
Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR
Scoping Comment
#2851

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Ian Cartwright
<iancmd@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:19 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,

Dr. Ian Cartwright

820 NW 12th Ave Apt 324

Portland, OR 97209-3047

(503) 227-0524



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR
Scoping Comment
#2852

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Mick B

<mwlkuabio@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:19 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. Mick B

Around The Way

Eugene, OR 97401



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2853

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub
.org> on behalf of Judith Demarsh

<jademars@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:19
 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-13
1590, Application No. 2013-01 to ur

ge the Washington Energy Facility Site

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

y impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage pro
posal

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 communitie

s. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washingto
n 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 o
f this project, I urge you to recommend

 the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's propo
sal.

The public safety and environmental
 impacts of this proposal deserve clos

e 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 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 tan
kers

that would be traveling through our 
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 heal
th impacts of additional unit train traff

ic through communities along the propo
sed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency re
sponse capabilities in Vancouver, wh

ere oil trains would deliver and store oil
, and

other communities along the rail and s
hipping route.

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

ate change impacts from crude oil as wel
l as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

y of the large oyster industry in Washingt
on

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 applicat

ion.



Sincerely,

Ms. Judith Demarsh
6526 NE 171st PI
Kenmore, WA 98028-3932
(425) 488-9950



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2854

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.o
rg> on behalf of Mary Rastler

<therastlers@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:47 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-1315
90, Application No. 2013-01 to urge th

e Washington Energy Facility Site

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

mpact of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a 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 River

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

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

The praject 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 thi
s project, I urge you to recommend the

 rejection of Tesoro-Savage's proposal.

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

tiny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

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

ill or explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derail
ment 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 com
munities.

Forty-seven people died in that explosio
n, 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 traffi

c through communities along the propose
d

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency re
sponse capabilities in Vancouver, where

 oil trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and sh
ipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate 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 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 application

.



Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Rastler
PO Box 408
Gleneden Beach, OR 97388-0408
(541) 764-2149



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR
Scoping Comment
#2855

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Robert Gabriel

<doctorob@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:47 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 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 b
eing shipped through Spokane, the Columbia River

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in 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 inclu
de climate change impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Dr. Robert Gabriel
3125 36th Ave NE Unit C
Olympia, WA 98506-2618
(360) 489-0131



Docket E F-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2856

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf o
f James Woodruff

<tobydrexler@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 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, Applicat
ion No. 2013-01 to urge the Washington Energy Facility Si

te

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

proposal

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

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

bia River

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

ngton State.

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

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I ur
ge 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 r

oute in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in
 Lac-M~gantic, Quebec and Alabama have shown that the

se risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular,
 highlighted 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 de
vastated the town.

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

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

he proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabiliti
es in Vancouver, where oil trains would deliver and stor

e oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This analy
sis should include climate change impacts from crude 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 viability of the large oyster industry in

 Washington

State.

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

l,

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



Sincerely,

Mr. James Woodruff
10750 17th Ave SW
Seattle, WA 98146-2021
(206) 444-4774



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2857

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Jerry Wheele
r

<born2hike@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 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 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 be
ing shipped through Spokane, the Columbia River

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

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

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

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

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

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

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular, highlighted the e
xtreme 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 t
rain traffic through communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Jerry Wheeler
13356 35th Ave S
Tukwila, WA 98168-3906
(206) 242-9344



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2858

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub
.org> on behalf of Daniel Lowell <djlowell

46

@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 P
M

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

e the Washington Energy Facility Site

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

mpact of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposa
l

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 shi

pped through Spokane, the Columbia Riv
er

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver
 and other Northwest communities.

 Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washington S
tate.

The project comes at a steep price for 
rail communities and the Columbia 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 proposa
l.

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

scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

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

il 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 these
 risks

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

 danger of the same type of oil and tanke
rs

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 sp
ill on Washington State waters and al

ong the shipping route.

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

 through communities along the propose
d

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency re
sponse capabilities in Vancouver, whe

re oil trains would deliver and store oil, an
d

other communities along the rail and s
hipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate chan
ge. 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 Washingt
on

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 applicat

ion.



Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Lowell
17 Shorewood Dr
Bellingham, WA 98225-7753
(360) 756-6502



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2859

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on beha
lf of Yvonne Winsor

<alexisalexandra@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 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, Appl
ication No. 2013-01 to urge the Washington Energy

 Facility Site

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

-Savage proposal

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

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

e Columbia River

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

or Washington State.

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

n return.

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

proposal.

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

SEC must assess:

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

 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 ty

pe of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

long the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

er and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping rout
e.

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

 crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

l terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Mrs. Yvonne Winsor
25 Topflite Ln
Sunriver, OR 97707



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR
Scoping Comment
#2860

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Anita Waytz <gan
dalf2659

@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:47 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. 2013-0
1 to urge the Washington Energy Facility Site

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

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major crude oil export 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 Col
umbia River, yet offers few jobs in return.

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

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

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

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in Lac-Megant
ic, 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 
train traffic through communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This analysis should incl
ude 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 ri
sks associated with the proposed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Mrs. Anita Waytz
11 Yearling PI
Bellingham, WA 98229-7781



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2861

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org
> on behalf of Marygail Sullivan

<mgsully@gbpackersfan.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:47 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 Washi

ngton Energy Facility Site

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

 of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major
 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 an
d other Northwest communities. Oil-by-

rail is a bad deal for Washington State.

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

 offers few jobs in return.

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

ection of Tesoro-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 i
mpacts of a large train-related oil spill or

 explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailme
nt 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 dang

er of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our commu
nities.

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

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

he 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 resp
onse capabilities in Vancouver, where oil tra

ins would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and ship
ping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change.
 This analysis should include climate 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-gr
ave CO2 emissions on the viability of the

 large oyster industry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the safety, envi
ronmental, and climate risks associated wi

th the proposed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Marygail Sullivan
1429 SW 14th Ave Apt 104
Portland, OR 97201-6083
(503) 735-0204
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.
org> on behalf of Elaine Wu <ewu@umic

h.edu>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:47
 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 i

mpact of the joint Tesoro-Savage propos
al

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 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 Riv

er, 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 proposa
l.

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

utiny. 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 derail
ment disasters in Lac-Megantic, Quebe

c 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 tanker
s

that would be traveling through our c
ommunities.

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 al

ong the shipping route.

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

c through communities along the propose
d

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency res
ponse capabilities in Vancouver, where

 oil trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and sh
ipping route.

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

e change impacts from. crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

y of the large oyster industry in Washingt
on

State.

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

ociated with the proposed oil terminal,

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

n.

Sincerely,



Ms. Elaine Wu
3244 NW 59th St
Seattle, WA 98107-3331
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org
> on behalf of Jan Rose

<thecatta9tales@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:47 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, Appli
cation 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 Washi

ngton 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 ba
rrels 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 c
ommunities and the Columbia River, yet offer

s 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 explo

sion along the rail route in

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

abama have shown that these risks

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

f the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communit
ies.

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 imp
acts of additional unit train traffic through c

ommunities 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. Thi
s analysis should include climate change imp

acts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

oyster industry in Washington

State.

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

e proposed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Jan Rose
2706 SE 138th Ave
Portland, OR 97236-2875



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2864

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierraclu
b.org> on behalf of Dylan Schechtel

<dylan.schechtel@gmail.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8
:47 PM

EFSEC (UTC)

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

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

o urge the Washington Energy Facility
 Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to asses
s 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 i
n 380,000 barrels of oil each day be

ing shipped through Spokane, the Co
lumbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancou
ver and other Northwest communi

ties. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Wash
ington 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 o
f this project, I urge you to recomm

end the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's
 proposal.

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

lose scrutiny. For example, EFSEC mu
st assess:

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

ted oil spill or explosion along the rai
l 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 o
ur communities.

Forty-seven people died in that exp
losion, which also devastated the 

town.

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

 and along the shipping route.

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

n 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 s
tore oil, and

other communities along the rail a
nd shipping route.

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

 climate change impacts from crude 
oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

iability of the large oyster industry in W
ashington

State.

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

s associated with the proposed oil te
rminal,

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

plication.



Sincerely,

Ms. Dylan Schechtel
716 W 9th St
The Dalles, OR 97058-1408
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Tim Kearney <timkearney02

@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:47 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I urge you to recommend the rejection 
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 t
he 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 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. This analysis should include climate change impact
s from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Tim Kearney
200518th Ave NE
Issaquah, WA 98029-7375
(425) 444-2029
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org
> on behalf of Caroline Allen

<hdjourneylady@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:47 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, App
lication 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 W

ashington Energy Facility Site

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

act 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-b

y-rail is a bad deal for Washington State.

The project comes at a steep price for rai
l communities and the Columbia River,

 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 impac
ts of this proposal deserve close scrut

iny. 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 derail
ment 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 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 
impacts of additional unit train traffic thr

ough communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency res
ponse capabilities in Vancouver, where 

oil trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and ship
ping route.

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

ange impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

 the large oyster industry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the safety, e
nvironmental, and climate risks associate

d with the proposed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Caroline Allen
12 211th PI SE
Sammamish, WA 98074-7038
(425) 392-8771
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclu
b.org> on behalf of Bette Lu Krause

<bettelukrause@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8
:47 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

urge the Washington Energy Facility 
Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess t
he 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 bei

ng shipped through Spokane, the Colum
bia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vanco
uver and other Northwest communit

ies. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Wash
ington State.

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

ia River, yet offers few jobs in return.

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

mend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's
 proposal.

The public safety and environmental
 impacts of this proposal deserve 

close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC mus
t assess:

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

ed oil spill or explosion along the rail rou
te in

Washington and beyond. Recent de
railment disasters in Lac-M~gantic,

 Quebec and Alabama have shown th
at these risks

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

eme danger of the same type of oil and
 tankers

that would be traveling through ou
r communities.

Forty-seven people died in that exp
losion, which also devastated the to

wn.

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

nd 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 emergency 
response capabilities in Vancouver, 

where oil trains would deliver and sto
re oil, and

other communities along the rail a
nd shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate ch
ange. 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 cradl
e-to-grave CO2 emissions on the vi

ability of the large oyster industry in Was
hington

State.

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

ssociated with the proposed oil termin
al,

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

plication.



Sincerely,

Ms. Bette Lu Krause
27806 L PI
Ocean Park, WA 98640-4423
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Esther Conway

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

<estherc@olypen.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:47 PM

EFSEC(UTC)

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

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

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

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

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 barrels of oil each day being 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 Columbi
a River, yet offers few jobs in return.

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

The public safety and environmental impacts of this proposal deserve close 
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, Queb
ec 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 tow
n.

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in Vancouve
r, 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 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 a
ssociated with the proposed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Dr. Esther Conway
1723 Redwood St
Port Townsend, WA 98368-3714
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From: 
Sierra Club <information@sier

raclub.org> on behalf of Elizabeth
 Rosenthal 

<elizabethemmetrosenthal@yaho
o.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2013

 8:47 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. 2

013-01 to urge the Washington 
Energy Facility Site

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

public safety impact of the joint 
Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

rminal.

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

 day being shipped through Spo
kane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, V
ancouver and other Northwest 

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

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

 Columbia River, yet offers few
 jobs in return.

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

recommend the rejection ofTeso
ro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environm
ental impacts of this proposal 

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

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

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

Washington and beyond. Recent
 derailment disasters in Lac-M

egantic, Quebec and Alabama h
ave shown that these risks

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

ted the extreme danger of the s
ame 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 t
anker spill on Washington State 

waters and along the shipping ro
ute.

3) The transportation and public
 health impacts of additional 

unit train traffic through communi
ties along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emerge
ncy response capabilities in V

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

other communities along the. rail and shipping route.

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

 include climate change impacts
 from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to gra
ve.

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

 on the viability of the large oyst
er industry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the 
safety, environmental, and cli

mate risks associated with the pro
posed oil terminal,

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

ge's application.



Sincerely,

Mrs. Elizabeth Rosenthal
18808 Ashworth Ave N
Shoreline, WA 98133-4026
(206) 542-4979
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From: 
Sierra Club <information@si

erraclub.org> on behalf of Ja
n Polychronis

<jp04sail@yahoo.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 20

13 8:47 PM

To: 
EFSEC(UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF-1

31590, Application No. 2013
-01

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket N
o. EF-131590, Application 

No. 2013-01 to urge the Wash
ington Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to 
assess the full environmenta

l and public safety impact o
f the joint Tesoro-Savage propos

al

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

t terminal.

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

 each day being shipped thr
ough Spokane, the Columbia Ri

ver

Gorge National Scenic Area, V
ancouver and other Northwe

st 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 off
ers few jobs in return.

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

 to recommend the rejectio
n of Tesoro-Savage's proposal.

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. Rece
nt derailment disasters in L

ac-Megantic, Quebec and Ala
bama have shown that these ri

sks

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

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

ers

that would be traveling throu
gh 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 sh
ipping route.

3) The transportation and pub
lic health impacts of addit

ional unit train traffic through
 communities along the propo

sed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emer
gency response capabilitie

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

, and

other communities along the
 rail and shipping route.

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

ould include climate change i
mpacts from crude oil as well

 as

tar sands oil from cradle to gr
ave.

5j 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 with
 the proposed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recom
mend the rejection ofTesoro

-Savage's application.



Sincerely,

Ms. Jan Polychronis
PO Box 639
The Dalles, OR 97058-0639
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From:

Sent:
To:

Subject:

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Polly Taylor

<pollyktaylor@comcast.net>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:47 PM

EFSEC(UTC)

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

1) The potential safety and environmental impacts of a large train-related oil spill or explosion alon
g 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 communitie
s along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Polly Taylor
312 18th Ave SE
Olympia, WA 98501-2302
(360) 943-3554 ,
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Michael Harris

<newgrowth@live.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:47 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 Wash
ington Energy Facility Site

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters 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 dang
er of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Dr. Michael Harris
1931 Madison St
Eugene, OR 97405-2434
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From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.
org> on behalf of Barbara McLean

<bkitty@hevanet.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:47
 PM

EFSEC (UTC)

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

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

e the Washington Energy Facility Site

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

mpact of the joint Tesoro-Savage propo
sal

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 shi

pped through Spokane, the Columbia R
iver

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 recomme

nd the rejection of Tesoro-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 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 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 tan
kers

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 re
sponse capabilities in Vancouver, whe

re oil trains would deliver and store oil
, and

other communities along the rail and 
shipping route.

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

imate 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,

Mrs. Barbara McLean
2025 SE Grant St
Portland, OR 97214-5411
(503) 381-8296



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2874

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Ronda Snider

<rondasnider@eml.cc>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:47 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mrs. Ronda Snider
13805 Easy Street Kp N
Gig Harbor, WA 98329-5131
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Richard Snook <greenace7

@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:47 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. Richard Snook
PO Box 87232
Vancouver, WA 98687-7232
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From: 
Sierra Club <information@sierr

aclub.org> on behalf of Drew Miles
 <d_hansen220

@yahoo.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2013 

8:47 PM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF-131

590, Application No. 2013-01

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

3-01 to urge the Washington En
ergy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSECj to ass
ess the full environmental and 

public safety impact of the joint T
esoro-Savage proposal

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

inal.

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

ay being shipped through Spokan
e, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Van
couver and other Northwest co

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

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

Columbia River, yet offers few jo
bs in return.

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

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

The public safety and environmen
tal impacts of this proposal des

erve close scrutiny. For example
, EFSEC must assess:

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

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

Washington and beyond. Recent 
derailment disasters in Lac-Mega

ntic, Quebec and Alabama have 
shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in 
Quebec, in particular, 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 e
xplosion, which also devastated t

he town.

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

ters and along the shipping rou
te.

3) The transportation and publi
c health impacts of additional u

nit train traffic through communit
ies along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergen
cy response capabilities in Va

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

other communities along the rail
 and shipping route.

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

nclude climate change impacts fr
om crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

n the viability of the large oyste
r industry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the sa
fety, environmental, and climat

e risks associated with the propo
sed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recommend
 the rejection ofTesoro-Savage

's application.



Sincerely,

Ms. Drew Miles
7524 NE Pacific St
Portland, OR 97213-6275
(847) 962-4482
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on beh
alf of Dale And Elaine Mc Farlane

<elainemc@peak.org>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:47 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, 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

-Savage proposal

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

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

e Columbia River

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

or 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 thi
s proposal deserve close scrutiny. For example, EFS

EC must assess:

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

e 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 type 

of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

ong the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

nd store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping rout
e.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This a
nalysis should include climate change impacts from cr

ude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

ry in Washington

State.

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

l terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Mrs. Dale And Elaine Mc Farlane
24433 Linville Ln
Corvallis, OR 97333-9537
(541) 929-3948
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Maril
yn Mastor

<mmastor@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:47 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. 20
13-01 to urge the Washington Energy Facility Site

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Marilyn Mastor
3100 Vallette St
Bellingham, WA 98225-1846
(360) 733-6025
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclu
b.org> on behalf of Cassie Schmitz

<schmitzc@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 
8:47 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 Facilit
y 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 be

ing shipped through Spokane, the Col
umbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vanc
ouver and other Northwest communit

ies. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Wash
ington State.

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

 jobs in return.

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

end the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's 
proposal.

The pi►blic safety and environmental impac
ts of this proposal deserve close sc

rutiny. For example, EFSEC must asses
s:

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

ted oil spill or explosion along the rai
l 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 Que
bec, in particular, highlighted the 

extreme danger of the same type of oi
l and tankers

that would be traveling through our
 communities.

Forty-seven people died in that exp
losion, which also devastated the t

own.

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

and along the shipping route.

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

 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 s
tore oil, and

other communities along the rail an
d shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate ch
ange. 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 vi

ability of the large oyster industry in W
ashington

State.

After carefully considering the safety
, environmental, and climate risks 

associated with the proposed oil termi
nal,

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

plication.



Sincerely,

Ms. Cassie Schmitz
923 6th Ave N Apt B
Seattle, WA 98109-3916
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Julianna Guy

<juliannaguy@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:47 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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, an
d

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 Washingto
n

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. Julianna Guy
4559 EI Dorado Way Unit 226
Bellingham, WA 98226-1222
(360) 738-8466
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org
> on behalf of Carolyn And Robert Fletcher

<cef150@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, App
lication 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-1315
90, Application No. 2013-01 to urge the

 Washington Energy Facility Site

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

act of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

If approved, the plan would result in 38
0,000 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 rai
l communities and the Columbia River,

 yet offers few jobs in return.

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

rejection of Tesoro-Savage's proposal.

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

iny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

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

l or explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derail
ment disasters in Lac-Megantic, Quebec an

d Alabama have shown that these risks

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

anger of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our co
mmunities.

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

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

 the shipping route.

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

hrough communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency res
ponse capabilities in Vancouver, where 

oil trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shi
pping route.

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

ange impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

 the large oyster industry in Washington

State.

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

ed with the proposed oil terminal,

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

n.



Sincerely,

Mrs. Carolyn And Robert Fletcher
150 Mt Olympus Dr NW
Issaquah, WA 98027-3019
(425) 392-6674
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Shannon Huber <pine
ywineyl

@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:47 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 imp
act of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in Lac-Megantic, Queb
ec 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 al
ong the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public health impacts of additional unit train t
raffic 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) Thy project's impact on climate change. This analysis should include clima
te change impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mrs. Shannon Huber
PO Box 510
Lyons, OR 97358-0510



Docket EF-13159
0 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#12883

From: 
Sierra Club <information@sie

rraclub.org> on behalf of Jeff Doct
er

< jeffdocter@comcast.net>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2013

 8:47 PM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF-131

590, Application No. 2013-01

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No
. EF-131590, Application No. 2

013-01 to urge the Washington 
Energy Facility Site

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

 public safety impact of the join
t Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

rminal.

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

 day being shipped through Spo
kane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, V
ancouver and other Northwest 

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

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

 Columbia River, yet offers few j
obs in return.

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

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

The public safety and environmental impac
ts of this proposal deserve clo

se scrutiny. For example, EFSEC mu
st assess:

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

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

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

gantic, Quebec and Alabama h
ave shown that these risks

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

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

that would be traveling throu
gh our communities.

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

ted the town.

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

waters and along the shipping ro
ute.

3) The transportation and publ
ic health impacts of additional

 unit train traffic through commun
ities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emerge
ncy response capabilities in Va

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

other communities along the ra
il and shipping route.

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

d include climate change impacts
 from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grav
e.

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

 the viability of the large oyster
 industry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the s
afety, environmental, and clima

te risks associated with the prop
osed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recom
mend the rejection of Tesoro-Sa

vage's application.



Sincerely,

Mr.1eff Docter
1118 31st Ave S
Seattle, WA 98144-3217
(206) 601-1692
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#2884

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 Ronald Varekamp

<ron@varekamp.org>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 P
M

EFSEC (UTC)

Comment on Docket No. EF-131590, App
lication No. 2013-01

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

Washington Energy Facility Site

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

act of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a ma
jor 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 rai
l communities and the Columbia River

, yet offers few jobs in return.

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

 rejection ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

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

iny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

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

l or explosion along the rail route in

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

 Alabama have shown that these risks

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

anger of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our co
mmunities.

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

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

 the shipping route.

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

hrough communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency res
ponse capabilities in Vancouver, where 

oil trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shi
pping route.

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

hange impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

he large oyster industry in Washington

State.

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

ed with the proposed oil terminal,

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

n.



Sincerely,

Mr. Ronald Varekamp
2302 SW Chelmsford Ave
Portland, OR 97201-2265
(503) 243-2230



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2885

From: Sierra Club <information@sierracl
ub.org> on behalf of Kathryn Tenhoop

en

<lunamayah3@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8
:48 PM

Ta 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 Facili
ty Site

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

safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Sav
age proposal

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

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

being shipped through Spokane, the
 Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vanco
uver 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 retu
rn.

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 

close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC mu
st 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-M~ganti

c, 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 trai

n traffic through communities alon
g 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 
and 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 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 ofTesoro-Savage's a

pplication.



Sincerely,

Ms. Kathryn Tenhoopen
Historic Hwy
Corbett, OR 97019
(503) 477-2117
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#2886

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of w mor
kill <fainthope@aol.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

r

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

te.

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

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

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

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

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

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

s

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

d

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

s

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

on

State.

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

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

Sincerely,



Mr. w morkill
12411 N Hope Ln
Spokane, WA 99208-9204



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR
Scoping Comment
#2887

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of LaVonne Carr

<jcarrvet@aol.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 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,

Mrs. LaVonne Carr
PO Box 1122

Eatonville, WA 98328-1122
(360) 832-4293
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#2888

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 Elizabeth Carre

<eacarre@yahoo.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 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 F

acility Site

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

avage proposal

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

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

Columbia River

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

ashington State.

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

return.

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

age's proposal.

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

EC must assess:

1) The 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 particula
r, highlighted the extreme danger of the same type

 of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Wash
ington 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 rout
e.

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 industr

y in Washington

State.

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

l terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth Carre
635 43rd St
Astoria, OR 97103-2301
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#2889

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Mila Townsend

<mitownsent@gmaiLcom>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mrs. Mila Townsend

2363 Davison Ave

Richland, WA 99354-1920



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2890

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclu
b.org> on behalf of Michelle Maani

<lamoustique@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:4
8 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-
131540, Application No. 2013-01 t

o urge the Washington Energy Facility
 Site

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

 safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Sav
age proposal

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

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

ing shipped through Spokane, the Col
umbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancou
ver and other Northwest communit

ies. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Wash
ington State.

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

bia River, yet offers few jobs in return
.

Based on the far reaching impacts 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 deserve

 close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC m
ust assess:

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

ted oil spill or explosion along the rail 
route in

Washington and beyond. Recent 
derailment disasters in Lac-Megantic

, Quebec and Alabama have shown t
hat these risks

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

xtreme danger of the same type of o
il and tankers

that would be traveling through ou
r communities.

Forty-seven people died in that exp
losion, which also devastated the t

own.

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

and along the shipping route.

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

in traffic through communities along t
he proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency
 response capabilities in Vancouve

r, where oil trains would deliver and s
tore 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 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 te
rminal,

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

plication.



Sincerely,

Ms. Michelle Maani
564 Adina Way
Nipomo, CA 93444-5621



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage C
BR

Scoping Comment

#2891

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclu
b.org> on behalf of Jeanann Francis

<jeanann.francis@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:
48 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

urge the Washington Energy Facility 
Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess t
he 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 bei

ng shipped through Spokane, the Colum
bia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vanco
uver and other Northwest communiti

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

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

ia River, yet offers few jobs in return.

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

mend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's
 proposal.

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

ose scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must a
ssess:

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

ed oil spill or explosion along the rail rou
te in

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

uebec 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
 tankers

that would be traveling through ou
r communities.

Forty-seven people died in that exp
losion, which also devastated the to

wn.

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

 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 emergency 
response capabilities in Vancouver, 

where oil trains would deliver and sto
re oil, and

other communities along the rail a
nd shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate ch
ange. 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 vi

ability of the large oyster industry in Was
hington

State.

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

ssociated with the proposed oil termin
al,

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

cation.



Sincerely,

Ms. Jeanann Francis
720 Seneca St
Seattle, WA 98101-2764



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro5avageCBR

Scoping Comment

#2892

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Patricia Guild 
<guinstonel

@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 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 termina
l.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Guild
366 Monitor Rd
Silverton, OR 97381-1213
(503) 588-0763
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Craig Mackie

<beachbum@nehalemtel.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 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 trave-ling 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. Craig Mackie

36300 Pacific Palisades PI
Nehalem, OR 97131-9665
(503) 368-3739
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From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Esmeralda Reyes

<esmeralda.reyes@comcast.net>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 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 W
ashington Energy Facility Site

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

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

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

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

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

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

The public safety and environmental impacts of this proposal deserve close sc
rutiny. 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 
Alabama have shown that these risks

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-raril 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 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 emissions on the viability of the
 large oyster industry in Washington

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Esmeralda Reyes
200 NW 53rd St Unit 57b
Corvallis, OR 97330-2971
(541) 207-3033
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Janine Lewis

<charlenana@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 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-Sav
age proposal

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mrs. Janine Lewis
1823 W Northridge Ct Apt 15
Spokane, WA 99208-4350
(509) 555-5555
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Winifr
ed Rich

<brightroses@centurylink.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 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. 20
13-01 to urge the Washington Energy Facility Site

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular, highlighted 
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 devastate
d the town.

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Winifred Rich
6034 Ponderosa Blvd NE
Hansville, WA 98340-9762
(360) 638-0446
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From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of John Pearce

<jdpearce@comcast.net>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 PM

EFSEC (UTC)

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

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. John Pearce
4512 Shellridge Rd NW
Olympia, WA 98502-9598
(360) 866-6881
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Winifred Rich

<brightroses@centurylink.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 PM

To: EFSEC(UTC)

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

Categories: Orange

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. Winifred Rich
6034 Ponderosa Blvd NE
Hansville, WA 98340-9762
(360) 638-0446
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Allen Elliott

<allendelliottaia@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Categories: Purple Category

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. Allen Elliott
101 Shelter Bay Dr
PO Box 743
La Conner, WA 98257-9533
(360) 466-4461
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#2900

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

<nmildren@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 8:48 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. Nancy Mildren
2720 NW Garfield Ave
Corvallis, OR 97330-2422
(541) 753-1824


