 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 addition
al 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, an

d

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

on

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Kent Huxel
1934 E Isaacs Ave # 192
Walla Walla, WA 99362-2255



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR
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#1966

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Caroline Poulas

<caroline.poulas@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:17 PM

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,

Ms. Caroline Poulas
17430 Ambaum Blvd S Apt 56
Burien, WA 98148-1781
(206) 248-3840
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Scoping Comment

#1967

From: 
Sierra Club <information@sierrac

lub.org> on behalf of Peg Caliendo

<visioning@earthlink.net>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2013 

1:17 PM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF-1315

90, 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 F
acility Site

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

lic safety impact of the joint Teso
ro-Savage 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, Vanc
ouver and other Northwest commu

nities. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal fo
r Washington State.

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

olumbia River, yet offers few jobs
 in return.

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

ommend the rejection of Tesoro-Sa
vage's proposal.

The public safety and environme
ntal impacts of this proposal dese

rve close scrutiny. For example,
 EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and envir
onmental impacts of a large train-r

elated oil spill or explosion along t
he rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent d
erailment disasters in Lac-Megant

ic, Quebec and Alabama have show
n that these risks

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

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

that would be traveling through o
ur communities.

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

 town.

Z) The increased risk of an oil tan
ker spill on Washington State wate

rs and along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public 
health impacts of additional unit

 train traffic through communities a
long the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergen
cy response capabilities in Vanc

ouver, where oil trains would delive
r and 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 c
rude 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 the

 viability of the large oyster indust
ry in Washington

State.

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

isks associated with the proposed 
oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recommend
 the rejection ofTesoro-Savage'

s application.



Sincerely,

Ms. Peg Caliendo
6500 SE Ivon St
Portland, OR 97206-1251
(503) 771-9297



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro SavageCBR

Scoping Comment

#1968

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of
'Wanda Unger

<wandajoy@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:17 PM

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, Applicati
on No. 2013-01 to urge the Washington Energy Facility Si

te

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full environme
ntal 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 o
f oil each day being shipped through Spokane, the Colum

bia River

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

ton State.

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

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

 proposal.

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

st assess:

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

ute in

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

ese risks

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

nd tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

re oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

hington

State.

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

al,

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



sincerely,

Ms. Wanda Unger
572138th Ave NE
Seattle, WA 98105-2208
(206) 525-8627
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Scoping Comment

#1969

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Lauri
e Fisher

<lauriefisher@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:17 PM

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 of Tesoro-Savage's proposal.

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

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

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

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular, highli
ghted the extreme danger of the same type of oil and 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 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 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-
Savage's application.



Sincerely,

Mrs. Laurie Fisher
10414 SW Bonanza Way
Tigard, OR 97224-4339



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#1970

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Judit
h Maron-Friend

<judiemaronfriend@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:17 PM

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 t
erminal.

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

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver 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 ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

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

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

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

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular, hig
hlighted the extreme danger of the same type of oil and 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 St
ate waters and along the shipping route.

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This analysis 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 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 ofTesoro-
Savage's application.



Sincerely,

Ms. Judith Maron-Friend
8725 NE Broadway St
Portland, OR 97220-5630
(503) 234-5678



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#1971

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

<instinctuallogic@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:17 PM

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 Rive
r, yet offers few jobs in return.

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

The public safety and environmental impacts of this proposal deserve close 
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 tra
ffic 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 
of 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 applic
ation.



Sincerely,

Mr. David Kelley
321 N Mountain Ave Apt A
Ashland, OR 97520-1285
(240) 316-0217



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#1972

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Lynette S
churman

<lynetteschurman@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:17 PM

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. 201
3-01 to urge the Washington Energy Facility Site

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

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

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

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and other Northwest co
mmunities. 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 
recommend 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 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-Megant
ic, quebec and Alabama have shown that these risks

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Lynette Schurman
7729 78th Loop NW
Olympia, WA 98502-9679
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Bob Farrell

<bobjpfar@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:17 PM

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,

Mr. Bob Farrell

6307 California Ave SW
Seattle, WA 98136-1892
(206) 339-8719
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From: 
Sierra Club <information@sierr

aclub.org> an behalf of Sharon C
ochran <redcat535

@comcast.net>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2013

 1:17 PM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF-131

590, 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 E
nergy Facility Site

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

public safety impact of the joint
 Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

inal.

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

 day being shipped through Spok
ane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Va
ncouver and other Northwest co

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

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

e Columbia River, yet offers few
 jobs in return.

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

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

The public safety and environme
ntal impacts of this proposal d

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

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

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

Washington and beyond. Recent
 derailment disasters in Lac-Me

gantic, Quebec and Alabama hav
e shown that these risks

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

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

that would be traveling throug
h our communities.

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

 the town.

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

 waters and along the shipping r
oute.

3) The transportation and public
 health impacts of additional un

it train traffic through communit
ies along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emerge
ncy response capabilities in Va

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

other communities along the rai
l and shipping route.

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

nclude climate change impacts f
rom crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

 the viability of the large oyster i
ndustry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the saf
ety, environmental, and climat

e risks associated with the propos
ed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recommen
d the rejection ofTesoro-Savag

e's application.



Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon Cochran
13106E 11th Ave
Spokane Vly, WA 99216-0616
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf
 of Deborah Cruz

<dwcruz@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:17 PM

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, Applicati
on No. 2013-01 to urge the Washington Energy Facility Site

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

proposal

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

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

a River

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

ton 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 p

roposal.

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

 assess:

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

ute 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 a

nd tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion, which also de
vastated 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 

proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

re oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route,

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

ll as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave CO2 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 of Teso
ro-Savage's application.



Sincerely,

Mrs. Deborah Cruz
1454 Willeys Lake Rd
Ferndale, WA 98248-9774
(360) 392-8552
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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,

Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#1976

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Victor
ia Urias

<vickiurias@comcast.net>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:17 PM

EFSEC(UTC)

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

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

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full 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 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 potential safety 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-Megantic, quebec and Alabama have shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular, highli
ghted the extreme danger of the same type of oil and 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 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 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 ofTesoro-
Savage's application.



Sincerely,

Ms. Victoria Urias
14001 35th Ave NE
Seattle, WA 98125-3705
(206) 367-6959
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Docket EF-131590 ScopingComment

#1977

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Anatta Blackmarr

<anatta@sandoth.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:17 PM

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,

Ms. Anatta Blackmarr
14207 SE Fairoaks Ave
Oak Grove, OR 97267-1099
(503) 901-3700
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#1978

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

<prenderop@harbornet.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:17 PM

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 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 ap{~lication.



Sincerely,

Miss Catherine Prendergast
1015 N Sheridan Ave
Tacoma, WA 98403-1528
(253) 627-6376
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#1979

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Linda Hicks

<linda.hicks@bayareahospital.org>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:18 PM

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,

Ms. Linda Hicks

1660 N 16th St

Coos Bay, OR 97420-2163
(541) 756-4042
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Docket EF-131590 ScopingComment

#1980

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Cheryl Biale

<ytwolf@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:18 PM

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,

Ms. Cheryl Biale

7711 Greenridge St SW

Olympia, WA 98512-2336
(360) 754-7727
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#1981

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Meighan Pritchard

<meighan.pritchard@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:18 PM

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,

Ms. Meighan Pritchard
102 W Boston St
Seattle, WA 98119-2639
(206) 283-2642
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#1982

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Jan Fluter

<janfluter@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:18 PM

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 Washing
ton 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 crude 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 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 ofTe
soro-Savage's proposal.

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

1) The potential safety and environmental 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 h
ave shown that these risks

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in Vancouver, where oil trains w
ould 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 f
rom crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Jan Fluter
12492 240th PI NE
Redmond, WA 98053-6279



Tesoro Savage CBR

Docket EF-131590 ScopingComment

#1983

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

<maryvorachek@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:18 PM

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. Mary Vorachek

68016th St NE

Salem, OR 97301-2622



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#1984

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

<barbaraandchuck@nehalemtel.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:18 PM

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. Barbara Mclaughlin
10788 Neptune Way
Nehalem, OR 97131-9782
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Mike Alexander

<mikejalexander@msn.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:18 PM

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 of Tesoro-Savage's application.



Sincerely,

Mr. Mike Alexander

6525 83rd Ave SE

Snohomish, WA 98290-5804

(425) 760-3801



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR
Scoping Comment
#1986

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Diane Deno

<dddeno@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:18 PM

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 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 jo
bs 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, EFS
EC 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 sho
wn 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 al
ong 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 in
dustry 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,

Mrs. Diane Deno
608 Priest Point Dr NW
Tulalip, WA 98271-6825
(360) 651-7946
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of
 Laura Goldberg

<dickandlaura@peoplepc.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:17 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

fVov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Please reject Tesoro-Savage's application for an oil termi
nal in the Port of Vancouver.

Must ask that you consider:

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

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

 risks

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

kers

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

sed

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 wel

l 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 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 of Tesoro
-Savage's application.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laura Goldberg

9225 N Cedarvale Loop Rd

Arlington, WA 98223-8677

(360) 435-5455
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Katherine Evans

<katherine.evans0@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:18 PM

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. Katherine Evans

516 31st Ave

Seattle, WA 98122-6322

(206) 328-8234
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Niele Gillooly

<surfnguida@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:18 PM

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 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. Niele Gillooly

4006 Greenwood Ave N

Seattle, WA 98103-7051
(512) 576-3641
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Kelly Brignell

<brignellwilson@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:18 PM

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,

OMG Really? I lived through this in my childhood and it was

disastrous for the coastal eco-systems (our life support!). DO NOT KEEP REPEATING THE SAME MISTAKES!

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.



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

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kelly Brignell
1747 SW Sunset Blvd
Portland, OR 97239-2629
(503) 293-1335
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Kate Anderson <kander1965
@icloud.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:18 PM

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. Kate Anderson

505 N Margaret Ave

Deer Park, WA 99006

(509) 202-7037
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Emily Day

<emilyday@dancingcolors.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:18 PM

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. Emily Day
5180 Nighthawk Rd
PO Box 61
Langley, WA 98260-9572
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Rosie Lindsey

<lyleandrosie@spiritone.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:18 PM

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 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. Rosie Lindsey

3265 SE Madison St
Portland, OR 97214-4248
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Kathleen Bissell

<myfunbeads@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:18 PM

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,

Ms. Kathleen Bissell

23158 SW Cinnamon Hill PI

Sherwood, OR 97140-8924
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of and Mrs John &Polly Wood

<machjuan@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:18 PM

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 propos
al

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 Sta
te.

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 r
isks

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 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 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. and Mrs John &Polly Wood
POB

Hood River, OR 97031
(541) 555-1212
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#1996

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

<jimrobj@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:18 PM

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 Washing
ton 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 crude 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 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 exam
ple, 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 s
ame type of oil and tankers

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mr. James Roberts
215 S Ellis St
Palouse, WA 99161-8700
(509) 878-1631
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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 Peter &Ana Marshall

<psmarshall@comcast.net>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:18 PM

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Peter &Ana Marshall
3030 109th Ave SE

Bellevue, WA 98004-7535
(425) 453-9287



Docket EF-131590 S~oping Comme

nt

#1998

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Claire Hartwell
<claire.hartwell@frontier.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:18 PM

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,

Ms. Claire Hartwell

4720 SW Beech Dr

Beaverton, OR 97005-3417

(503) 350-1521
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Julie Kangas-Walker
<juliedwin@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:18 PM

To: EF~EC (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,

Ms. Julie Kangas-Walker

15200 SW Crown Dr Unit 3

Tigard, OR 97224-2675
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Larry &Louise Gales
<larry.gales@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 1:18 PM
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. Larry &Louise Gales

15838 34th Ave NE

Lake Forest Park, WA 98155-6543


