
Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2551

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Nicholas Smit

<ns_miticholas@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:18 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,

Mr. Nicholas Smit

1099 NW 167th St

Shoreline, WA 98177-3850
(206) 850-9119



DOCket E F-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2552

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

<annieceis@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:18 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 p
roposal

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 prop
osal.

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 we
ll as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Perry
1115 Lenora Ct
Bellingham, WA 98225-6816
(360) 734-7541
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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

#2553

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf
 of Dan And Christine Jepsen

<alpinevineyards@actionnet.net>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:18 PM

EFSEC (UTC)

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

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

lity Site

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

avage proposal

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

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

lumbia River

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

ashington State.

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

eturn.

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

age's proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts of thi
s 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 rai

l route in

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

n that these risks

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

pe of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

ng the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

er and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

e oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

ry in Washington

State.

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

oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Dr. Dan And Christine Jepsen
25904 Green Peak Rd
Monroe, OR 97456-9773
(541) 424-5851



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2554

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.
org> on behalf of William Brinkman

<willprague@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:18 
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-1
31590, Application No. 2013-01 to ur

ge the Washington Energy Facility Site

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

 impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage prop
osal

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

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

hipped through Spokane, the Columbia 
River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouv
er and other Northwest communities

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

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

ver, yet offers few jobs in return.

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

d the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's propos
al.

The public safety and environmental
 impacts of this proposal deserve cl

ose scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must asse
ss:

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

oil spill or explosion along the rail route 
in

Washington and beyond. Recent derai
lment disasters in Lac-Megantic, Qu

ebec and Alabama have shown that thes
e risks

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

eme danger of the same type of oil and t
ankers

that would be traveling through our co
mmunities.

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

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

along the shipping route.

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

ffic through communities along the pr
oposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency r
esponse capabilities in Vancouver, wh

ere oil trains would deliver and store o
il, and

other communities along the rail and 
shipping route.

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

te 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 assoc

iated with the proposed oil terminal,

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

ation.



Sincerely,

Mr. William Brinkman
180 Harbor Sq Loop NE
Bainbridge Island, WA 98110-2449



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2555

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on 
behalf of Roy Munroe <roymunroe9041

@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:18 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

n Energy Facility Site

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

nt Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

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

okane, the Columbia River

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

d deal for Washington State.

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

few jobs in return.

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

esoro-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 impa
cts of a large train-related oil spill or explosio

n along the rail route in

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

 have shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in quebec, in 
particular, highlighted the extreme danger of th

e same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communi
ties.

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

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

g route.

3) The transportation and public health impac
ts 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 wo

uld deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shippin
g route.

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

ts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

ster industry in Washington

State.

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

roposed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Roy Munroe
127 Decatur St NW
Olympia, WA 98502-5220
(360) 534-9263



Docket EF-131590 
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Scoping Comment

#2556

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on beha
lf of Jack Shively <jalesh@msn.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:18 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

 Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full envir
onmental 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 barr
els of oil each day being shipped through Spokane, 

the Columbia River

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

 for Washington State.

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

 in return.

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

avage's proposal.

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

SEC must assess:

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

g the rail route in

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

n that these risks

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

e of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities
.

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

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

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

along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabi
lities in Vancouver, where oil trains would delive

r and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route
.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This an
alysis should include climate change impacts from 

crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

stry in Washington

State.

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

oil terminal,

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

Sincerely,



Mr. Jack Shively
750 SE Meadowood Dr
Winston, OR 97496-8552



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2557

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Gregry Loomis

<gregryloomis@msn.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:18 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. Gregry Loomis

833013th Ave NW

Seattle, WA 98117-4205
(206) 789-6778



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2558

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierrac
lub.org> on behalf of Rebekah Angu

s

<bekah.angus@gmail.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:
18 PM

EFSEC(UTC)

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

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

1 to urge the Washington Energy Fa
cility Site

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

c safety impact of the joint Tesoro-S
avage 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 da

y being shipped through Spokane, t
he Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vanco
uver and other Northwest commun

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

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

lumbia River, yet offers few jobs i
n return.

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

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

The public safety and environme
ntal impacts of this proposal dese

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

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

related oil spill or explosion along the
 rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent 
derailment 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 t

he extreme danger of the same type
 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.

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

ers and along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public 
health impacts of additional unit 

train traffic through communities al
ong the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergenc
y response capabilities in Vanco

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

other communities along the rail an
d shipping route.

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

ude climate change impacts from cr
ude 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 ris

ks associated with the proposed oi
l terminal,

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

 application.



Sincerely,

Mrs. Rebekah Angus
1108 Eckerson Rd
Centralia, WA 98531-2118



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2559

From: Sierra Club <information@sierrac
lub.org> on behalf of Janice Lee Med

vin

<janice@robtobias.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:

18 PM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF-13159

0, Application No. 2013-01

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

1 to urge the Washington Energy F
acility Site

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

c safety impact of the joint Tesoro
-Savage proposal

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

l.

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

y being shipped through Spokane, t
he Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vanco
uver and other Northwest commu

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

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

mbia River, yet offers few jobs in r
eturn.

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

commend the rejection ofTesoro-Sava
ge's proposal.

The public safety and environme
ntal impacts of this proposal dese

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

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

related oil spill or explosion along the
 rail route in

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

c, Quebec and Alabama have shown
 that these risks

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

he extreme danger of the same typ
e of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through o
ur communities.

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

he town.

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

ers and along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public 
health impacts of additional unit 

train traffic through communities al
ong the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergenc
y response capabilities in Vanco

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

other communities along the rail an
d 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 cradl
e-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 ris

ks associated with the proposed oi
l terminal,

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

 application.



Sincerely,

Ms. Janice Lee Medvin
PO Box 10651
Eugene, OR 97440-2651



Tesoro Savage CBR

Docket EF-131590 Scoping Comment

#2560

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.or
g> on behalf of Bruce Beaton

<beatonpix@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:18 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 Wa

shington Energy Facility Site

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

ct of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

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

d through Spokane, the Columbia River

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

by-rail is a bad deal for Washington State.

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

t offers few jobs in return.

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

rejection ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

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

ny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

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

ll or explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailmen
t disasters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and 

Alabama have shown that these risks

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

nger of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our comm
unities.

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

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

the shipping route.

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

rough communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency resp
onse capabilities in Vancouver, where oil

 trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shi
pping route.

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

change impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

f the large oyster industry in Washington

State.

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

 with the proposed oil terminal,

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

n.



Sincerely,

Mr. Bruce Beaton
10027 Interlake Ave N
Seattle, WA 98133-9411



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage C8R

Scoping Comment

#2561

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclu
b.org> on behalf of Yael Dragwyla <p

olaris93

@aol.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:1
8 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 t

o urge the Washington Energy Facil
ity Site

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

 safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Sa
vage proposal

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

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

ing shipped through Spokane, the Co
lumbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vanc
ouver and other Northwest commun

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

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

bia River, yet offers few jobs in ret
urn.

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

end the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's
 proposal.

The public safety and environmen
tal impacts of this proposal deser

ve close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC 
must assess:

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

ted oil spill or explosion along the r
ail route in

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

 Quebec and Alabama have shown th
at these risks

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

 extreme danger of the same type of
 oil and tankers

that would be traveling through ou
r communities.

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

 town.

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

s and along the shipping route.

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

in traffic through communities along
 the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency
 response capabilities in Vancouve

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

other communities along the rail a
nd shipping route.

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

e climate change impacts from crude
 oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

iability of the large oyster industry in
 Washington

State.

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

s associated with the proposed oil t
erminal,

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

application.



Sincerely,

Ms. Yael Dragwyla
747 N 135th St Apt 644
Seattle, WA 98133-7438
(206) 365-9849
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Docket EF-131590 ScopingComment

#2562

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Randall Ayers

<allphourus@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:18 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 s
afety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in Lac-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 th
e town.

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Randall Ayers
14000 SE Cascde Prk Dr Apt 30
Vancouver, WA 98683-8707
(973) 962-6985



Tesoro Savage CBR

Docket EF-131590 ScopingComment
#2563

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on
 behalf of Eileen Chieco

<ekchieco@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:18 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 985043172

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 env
ironmental and public safety impact of the joint T

esoro-Savage proposal

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

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

kane, the Columbia River

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

d deal for Washington State.

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

ew jobs in return.

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

oro-Sava.ge's proposal.

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

le, EFSEC must assess:

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

along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment di
sasters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Alabama hav

e shown that these risks

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

me type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communiti
es.

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 impact
s of additional unit train traffic through communit

ies along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shippin
g 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 C
O2 emissions on the viability of the large oyster

 industry in Washington

State.

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

posed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Dr. Eileen Chieco
1000 Frank Hill Rd
Ashland, OR 97520-9167
(541) 488-6420
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org>
 on behalf of Galen Davis

<neorenfield@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:18 P
M

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

shington Energy Facility Site

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

ct of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

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

hrough Spokane, the Columbia River

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

y-rail is a bad deal for Washington State.

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

et offers few jobs in return.

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

ection of Tesoro-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 o

r explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailmen
t disasters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec an

d Alabama have shown that these risks

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

ger of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our comm
unities.

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

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

 the shipping route.

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

rough communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency resp
onse capabilities in Vancouver, where oil

 trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shi
pping route.

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

ge impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

 large oyster industry in Washington

State.

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

with the proposed oil terminal,

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

.



Sincerely,

Mr. Galen Davis
9114 8th Ave NE
Seattle, WA 98115-2811
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#2565

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Peter Guerrero 

<studio374photography@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:18 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,

Mr. Peter Guerrero
816 O St
Port Townsend, WA 98368-4024
(510) 421-1071
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#2566

From: 
Sierra Club <information@si

erraclub.org> on behalf of Sp
encer Selander

<spencerselander@yahoo.co
m>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2

013 6:18 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, Applicatio

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

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) t
o assess the full environme

ntal and public safety impac
t of the joint Tesoro-Savage p

roposal

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

rt terminal.

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

 oil each day being shipped t
hrough Spokane, the Columbi

a River

Gorge National Scenic Area,
 Vancouver and other Nort

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

on State.

The project comes at a steep
 price for rail communitie

s and the Columbia River, ye
t offers few jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching im
pacts of this project, I urge 

you to recommend the reje
ction of Tesoro-Savage's pro

posal.

The public safety and envi
ronmental impacts of this p

roposal deserve close scruti
ny. For example, EFSEC must 

assess:

1j The potential safety and 
environmental impacts of a 

large train-related oil spill or
 explosion along the rail route

 in

Washington and beyond. Rec
ent derailment disasters i

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

se risks

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

ghlighted the extreme dan
ger of the same type of oil and

 tankers

that would be traveling thro
ugh our communities.

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

evastated the town.

2) The increased risk of an o
il tanker spill on Washingt

on State waters and along t
he shipping route.

3) The transportation and 
public health impacts of ad

ditional unit train traffic thr
ough communities along the 

proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating eme
rgency response capabiliti

es in Vancouver, where oil tr
ains would deliver and store o

il, and

other communities along th
e rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on c
limate change. This analysi

s 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-grave CO2 em

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

hington

State.

After carefully considering th
e safety, environmental, an

d climate risks associated w
ith the proposed oil terminal

,

respectfully ask you to recom
mend the rejection ofTeso

ro-Savage's application.



Sincerely,

Mr. Spencer Selander
341 Pioneer Ave NE
PO Box 363
Castle Rock, WA 98611-9233
(360) 274-6536
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#2567

From: 
Sierra Club <information@sier

raclub.org> on behalf of Tamara Tu
rner <oct102002

@msn.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2013 

6:18 PM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF-13

1590, 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 Ene
rgy Facility Site

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

public safety impact of the joint Te
soro-Savage proposal

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

minal.

PLEASE consider the future as yo
u examine the proposal.

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

ay being shipped through Spoka
ne, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, V
ancouver and other Northwest c

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

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

 Columbia River, yet offers few job
s in return.

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

 recommend the rejection of Tes
oro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environm
ental impacts of this proposal de

serve close scrutiny. For example,
 EFSEC must assess:

1} The potential safety and envir
onmental impacts of a large train

-related oil spill or explosion along
 the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent
 derailment disasters in Lac-Meg

antic, Quebec and Alabama hav
e shown that these risks

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

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

that would be traveling throug
h 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 publ
ic health impacts of additional

 unit train traffic through communi
ties 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 rai
l and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on clima
te change. This analysis should 

include climate change impacts fr
om crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grav
e.

5) The impact of the project's c
radle-to-grave COZ 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,

Ms. Tamara Turner
1931 E Calhoun St
Seattle, WA 98112-2644
(206) 325-9481



Docket EF-131590 sop gCommen
R

#2568

From: Sierra Club <information@sierra
club.org> on behalf of Charles Jones

<charlesjayjones@frontier.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6
:18 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. 2013-01 t

o urge the Washington Energy Facil
ity Site

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

 safety impact of the joint Tesoro-S
avage proposal

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

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

being shipped through Spokane, the 
Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vanco
uver and other Northwest commun

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

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

mbia River, yet offers few jobs in re
turn.

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

mmend the rejection ofTesoro-Savag
e's proposal.

The public safety and environmental
 impacts of this proposal deserve 

close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC m
ust assess:

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

lated 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 Que
bec, in particular, highlighted th

e extreme danger of the same type o
f oil and tankers

that would be traveling through o
ur communities.

Forty-seven people died in that exp
losion, 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 t

rain traffic through communities alo
ng the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergenc
y response capabilities in Vanco

uver, where oil trains would delive
r and store oil, and

other communities along the rail
 and shipping route.

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

e climate change impacts from cru
de oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cra
dle-to-grave CO2 emissions on the 

viability of the large oyster industr
y in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the sa
fety, environmental, and climate 

risks associated with the proposed 
oil terminal,

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

s application.



Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Jones
10220 3rd Ave SE Apt 518
Everett, WA 98208-3986
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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@sierracl
ub.org> on behalf of Catherine Macra

e

<catherinemacrae8@gmail.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6
: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 Facili
ty Site

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

safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Sava
ge proposal

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

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

ng shipped through Spokane, the Col
umbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vanco
uver and other Northwest commun

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

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

bia River, yet offers few jobs in retur
n.

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

mend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's
 proposal.

The public safety and environmental
 impacts of this proposal deserve cl

ose scrutiny. For example, EFSEC mus
t assess:

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

ed 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
 these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Queb
ec, in particular, highlighted the e

xtreme danger of the same type of oil
 and tankers

that would be traveling through ou
r communities.

Forty-seven people died in that expl
osion, 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 tra

in traffic through communities along
 the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergenc
y response capabilities in Vancouv

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

other communities along the rail a
nd shipping route.

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

e climate change impacts from crude
 oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cra
dle-to-grave CO2 emissions on the 

viability of the large oyster industry i
n Washington

State.

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

sks associated with the proposed oil te
rminal,

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

application.



Sincerely,

Mrs. Catherine Macrae
10919 NE 344th St
La Center, WA 98629-3543
(360) 263-4504
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#2570

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.
org> on behalf of Marlene Olveda

<marleneolveda@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:19
 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

ge the Washington Energy Facility Site

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

impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage prop
osal

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

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

pped through Spokane, the Columbia R
iver

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouve
r 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 R

iver, 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 propo
sal.

The public safety and environmental i
mpacts of this proposal deserve close 

scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

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

l spill or explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent der
ailment disasters in Lac-Megantic, Qu

ebec and Alabama have shown that the
se risks

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

me danger of the same type of oil and tank
ers

that would be traveling through our co
mmunities.

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

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

along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public hea
lth impacts of additional unit train tr

affic through communities along the pro
posed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency re
sponse capabilities in Vancouver, whe

re oil trains would deliver and store oi
l, and

other communities along the rail and s
hipping route.

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

y of the large oyster industry in Washing
ton

State.

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

iated with the proposed oil terminal,

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

n.



Sincerely,

Ms. Marlene Olveda
3713 N Michigan Ave
Portland, OR 97227-1146
(503) 282-4998



DOCICet EF-131590 Scop ng Comme

nt

#2571

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 Harrison Kutz

<r_kutz@ymail.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:19 PM

EFSEC(UTC)

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

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

Energy Facility Site

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

soro-Savage proposal

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

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 barr
els of oil each day being shipped through Spok

ane, 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 comm
unities and the Columbia River, yet offers few

 jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of this proje
ct, I urge you to recommend the rejection of Te

soro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts o
f this proposal deserve close scrutiny. For exampl

e, EFSEC must assess:

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

 along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disa
sters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Alabama have

 shown that these risks

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

e type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities
.

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

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

ute.

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

ities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

eliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping ro
ute.

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

from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave C
O2 emissions on the viability of the large oyste

r industry in Washington

State.

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

osed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Harrison Kutz
18802 92nd Ave W
Edmonds, WA 98020-2316



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2572

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of William Roozen

<willroozen@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:19 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. William Roozen

382448th Ave NE
Seattle, WA 98105-5227
(206) 525-5577



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2573

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclu
b.org> on behalf of Patricia Hawley

<patriciachawley@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:1
9 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-1
31590, Application No. 2013-01 to

 urge the Washington Energy Facility
 Site

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

fety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage
 proposal

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

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

g shipped through Spokane, the Columb
ia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vanco
uver and other Northwest communit

ies. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washi
ngton State.

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

a River, yet offers few jobs in return.

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

end the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's 
proposal.

The public safety and environmental 
impacts of this proposal deserve c

lose scrutiny. For example, EFSEC mus
t assess:

1) The potential safety and environm
ental impacts of a large train-relate

d oil spill or explosion along the rail rou
te in

Washington and beyond. Recent d
erailment disasters in Lac-Megantic,

 Quebec and Alabama have shown tha
t these risks

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

reme danger of the same type of oil and
 tankers

that would be traveling through our
 communities.

Forty-seven people died in that expl
osion, which also devastated the to

wn.

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

d along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public hea
lth impacts of additional unit train t

raffic through communities along th
e proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency 
response capabilities 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 c
hange. This analysis should include

 climate change impacts from crude o
il as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

bility of the large oyster industry in Was
hington

State.

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

associated with the proposed oil termin
al,

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

plication.



Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Hawley
4908 Deception Cir .
Oak Harbor, WA 98277-9707



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2574

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

<martinzunigamdl@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:19 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 p
roposal

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 Washingt
on State.

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Dr. Martin Zuniga
825 Midland Way
Brookings, OR 97415-9732



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro swage cBR
Scoping Comment
#2575

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Rebecca DeGeorge

<rdegeorge@pacaccess.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:19 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. Rebecca DeGeorge
3724 38th Ave S

Seattle, WA 98144-7126



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage C

BR

Scoping Comment

#2576

From: 
Sierra Club <information@sierra

club.org> on behalf of Chris Smith

<mojofilms@yahoo.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6

:19 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 Energ
y Facility Site

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

lic safety impact of the joint Tesor
o-Savage proposal

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

al.

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

y being shipped through Spokane,
 the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vanc
ouver and other Northwest comm

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

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

lumbia River, yet offers few jobs in
 return.

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

commend the rejection of Tesoro-S
avage's proposal.

The public safety and environm
ental impacts of this proposal des

erve close scrutiny. For example,
 EFSEC must assess:

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

related oil spill or explosion along th
e rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent 
derailment disasters in Lac-Megan

tic, Quebec and Alabama have sh
own that these risks

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

the extreme danger of the same typ
e of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through 
our communities.

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

he town.

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

ers and along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public 
health impacts of additional unit

 train traffic through communities 
along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emerge
ncy response capabilities in Van

couver, where oil trains would deliv
er and store oil, and

other communities along the rail
 and shipping route.

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

clude 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 t

he viability of the large oyster indu
stry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the safe
ty, environmental, and climate 

risks associated with the proposed
 oil terminal,

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

s application.



Sincerely,

Mr. Chris Smith
46021 SE 137th St
North Bend, WA 98045-8864
(425) 246-9132



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2577

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on 
behalf of Leslie Mckay

<leslievmckay@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:19 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

ergy Facility Site

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

t Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 b
arrels of oil each day being shipped through Spok

ane, the Columbia River

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

l for Washington State.

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

bs in return.

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

o-Savage's proposal.

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

le, EFSEC must assess:

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

ong the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment di
sasters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Alabama hav

e shown that these risks

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

me type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communiti
es.

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

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

route.

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

es along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

 deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping ro
ute.

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

om crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave C
O2 emissions on the viability of the large oyster

 industry in Washington

State.

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

ed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Leslie Mckay
3030 W Commodore Way
Seattle, WA 98199-1203



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2578

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclu
b.org> on behalf of Samuel Berg <sbe

r6415

@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:1
9 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 t

o urge the Washington Energy Facility Sit
e

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

fety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savag
e proposal

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

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

ing shipped through Spokane, the Colu
mbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancou
ver and other Northwest communiti

es. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washin
gton State.

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

a River, yet offers few jobs in return
.

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

nd the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's pr
oposal.

The public safety and environmenta
l impacts of this proposal deserve 

close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC mus
t assess:

1) The potential safety and enviro
nmental impacts of a large train-rela

ted oil spill or explosion along the rail r
oute in

Washington and beyond. Recent der
ailment disasters in Lac-Megantic, Q

uebec and Alabama have shown that
 these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in. Queb
ec, in particular, highlighted the ext

reme danger of the same type of oil a
nd tankers

that would be traveling through our
 communities.

Forty-seven people died in that expl
osion, which also devastated the to

wn.

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

d along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public hea
lth impacts of additional unit train

 traffic through communities along the 
proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergenc
y response capabilities in Vancouve

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

other communities along the rail an
d shipping route.

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

limate change impacts from crude 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 vi

ability of the large oyster industry in Wa
shington

State.

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

associated with the proposed oil termin
al,

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

lication.



Sincerely,

Mr. Samuel Berg
29601 NE David Ln
Newberg, OR 97132-6457
(503) 538-1865



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2579

From: 
Sierra Club <information@sie

rraclub.org> on behalf of Kay Ell
ison

<ellisonka@yahoo.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2013

 6:19 PM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF-13

1590, Application No. 2013-01

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Recently I have been at a marina 
where a small amount of oil wa

s spilled in the water. You've s
een the same, a rainbow

of color over the surface of the 
water. If you watch, it slides 

around, then gets on things nea
rby. If you've thought

about swimming, you avoid th
at part

of the lake or river. If you are not willing to swim
 there, obviously

animals that live in the water d
on't want to either. But they 

don't have a choice.

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

2013-01 to urge the Washingt
on Energy Facility Site

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

d public safety impact of the joi
nt Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

terminal. .

After carefully considering the s
afety, environmental, and clim

ate risks associated with the p
roposed oil terminal,

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

vage's application.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kay Ellison

4303 NE 14th Ave

Vancouver, WA 98663-3606

(360) 696-4840



Docket E F-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2580

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Toni Fran
klin <toni5158

@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:19 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. 20
13-01 to urge the Washington Energy Facility Site

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

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

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

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

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

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

The public safety and environmental impacts of this proposa
l 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-Me
gantic, quebec and Alabama have shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular, highlig
hted 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 additiona
l unit train traffic through communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Toni Franklin
123 Panorama PI
Friday Harbor, WA 98250-8432



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2581

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 Michael Renfrow

<pdxbeartooth@yahoo.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:19 PM

EFSEC (UTC)

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

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

ton 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 cru
de 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 com
munities and the Columbia River, yet offers 

few jobs in return.

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

n ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental impact
s of this proposal deserve close scrutiny. For

 example, EFSEC must assess:

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

on along the rail route in

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

a have shown that these risks

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

 same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our commun
ities.

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

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

ng route.

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

mmunities 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. T
his analysis should include climate change imp

acts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

yster industry in Washington

State.

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

e proposed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Renfrow
205 NE 58th Ave
Portland, OR 97213-3805
(503) 236-1553



Docket E F-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2582

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.
org> on behalf of Ken Adams

< rx4health@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:19 P
M

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-13
1590, Application No. 2013-01 to ur

ge the Washington Energy Facility Site

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

 impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage prop
osal

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 sh

ipped through Spokane, the Columbia 
River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancou
ver 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 recommen

d the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's propos
al.

The public safety and environmental i
mpacts of this proposal deserve close

 scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and environm
ental 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 these
 risks

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

eme danger of the same type of oil and ta
nkers

that would be traveling through our 
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 healt
h impacts of additional unit train traff

ic through communities along the propo
sed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency r
esponse capabilities in Vancouver, w

here oil trains would deliver and store oi
l, and

other communities along the rail and 
shipping route.

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

te change impacts from crude oil as well
 as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

y of the large oyster industry in Washin
gton

State.

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

ociated with the proposed oil terminal,

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

ation.



Sincerely,

Mr. Ken Adams
20501 63rd PI W
Lynnwood, WA 98036-7430
(425) 775-8338
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> o
n behalf of Horst Pfand

<pfand@frontier.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:19 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Applicati
on 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 Washingt

on 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 thro

ugh Spokane, the Columbia River

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

s 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 reject

ion of Tesoro-Savage's proposal.

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

or example, EFSEC must assess:

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

osion along the rail route in

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

a 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 commun
ities.

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

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

pping route.

3) The transportation and public health i
mpacts 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 w

ould deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipp
ing 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-gra
ve CO2 emissions on the viability of the large 

oyster industry in Washington

State.

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

 the proposed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Horst Pfand
32 Geer Cir
Port Orford, OR 97465-9517
(541) 332-8445
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org
> on behalf of Stephen Anderle

<stephen.anderle@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:19 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-131590,
 Application No. 2013-01 to urge the Was

hington Energy Facility Site

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

t of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

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

rough Spokane, the Columbia River

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

-rail is a bad deal for Washington State.

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

offers few jobs in return.

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

jection of Tesoro-Savage's proposal.

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

iny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

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

r explosion along the rail route in

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

labama 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 communi
ties.

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

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

 shipping route.

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

ugh communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency respon
se capabilities in Vancouver, where oil trai

ns would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipp
ing route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. T
his analysis should include climate chang

e impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

 large oyster industry in Washington

State.

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

with the proposed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Stephen Anderle
10719 47th St E
Edgewood, WA 98372-2203
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#2585

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclu
b.org> on behalf of Linda Silver

<silver.linda@ymail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:
19 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,

We are on the verge of a disaster wh
ich is why I'm writing regarding Doc

ket No. EF-131590, Application No. 
2013-01 to

urge the Washington Energy Facility S
ite Evaluation Council (EFSEC} to ass

ess the full environmental and public 
safety

impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage p
roposal to turn the Port of Vancouve

r into a major crude oil export termina
l.

If approved, the plan would result i
n 380,000 barrels of oil each day bei

ng shipped through Spokane, the Colum
bia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouve
r and other Northwest communitie

s. 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 of Tesoro-Savage's pr
oposal.

The public safety and environmental 
impacts of this proposal deserve clo

se scrutiny. For example, EFSEC mus
t assess:

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

 oil spill or explosion along the rail rou
te in

Washington and beyond. Recent der
ailment disasters in Lac-Megantic, Q

uebec and Alabama have shown that
 these risks

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

eme danger of the same type of oil and
 tankers

that would be traveling through our 
communities.

Forty-seven people died in that explos
ion, which also devastated the tow

n.

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

 along the shipping route.

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

traffic through communities along the
 proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency 
response capabilities in Vancouver, wh

ere oil trains would deliver and store
 oil, and

other communities along the rail an
d shipping route.

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

limate 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 via

bility of the large oyster industry in Was
hington

State.

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

associated with the proposed oil termin
al,

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

ication.



Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Silver
8328 SE 19th Ave
Portland, OR 97202-7311
(952) 588-0809
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#2586

From: 
Sierra Club <information@sie

rraclub.org> on behalf of Ais
linn Feyre-cild

<aislinnnightmoon@hotmail.c
om>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 20

13 6:19 PM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF-1

31590, 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 N

o. 2013-01 to urge the Wash
ington Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to
 assess the full environment

al and public safety impact o
f the joint Tesoro-Savage propo

sal

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

t terminal.

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

l each day being shipped th
rough Spokane, the Columbia R

iver

Gorge National Scenic Area, 
Vancouver and other Northwe

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

ate.

The project comes at a steep
 price for rail communities a

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

Based on the far reaching im
pacts of this project, I urge yo

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

l.

The public safety and envir
onmental impacts of this prop

osal deserve close scrutiny.
 For example, EFSEC must asses

s:

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

ge train-related oil spill or ex
plosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Rec
ent derailment disasters in 

Lac-Megantic, Quebec and Al
abama have shown that these 

risks

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

hlighted the extreme dange
r of the same type of oil and ta

nkers

that would be traveling thro
ugh our communities.

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

astated the town.

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

 State waters and along the s
hipping route.

3) The transportation and 
public health impacts of addit

ional unit train traffic throu
gh communities along the prop

osed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emer
gency response capabilities

 in Vancouver, where oil trai
ns would deliver and store oil, a

nd

other communities along the
 rail and shipping route.

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

should include climate chang
e impacts from crude oil as we

ll as

tar sands oil from cradle to gr
ave.

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

ions on the viability of the l
arge oyster industry in Washing

ton

State.

After carefully considering the
 safety, environmental, and

 climate risks associated wit
h the proposed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recom
mend the rejection ofTesor

o-Savage's application.



Sincerely,

Ms. Aislinn Feyre-cild
1510 13th Ave S Apt 204
Seattle, WA 98144-3449
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> o
n behalf of Peter Kuentzel <kp223

@bellsouth.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:19 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Applica
tion 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, A
pplication No. 2013-01 to urge the Washington

 Energy Facility Site

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

int Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

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

 Spokane, the Columbia River

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

 deal for Washington State.

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

ew jobs in return.

Based on the far reaching impacts of this proj
ect, 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 impa
cts of a large train-related oil spill or explos

ion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment d
isasters in Lae-Megantic, Quebec and Alabama 

have shown that these risks

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

 same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communiti
es.

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

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

ing route.

3) The transportation and public health impac
ts of additional unit train traffic through comm

unities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

d deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping r
oute.

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

ts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

oyster industry in Washington

State.

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

roposed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Kuentzel
PO Box 580
Lopez Island, WA 98261-0580
(305) 661-4358
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#2588

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.
org> on behalf of Kimm Carter

<yogikimm@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:19 
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-131
590, Application No. 2013-01 to urge t

he Washington Energy Facility Site

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

impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposa
l

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a maj
or 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 Rive
r

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

Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washington St
ate.

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

iver, yet offers few jobs in return.

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

 the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's proposa
l.

The public safety and environmental i
mpacts of this proposal deserve close s

crutiny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and environment
al impacts of a large train-related oil 

spill or explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derai
lment disasters in Lac-Megantic, Quebe

c and Alabama have shown that these ris
ks

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

danger of the same type of oil and tanker
s

that would be traveling through our co
mmunities.

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

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

ong the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public hea
lth impacts of additional unit train traf

fic through communities along the propos
ed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency 
response capabilities in Vancouver, wh

ere oil trains would deliver and store oil, an
d

other communities along the rail and
 shipping route.

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

te change impacts from crude oil as well a
s

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

f the large oyster industry in Washingto
n

State.

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

ociated with the proposed oil terminal,

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

n.



Sincerely,

Ms. Kimm Carter
320 21st St
Springfield, OR 97477-5039
(360) 778-3010



Tesoro Savage CBRDocket EF-131590 s~op~ngcomment
#2589

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Richard Eisler

<richardeisler@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:19 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 of Tesoro-Savage's application.



Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Eisler

5014 SE Bybee Blvd

Portland, OR 97206-8320
(503) 775-0453



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR
Scoping Comment
#2590

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Peter Marcoe

<kaulyn@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:19 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 sh
ipped through Spokane, the Columbia River

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

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

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I urge you to recommend 
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-relate
d oil spill or explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in Lac-Megantic, 4
uebec and Alabama have shown that these risks

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Marcoe
4431 16th Ave SE
Lacey, WA 98503-2666
(360) 339-2339



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2591

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Frank Leeds

<frankoleeds@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:19 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 slong 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. Frank Leeds
119 Greenleaf Ave
Eugene, OR 97404-2665
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Scoping Comment
#2592

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Karen Kirkwood

<kirkwoodweaver@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:19 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 Ene
rgy Facility Site

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

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

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. Karen Kirkwood

608 Pleasant St

Walla Walla, WA 99362-3368

1
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Joe Anderson

<joeandersondesign@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:19 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. Joe Anderson

PO Box 44

Lummi Island, WA 98262-0044

(360) 758-7573
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Sean Bailey

<sbailey@drizzle.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:19 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. Sean Bailey

9726 Evanston Ave N

Seattle, WA 98103-3134
(206) 555-1212
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Raymond Evans

<rayevans@mac.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:19 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. Raymond Evans

33915 53rd Ave S

Auburn, WA 98001-9700

(253) 833-6930
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Lani Lee <melange8l

@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:19 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, 4uebec and Alabama have shown that these risks

are far too r-eal. 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. Lani Lee
1954 Conifer Dr
Ferndale, WA 98248-9776
(360) 380-1934
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of
 Lee Ann Greaves <leeanngl

@me.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:19 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, 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 p

roposal

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

proposal.

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

ssess:

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, h
ighlighted the extreme danger of the same type of oil an

d 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 termi

nal,

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



Sincerely,

Mrs. Lee Ann Greaves
13810E 41st Ave
Spokane, WA 99206-9332



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2598

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Jim Powell <jepowell99

@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:19 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 985043172

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. Jim Powell

3223 36th Ave W

Seattle, WA 98199-2503
(206) 284-1762
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#2599

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Linda Geiser <Igeiser2003
@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:19 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. Linda Geiser

629 NW 33rd St

Corvallis, OR 97330-5039
(541) 754-0153
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Alan Lish <maje17274

@cedarcomm.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 6:19 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. Alan Lish

17729 25th Ave NE

Marysville, WA 98271-4723

(360) 652-9227


