
Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2901

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Karla Lauritsen

<karlalauritsen@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-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. Karla Lauritsen

PO Box 267

Husum, WA 98623-0267

(509) 493-2232



Docket E F-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2902

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Chris Butler-Minor
<cndminor@msn.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. Chris Butler-Minor

7027 N Moore Ave

Portland, OR 97217-1729



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2903

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

<faasantoro@aol.com>

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

he 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 maj
or 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 Rive
r

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

il-by-rail is a bad deal for Washington Sta
te.

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

r, yet offers few jobs in return.

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

 rejection ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

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

crutiny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and environme
ntal 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, Que

bec 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 tanke
rs

that would be traveling through our c
ommunities.

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

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

g 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 re
sponse capabilities in Vancouver, wher

e 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 o

f the large oyster industry in Washingto
n

State.

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

ociated with the proposed oil terminal,

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

n.



Sincerely,

Mr. James Santoro
1415 Rosemarie Dr
West Linn, OR 97068-3933
(503) 344-4520



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2904

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Debora Tramposh

<dtramposh@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. Debora Tramposh
1525 SE 139th Ave
Portland, OR 97233-2306
(603) 421-7724



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage 

CBR

Scoping Co
mment

#2905

From: 
Sierra Club <information@

sierraclub.org> on behal
f of Susan Morse

<suzimorse@centurylink.n
et>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13,

 2013 8:48 PM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No.

 EF-131590, Application N
o. 2013-01

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 9$504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Dock
et No. EF-131590, Applic

ation No. 2013-01 to urge
 the Washington Energy Fac

ility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC)
 to assess the full envir

onmental and public safety
 impact of the joint Tesor

o-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancou
ver into a major crude o

il export terminal.

If approved, the plan woul
d result in 380,000 barrel

s of oil each day being shi
pped through Spokane, the

 Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Ar
ea, Vancouver and other

 Northwest communities.
 Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for

 Washington State.

The project comes at a ste
ep price for rail communit

ies and the Columbia Riv
er, yet offers few jobs in re

turn.

Based on the far reaching
 impacts of this project, I 

urge you to recommend th
e rejection ofTesoro-Savag

e's proposal.

The public safety and env
ironmental impacts of th

is proposal deserve close
 scrutiny. For example, EFS

EC must assess:

1) The potential safety and 
environmental impacts o

f a large train-related oil sp
ill or explosion along the r

ail route in

Washington and beyond. R
ecent derailment disast

ers in Lac-Megantic, Queb
ec and Alabama have show

n that these risks

are far too real. The trage
dy in Quebec, in particul

ar, highlighted the extrem
e danger of the same type

 of oil and tankers

that would. be traveling th
rough our communities.

Forty-seven people died 
in that explosion, which a

lso devastated the town.

2) The increased risk of a
n oil tanker spill on Washi

ngton State waters and al
ong the shipping route.

3) The transportation and 
public health impacts of a

dditional unit train traffic 
through communities alon

g the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating em
ergency response capabil

ities in Vancouver, where
 oil trains would deliver an

d store oil, and

other communities along
 the rail and shipping rou

te.

4) The project's impact on
 climate change. This anal

ysis should include clima
te change impacts from cr

ude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle t
o grave.

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

 emissions on the viability
 of the large oyster industr

y in Washington

State.

After carefully considerin
g the safety, environmen

tal, and climate risks asso
ciated with the proposed 

oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to re
commend the rejection of

 Tesoro-Savage's applicati
on.



Sincerely,

Mrs. Susan Morse
17404 SE 15th Way
Vancouver, WA 98683-9585
(360 514-8342



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro savage cBR

Scoping Comment

#2906

From: Sierra Club <information@sierrac
lub.org> on behalf of Don Read <dj

read6l

@gmail.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
-131590, Application No. 2013-0

1 to urge the Washington Energy Fac
ility Site

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

c safety impact of the joint Tesoro-S
avage proposal

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

l.

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

being shipped through Spokane, the C
olumbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vanc
ouver and other Northwest commu

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

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

mbia River, yet offers few jabs in re
turn.

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

ommend the rejection ofTesoro-Savag
e's proposal.

The public safety and environment
al impacts of this proposal deserv

e close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC
 must assess:

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

related oil spill or explosion along the
 rail route in

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

tic, Quebec and Alabama have show
n that these risks

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

he extreme danger of the same type 
of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through o
ur communities.

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

e town.

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

rs and along the shipping route.

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

rain traffic through communities al
ong the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergenc
y response capabilities in Vanco

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

other communities along the rail an
d shipping route.

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

de climate change impacts from cru
de oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

viability of the large oyster industry
 in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the saf
ety, environmental, and climate 

risks associated with the proposed o
il terminal,

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

 application.



Sincerely,

Mr. Don Read
3312 S Holly PI
Seattle, WA 98118-6455
(206) 354-3420



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2907

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub
.org> on behalf of Daniel Keller <daniel

kellerl

@gmail.com>

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

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

e the Washington Energy Facility Site

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

 impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage pr
oposal

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

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

pped through Spokane, the Columbia 
River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouv
er and other Northwest communities

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

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

ver, yet offers few jobs in return.

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

d the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's prop
osal.

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 

oil spill or explosion along the rail route 
in

Washington and beyond. Recent derai
lment 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 t
ankers

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 a

long the shipping route.

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

through communities along the propos
ed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency r
esponse capabilities in Vancouver, wh

ere oil trains would deliver and store o
il, and

other communities along the Fail and 
shipping route.

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

ate 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 viabili

ty of the large oyster industry in Washi
ngton

State.

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

ciated with the proposed oil terminal, l

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

ion.



Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Keller
9220 SW 12th Dr
Portland, OR 97219-4202



.Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2908

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on beha
lf of Leonard Bottleman

<leonard@whiteweasel.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, Applic
ation No. 2013-01 to urge the Washington Energy Faci

lity Site

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

vage proposal

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

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

 Columbia River

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

r Washington State.

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

n return.

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

avage's proposal.

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

C 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 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 Wash
ington State waters and along the shipping route.

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

g the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

d 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 CO2 e
missions 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 rejecti
on ofTesoro-Savage's application.



Sincerely,

Mr. Leonard Bottleman
13033 NW Grizzly Mt Rd
Prineville, OR 97754-8345
(541) 233-4969



Docket EF-131590 ScopingComment

#2909

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Michael Bailey <zenbaileyl

@hotmail.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, 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 Te
soro-Savage proposal

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

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 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-Sav
age'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 a
long 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 rout
e.

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This analysis should include climate change impacts 
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 oyste
r industry in Washington

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Bailey
19111 Old Highway 99 SW
Rochester, WA 98579-9112



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR
Scoping Comment
#2910

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of meredith Berlin

<tellmeri@msn.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 Si
te

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 Wash
ington 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, EFS
EC must assess:

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

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



Sincerely,

Ms. meredith berlin
12516 37th Ave NE
Seattle, WA 98125-4655
(206) 363-6347



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro savage cBR

Scoping Comment

#2911

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.
org> on behalf of Debra Wilson

<wilsondebraj@hotmail.com>

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

pact 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 shipp

ed through Spokane, the Columbia River

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

il-by-rail is a bad deal for Washington 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 thi
s project, I STRONGLY urge you to rec

ommend 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 environment
al impacts of a large train-related oil s

pill 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 explos
ion, which also devastated the town.

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

ng the shipping route.

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

through 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 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 o

f 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 applicatio

n.



Sincerely,

Ms. Debra Wilson
108 Crocker St
Ashland, OR 97520-8796
(541) 482-1703
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of David Audette <daude
tte66

@yahoo.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 Spo
kane, 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 
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 s
crutiny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

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

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in Lac-Megantic, 4ueb
ec 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 t
raffic 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 assoc
iated with the proposed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Mr. David Audette
33100 Freds Row Ln
Saint Helens, OR 97051-2559
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on 
behalf of Diane Brown

<b~ownl3da@gmail.com>

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

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

n Energy Facility Site

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

t Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

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

kane, the Columbia River

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

d deal for Washington State.

The project comes at a steep price for rail comm
unities and the Columbia River, yet offers fe

w jobs in return.

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

ple, EFSEC must assess:

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

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

ute which we cannot

afford.

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

ities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

d deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping r
oute.

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

 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 oyste

r industry in Washington

State.

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

posed oil terminal, I ask

you to recommend the rejection ofTesoro-Sava
ge's application.

Sincerely,



Mrs. Diane Brown
39 Rancho Villa
Walla Walla, WA 99362-4377
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From: 
Sierra Club <information@sier

raclub.org> on behalf of Maureen
 Rogers

<gemeroym@gmail.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2013 

8:48 PM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF-13

1590, Application No. 2013-01

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

3-01 to urge the Washington En
ergy Facility Site

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

public safety impact of the joint T
esoro-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 Spoka
ne, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Va
ncouver and other Northwest c

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

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

Columbia River, yet ofFers few job
s in return.

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

recommend the rejection ofTesor
o-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environm
ental impacts of this proposal de

serve close scrutiny. For example,
 EFSEC must assess:

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

ain-related oil spill or explosion al
ong the rail route in

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

ntic, Quebec and Alabama have
 shown that these risks

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

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

that would be traveling throug
h our communities.

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

 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 un

it train traffic through communiti
es along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emerg
ency response capabilities in V

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

other communities along the rai
l and shipping route.

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

nclude climate change impacts f
rom crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grav
e.

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

 the viability of the large oyster i
ndustry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the s
afety, environmental, and clim

ate risks associated with the prop
osed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recommen
d the rejection ofTesoro-Savag

e's application.



Sincerely,

Mrs. Maureen Rogers
316 W Columbia Dr
Newberg, OR 97132-1647
(503) 544-4237
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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 Don Glickm
an

<glickwak@comcast.net>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:17 PM

EFSEC(UTC)

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This analysis should 
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. Don Glickman
3717 R Ave
Anacortes, WA 98221-3499
(360) 982-2040
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> o
n behalf of Natalie Carney

<nbec@live.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:17 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

.Dear Mr. Posner,

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

on Energy Facility Site

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

 the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

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

ugh Spokane, the Columbia River

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

s a bad deal for Washington State.

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

rs few jobs in return.

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

ion ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

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

or example, EFSEC must assess:

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

osion along the rail route in

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

a have shown that these risks

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

f the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our commun
ities.

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

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

shipping route.

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

communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

ould deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shippin
g route.

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

pacts 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 larg

e oyster industry in Washington

State.

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

 the proposed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Natalie Carney
3252 Cape George Rd
Port Townsend, WA 98368-9111
(360) 344-4060
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From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr, Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierracl
ub.org> on behalf of Antoinette Bosca

cci <tonib5347

@yahoo.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:1
8 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 Facil
ity Site

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

 safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Sa
vage proposal

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

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

eing shipped through Spokane, the C
olumbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Van
couver and other Northwest commu

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

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

mbia River, yet offers few jobs in re
turn.

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

mend the rejection of Tesoro-Savage'
s proposal.

The public safety and environmen
tal impacts of this proposal deserv

e close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC 
must 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-Meganti

c, Quebec and Alabama have shown
 that these risks

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

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

that would be traveling through o
ur communities.

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

 town.

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

s and along the shipping route.

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

ain traffic through communities alon
g the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency
 response capabilities in Vancouv

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

other communities along the rail 
and shipping route.

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

sks associated with the proposed oil t
erminal,

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

application.



Sincerely,

Ms. Antoinette Boscacci
3226 80th Ave NE
Marysville, WA 98270-6819
(425) 314-9345
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of
 Carol Burwell

<caburwell@earthlink.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:18 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504=3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

proposal

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

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

ia River

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

ton State.

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

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

 proposal.

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

t assess:

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

ute in

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

se risks

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

nd tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

re oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

 well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

hington

State.

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

al,

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Burwell
PO Box 98
Port Hadlock, WA 98339-0098
(360) 301-9201
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From: 
Sierra Club <information@sierr

aclub.org> on behalf of Helen An
derson

<gabesgrandma1939@yahoo.co
m>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 201

3 9:17 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.

 2013-01 to urge the Washingto
n Energy Facility Site

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

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

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

terminal.

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

h day being shipped through Spo
kane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Va
ncouver 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 t

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

Based on the far reaching impa
cts of this project, I urge you t

o recommend the rejection ofTe
soro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environ
mental impacts of this propos

al deserve close scrutiny. For exa
mple, 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 ha
ve shown that these risks

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

hted 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 Stat

e waters and along the shipping 
route.

3) The transportation and publ
ic health impacts of additiona

l unit train traffic through commun
ities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emerg
ency response capabilities in 

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

other communities along the rai
l and shipping route.

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

d include climate change impact
s from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grav
e.

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 c

limate risks associated with the 
proposed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recomme
nd the rejection ofTesoro-Sav

age's application.



Sincerely,

Mrs. Helen Anderson
1106 SW Kendall Ct
Troutdale, OR 97060-1487
(503) 665-8213
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From: 
Sierra Club <information@sierra

club.org> on behalf of Kamori Catt
adoris

<webbediva@hotmail.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2013 

9:17 PM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF-131

590, Application No. 2013-01

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

01.

Please assess the real environmen
tal and public safety impact of th

e joint Tesoro-Savage proposal to
 turn the Port of

Vancouver into a major crude oil
 export terminal.

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

y being shipped through Spokane
, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vanc
ouver and other Northwest commu

nities. Rail shipments of oil is a 
bad deal for

Washington State - or anywhere,
 for that matter. The project threa

tens communities and the Columbi
a River, yet offers

few long-term jobs in return. Bec
ause of the far reaching impacts 

of this project, please recommend
 the rejection of

Tesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environme
ntal impacts of this proposal des

erve close scrutiny. For example, E
FSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and envi
ronmental 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 sh
own that these risks

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

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

that would be traveling through
 our communities.

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

he town.

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

ers and along the shipping route.

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

t train traffic through communitie
s along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergen
cy response capabilities in Va

ncouver, 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 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 cr
adle-to-grave CO2 emissions on t

he viability of the large oyster ind
ustry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the safe
ty, environmental, and climate 

risks associated with the proposed
 oil terminal,

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

s application.



Sincerely,

Mrs. Kamori Cattadoris
2592 Conklin Meadows Rd
Newport, WA 99156-9194
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of
 Karen L. Lew

<karen@karenllew.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:18 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

oposal

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

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

 River

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

ton State.

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

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

proposal.

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

 assess:

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

e in

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

 risks

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

nd tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

ll as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

ngton

State.

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

, l

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Karen L. Lew
15302 40th Ave W Apt 1-202
Lynnwood, WA 98087-8972
(425) 787-3337



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2922

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

<katcart@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9
:18 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

If approved, the plan would result i
n 380,000 barrels of oil each day 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 Was
hington State.

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

bia River, yet offers few jobs in ret
urn.

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

end the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's
 proposal.

The public safety and environmen
tal impacts of this proposal deserve

 close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC
 must 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 
derailment disasters in Lac-Meganti

c, 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
 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 tanke
r spill on Washington State waters 

and along the shipping route.

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

ain traffic through communities alo
ng the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency
 response capabilities in Vancouv

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

other communities along the rail a
nd shipping route..

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

e climate change impacts from crud
e 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 
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 

application.



Sincerely,

Mrs. Kathryn Carter
139 NE 147th St
Shoreline, WA 98155-6835
(206) 364-4946
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierracl
ub.org> on behalf of Rose Wilde

<mysterybayrose@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9
:18 PM

To: EFSEC(UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

to urge the Washington Energy Facilit
y Site

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

 safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Sa
vage proposal

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

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

ing shipped through Spokane, the Co
lumbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vanc
ouver and other Northwest commun

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

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

bia River, yet offers few jobs in ret
urn.

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

mend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage'
s proposal.

The public safety and environmen
tal impacts of this proposal deserv

e extremely close scrutiny. For exam
ple, EFSEC must

assess:

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

related oil spill or explosion along the 
rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent 
derailment disasters in Lac-Meganti

c, 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 o
f oil and tankers

that would be traveling through o
ur communities.

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

 town.

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

s and along the shipping route.

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

rain traffic through communities alo
ng the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency
 response capabilities in Vancouv

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

other communities along the rail a
nd shipping route.

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

de climate change impacts from crud
e oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

viability of the large oyster industry in
 Washington

State.

After carefully considering the saf
ety, environmental, and climate ris

ks associated with the proposed oil
 terminal,

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

application.



Sincerely,

Ms. Rose Wilde
1220 Old Eaglemount Rd
Port Townsend, WA 98368-9775
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf
 of Jen Astion

<jenastion@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:18 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

y Site

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

avage proposal

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

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

olumbia River

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

shington State.

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

eturn.

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

ge's proposal.

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

 must assess:

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

l route in

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

 that these risks

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

 of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

g the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

il as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

 Washington

State.

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

erminal,

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Jen Astion
PO Box 15453
Seattle, WA 98115-0453
(206) 784-5387
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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 Bob Eugene <beugenel

@msn.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:18 PM

EFSEC(UTC)

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

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

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

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

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

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

The project comes at a steep price for rail communities and the Columbia River, yet
 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 a
nd Alabama have shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in quebec, in particular, highlighted the extreme dange
r of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in Vancouver, where 
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 t
he 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 applicat
ion.



Sincerely,

Mr. Bob Eugene
121 Woodard Rd
Newport, WA 99156-9350
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org>
 on behalf of Carolyn Hudson

<carolynprivate@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:17 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-13159
0, Application No. 2013-01 to urge the Wa

shington Energy Facility Site

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

ct of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

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

hrough Spokane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver
 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 re

jection ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

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

. For example, EFSEC must assess:

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

 explosion along the rail route in

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

Alabama have shown that these risks

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

nger of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our comm
unities.

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

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

 shipping route.

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

rough communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

 trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shi
pping route.

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

ange impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

 large oyster industry in Washington

State.

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

th the proposed oil terminal,

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

.



Sincerely,

Mrs. Carolyn Hudson
2552 Indy Ln
Wenatchee, WA 98801-5984
(509) 667-2173
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of
 Carylyn Later

<clater@roguecc.edu>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:18 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

l

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

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

ver

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

e.

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

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

.

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

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

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

sks

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

kers

that would be traveling through our communities.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion, which also 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 addit
ional unit train traffic through communities along the propose

d

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

on

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Carylyn Later
3450 Table Rock Rd
Medford, OR 97504-4020
(541) 941-3621
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From: 
Sierra Club <information

@sierraclub.org> on behalf o
f Marjorie Fields

<mvfields@me.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2

013 9:18 PM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. E

F-131590, Application No. 20
13-01

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

te

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) t
o assess the full environm

ental and public safety imp
act of the joint Tesoro-Savag

e proposal

to turn the Port of Vancou
ver into a major crude oil e

xport terminal.

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

of oil each day being shippe
d through Spokane, the Col

umbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area
, Vancouver and other Nor

thwest communities. Oil-by
-rail is a bad deal for Washing

ton State.

The project comes at a stee
p price for rail communiti

es and the Columbia River, y
et offers few jobs in return.

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

recommend the rejection of
Tesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and env
ironmental impacts of this 

proposal deserve close scrut
iny. For example, EFSEC must

 assess:

1) The potential safety and
 environmental impacts o

f a large train-related oil sp
ill or explosion along the rail

 route in

Washington and beyond. Re
cent derailment disasters i

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

hese risks

are far too real. The traged
y in Quebec, in particular, h

ighlighted the extreme da
nger of the same type of oil an

d tankers

that would be traveling thr
ough 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.

3j The transportation and 
public health impacts of ad

ditional unit train traffic th
rough communities along the 

proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating e
mergency response capabili

ties in Vancouver, where 
oil trains would deliver and s

tore oil, and

other communities along th
e rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on
 climate change. This analy

sis should include climate 
change impacts from crude 

oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to 
grave.

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

ions on the viability of the 
large oyster industry in Washi

ngton

State.

After carefully considering th
e safety, environmental, a

nd climate risks associated 
with the proposed oil termin

al,

respectfully ask you to reco
mmend the rejection ofTeso

ro-Savage's application.



Sincerely,

Dr. Marjorie Fields.
327 2nd Ave N
Edmonds, WA 98020-3104
(206) 240-1936
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on 
behalf of Kathleen Fitzpatrick <kfitzz77

@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:18 PM

To: EFSEC(UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. EF-131590, Appli
cation No. 2013-01 to urge the Washington E

nergy Facility Site

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

t Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

live in Mosier, Oregon. Our school is 200 yards
 from the tracks.

Our commercial district is 100 yards from the tr
acks. All of our residents live closer than 1/2 mile

 from the tracks.

Our economy depends on recreational tourism an
d agriculture. Both would be devastated by t

his proposal.

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

le, EFSEC must assess:

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

n along the rail route in

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

have shown that these risks

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

me type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities
.

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

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on W
ashington 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 emergency response ca
pabilities in Vancouver, where oil trains would de

liver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping r
oute.

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

om crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

dustry in Washington

State.

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

osed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Kathleen Fitzpatrick
1500 Rock Creek Rd
Mosier, OR 97040-9717
(541) 400-0124
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Benjamin Wa
gner

<pathfinder26.2@wavecable.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:18 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and other Northwest 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 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-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 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 
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 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 th
e viability of the large oyster industry in Washington

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Benjamin Wagner
3470 Viewsound Ln SE
Port Orchard, WA 98366-8950
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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 Debbie S
mith <rubydeb5

@yahoo.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:18 PM

EFSEC (UTC)

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

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

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

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

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 barrels of oil each d
ay 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 
recommend the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's proposal.

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

3) The transportation and public health impacts of additional 
unit train traffic through communities 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 clima
te risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Debbie Smith
10065 SW Johnson St
Portland, OR 97223-5224
(503) 620-3521



Docket- EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2932

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclu
b.org> on behalf of Shawna Berry

<berryss@cablespeed.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:
18 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

to urge the Washington Energy 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 b

eing shipped through Spokane, the Colu
mbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouv
er and other Northwest communitie

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

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

bia River, yet offers few jobs in return
.

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

end the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's p
roposal.

The public safety and environment
al impacts of this proposal deserve 

close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC mus
t assess:

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

ted oil spill or explosion along the rail ro
ute in

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

 Quebec and Alabama have shown tha
t 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 exp
losion, which also devastated the t

own.

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 th
e proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency
 response capabilities in Vancouve

r, where oil trains would deliver and st
ore oil, and

other communities along the rail and
 shipping route.

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

viability of the large oyster industry in
 Washington

State.

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

s associated with the proposed oil term
inal,

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

pplication.



Sincerely,

Ms. Shawna Berry
32023 NE 142nd St
Duvall, WA 98019-7440
(425) 844-1204
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#2933

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Ian Breuser

<imbreuser@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:18 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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.

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 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 Pacific Ocean and 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. Ian Breuser
491 1st Ave NW
Issaquah, WA 98027-2804
(425) 802-8991



Docket EF-131590 
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Scoping Comment

#2934

From: 
Sierra Club <information@si

erraclub.org> on behalf of Ch
ristopher Michaels

<sevenstarsp7@gmail.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 20

13 9:18 PM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF-

131590, Application No. 2013-
01

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

 No. 2013-01 to urge the 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 export termin

al.

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

l each day being shipped thro
ugh Spokane, the Columbia Riv

er

Gorge National Scenic Area, 
Vancouver and other Northw

est 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 River, yet of
fers few jobs in return.

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

you to recommend the reject
ion ofTesoro-Savage's propos

al.

The public safety and env
ironmental impacts of this pr

oposal deserve close scrutiny
. For example, EFSEC must asse

ss:

1) The potential safety and 
environmental impacts of a l

arge train-related oil spill or e
xplosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Rec
ent derailment disasters in 

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

risks

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

ghlighted the extreme danger
 of the same type of oil and tan

kers

that would be traveling thro
ugh our communities.

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

astated the town.

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

 State waters and along the s
hipping route.

3) The transportation and 
public health impacts of addi

tional unit train traffic throug
h 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 c
limate change. This analysis

 should include climate chang
e impacts from crude oil as we

ll as

tar sands oil from cradle to 
grave.

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

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

ton

State.

After carefully considering th
e safety, environmental, an

d climate risks associated wit
h the proposed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to reco
mmend the rejection of Tesor

o-Savage's application.



Sincerely,

Mr. Christopher Michaels
1193 Van Buren St
Eugene, OR 97402-4733
(541) 485-0567



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2935

From: 
Sierra Club <information@sierrac

lub.org> on behalf of Joanna Gerb
er

<babyfood@u.washington.edu>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2013 

9:18 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF-13159

0, Application No. 2013-01

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docket No. E
F-131590, Application No. 2013-

01 to urge the Washington Energy
 Facility Site

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

lic safety impact of the joint Tesoro
-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a
 major crude oil export 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, Vanc
ouver and other Northwest commu

nities. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal fo
r 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 of Tesoro-Sav
age's proposal.

The public safety and environme
ntal impacts of this proposal dese

rve close scrutiny. For example, EF
SEC must assess:

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

related oil spill or explosion along t
he rail route in

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

tic, Quebec and Alabama have sho
wn that these risks

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

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

that would be traveling through o
ur communities.

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

 town.

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

ers and along the shipping route.

3) The transportation and public 
health impacts of additional unit

 train traffic through communities 
along the proposed

.oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergen
cy response capabilities in Vanc

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

other communities along the rail a
nd shipping route.

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

ude climate change impacts from c
rude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave. 
'

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

 viability of the large oyster indust
ry in Washington

State.

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

isks associated with the proposed 
oil terminal,

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

 application.



Sincerely,

Ms. Joanna Gerber
6500 50th Ave NE
Seattle, WA 98115-7737
(206) 522-5514
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#2936

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Pamela Weil

<pkweil@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:18 PM

To: EFSEC(UTC)

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

Nov 13, 203

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 F
acility Site

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

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

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

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

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

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I urge you to recommend the rejection of Tesoro-Sav
age'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 al
ong the rail route in

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mrs. Pamela Weil
24 Valley View Cir
Bellingham, WA 98229-2745
(760) 321-4097
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#2937

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Frances Win
k <fwink3

@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:18 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Frances Wink
17360 Holy Names Dr
# 208
Lake Oswego, OR 97034-5133
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#2938

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub
.org> on behalf of Carol Defazio <scar

afinal

@aol.com>

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

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

rge the Washington Energy Facility Sit
e

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 3
80,000 barrels of oil each day bein

g shipped through Spokane, the Columb
ia River

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

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

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

a River, yet offers few jobs in return.

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

d the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's prop
osal.

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

ose scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must as
sess:

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

d oil spill or explosion along the rail route
 in

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

bec and Alabama have shown t#~at thes
e risks

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

eme danger of the same type of oil and 
tankers

that would be traveling through our
 communities.

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

n.

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

 along the shipping route.

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

raffic through communities along the pro
posed

oil-by-rail route.

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

limate change impacts from crude oil as 
well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

ility of the large oyster industry in Washi
ngton

State.

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

ssociated with the proposed oil termina
l,

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

plication.



Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Defazio
1437 W 10th Ave
Eugene, OR 97402-4874
(503) 345-0297
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1590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2939

From: Sierra Club <information@sierr
aclub.org> on behalf of Carrie Plug

er

<carriepluger@gmail.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2013 

9:18 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 Ene
rgy Facility Site

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

blic safety impact of the joint Tes
oro-Savage proposal

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

nal.

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

y being shipped through Spokane
, the. Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vanc
ouver and other Northwest com

munities. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal f
or Washington State.

The project comes at a steep pric
e 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 environme
ntal impacts of this proposal de

serve close scrutiny. For example,
 EFSEC must assess:

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

-related oil spill or explosion along
 the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent 
derailment disasters in Lac-Megan

tic, Quebec and Alabama have s
hown that these risks

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

he extreme danger of the same t
ype of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through 
our communities.

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

 the town.

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

ters and along the shipping route.

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

it train traffic through communiti
es along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emerge
ncy response capabilities in Van

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

other communities along the rail
 and shipping route.

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

clude climate change impacts fro
m crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

 the viability of the large oyster i
ndustry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the safe
ty, environmental, and climate 

risks associated with the proposed
 oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recommend
 the rejection ofTesoro-Savage'

s application.



Sincerely,

Mrs. Carrie Pluger
7307 8th Ave NW
Seattle, WA 98117-5104



DOC~Cet EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2940

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub
.org> on behalf of Mark Rochester

<mrock@q.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:18
 PM

To: EFSEC(UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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 m
ajor 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, Vancouv
er and other Northwest communities

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

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

ver, yet offers few jobs in return.

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

d the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's propo
sal.

The public safety and environmental
 impacts of this proposal deserve cl

ose scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must as
sess:

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

il spill or explosion along the rail route i
n

Washington and beyond. Recent dera
ilment disasters in Lac-M~gantic, Queb

ec and Alabama have shown that these
 risks

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

e danger of the same type of oil and ta
nkers

that would be traveling through our co
mmunities.

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 a

long the shipping route.

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

ffic through communities along the prop
osed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency r
esponse capabilities in Vancouver, wh

ere oil trains would deliver and store o
il, and

other communities along the rail and s
hipping route.

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

te change impacts from crude oil as well
 as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

ty of the large oyster industry in Washing
ton

State.

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

sociated with the proposed oil terminal,

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

ation.



Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Rochester
PO Box 736
Sutherlin, OR 97479-0736
(541) 459-9479



Docket EF-131590 Scop ng Comme
nt

#2941

From: 
Sierra Club <information@sierr

aclub.org> on behalf of Jean Paule
y

<jeanlunnemann@yahoo.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2013 

9:18 PM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF-1315

90, Application No. 2013-01

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

3-01 to urge the Washington Ene
rgy Facility Site

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

ublic safety impact of the joint Tes
oro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver in
to 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 Spokane
, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vanc
ouver and other Northwest com

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

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

olumbia River, yet offers few jobs 
in return.

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

commend the rejection ofTesoro-S
avage's proposal.

The public safety and environ
mental impacts of this proposal d

eserve close scrutiny. For example
, EFSEC must assess:

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

-related oil spill or explosion alon
g the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent 
derailment disasters in Lac-Mega

ntic, Quebec and Alabama have s
hown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Q
uebec, in particular, 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 e
xplosion, which also devastated

 the town.

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

aters and along the shipping route
.

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

it train traffic through communitie
s along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergen
cy response capabilities in Van

couver, 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 fro
m crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

 the viability of the large oyster in
dustry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the sa
fety, environmental, and climat

e risks associated with the propose
d oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recommend
 the rejection ofTesoro-Savage'

s application.



Sincerely,

Ms. Jean Pauley
414 Malden Ave E Apt D
Seattle, WA 98112-4516
{206) 320-8755
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From: 
Sierra Club <information@sie

rraclub.org> on behalf of Dav
e Schiesl

<schiesldave@yahoo.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 20

13 9:18 PM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF-

131590, Application No. 2013-
01

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

. 2013-01 to urge the Washi
ngton Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to 
assess the full environment

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

al

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

 terminal.

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

each day being shipped thro
ugh Spokane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, 
Vancouver and other Northwe

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

e.

The project comes at a steep 
price for rail communities and

 the Columbia River, yet offe
rs few jobs in return.

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

mmend the rejection ofTesoro-
Savage's proposal.

The public safety and envir
onmental impacts of this propo

sal deserve close scrutiny. F
or example, EFSEC must assess:

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

ge train-related oil spill or expl
osion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Rec
ent derailment disasters in 

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

sks

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

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

ers

that would be traveling thro
ugh our communities.

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

stated the town.

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

tate waters and along the sh
ipping route.

3) The transportation and pu
blic health impacts of addit

ional unit train traffic through
 communities along the propo

sed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emer
gency 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 clim
ate change. This analysis sho

uld include climate change im
pacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to g
rave.

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

ons on the viability of the larg
e oyster industry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering th
e safety, environmental, and

 climate risks associated wit
h the proposed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recom
mend the rejection ofTesoro

-Savage's application.



Sincerely,

Dr. Dave Schiesl
40 Spur Rd
Tonasket, WA 98855-9454
(509) 429-3250
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Lars Henriks
on

<Ihenrikson@mac.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:19 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. 20
13-01 to urge the Washington Energy Facility Site

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion, which also devastate
d 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 Vanco
uver, where oil trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This analysis should 
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. Lars Henrikson
7956 34th Ave SW
Seattle, WA 98126-3557
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From: Sierra CIu6 <information@sierraclub.org> 
on behalf of Carol Kibble

<clkibble@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:19 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 Washin

gton Energy Facility Site

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

f the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

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

gh Spokane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver 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 proj
ect, I urge you to recommend the rejectio

n of Tesoro-Savage's proposal.

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

or example, EFSEC must assess:

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

xplosion along the rail route in

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

abama have shown that these risks

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

 of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our commun
ities.

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 ship

ping route.

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

 communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency respons
e capabilities 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 climate change. Thi
s analysis should include climate change

 impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

rge oyster industry in Washington

State.

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

h the proposed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Mrs. Carol Kibble
6833 48th Ave NE
Seattle, WA 98115-7640
(206) 527-4615



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Edgar Meyer <emeyer2

@frontier.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:19 PM

To: EFSEC(UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

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

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Dr. Edgar Meyer

105 Chase Ave

Cashmere, WA 98815-1160
(509) 782-2571
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Phyllis Brown

<phyllismbrown@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:19 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mrs. Phyllis Brown

16600 25th Ave NE Unit 24
Marysville, WA 98271-4734
(360) 386-9234
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Scoping Comment
#2947

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Brittany Jones <bambierosel7

@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:19 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,

Miss Brittany Jones

11401 3rd Ave SE Apt H08

Everett, WA 98208-5514
(425) 923-4666
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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 Karen Hartman <buffalowallow7

@yahoo.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:19 PM

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I urge you to recommend the rejection 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 proposed oil terminal, I respectfully ask you to recommend the rejection of Tesoro-

Savage'sapplication, which I find completely unacceptable.



Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Hartman
5076 Shadow Mountain Rd
Cashmere, WA 98815-1293
(509) 699-8733
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Dean Fanara
<d_fanara@q.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:19 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

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

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Dean Fanara

42612 N Sylvan Rd
Elk, WA 99009-9753
(509) 292-8296



Tesoro Savage CBR
Docket EF-131590 ScopingComment

#2950

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 Dan West <djhwest2001
@yahoo.com>
Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:18 PM

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.
This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in Vancouver, where oil trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

6) Not to mention the very dangerous Columbia River bar that the oil would have to safely make it through on its way

out. This is the most dangerous river bar in the world. Not a good place for a lot of oil.



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. Dan West
PO Box 15
Belfair, WA 98528-0015
(360) 275-2210


