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

<craig_liz@comcast.net>

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. Craig Smith

4130 SW 117th Ave PMB 274

Beaverton, OR 97005-5606

(503) 642-2319
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.
org> on behalf of William Young <loonl3

@comcast.net>

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

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

e the Washington Energy Facility Site

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

mpact of the joint Tesoro-Savage propo
sal

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

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

ped through Spokane, the Columbia Ri
ver

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouv
er and other Northwest communities. 

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

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

er, yet offers few jobs in return.

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

the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's proposa
l.

The public safety and environmental
 impacts of this proposal deserve close 

scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

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

l spill or explosion along the rail route in

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

ebec and Alabama have shown that 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 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 alo

ng the shipping route.

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

ic through communities along the propo
sed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency re
sponse capabilities in Vancouver, whe

re oil trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shi
pping route.

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

imate change impacts from crude oil as well
 as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

of the large oyster industry in Washingto
n

State.

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

ciated with the proposed oil terminal,

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

n.



Sincerely,

Mr. William Young
4421 E Oregon St
Bellingham, WA 98226-8872
(360) 353-4192
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> 
on behalf of Barbara Fankell

<barbarafankell@hotmail.com>

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

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

ington Energy Facility Site

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

 joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major 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 
communities and the Columbia River, yet offe

rs few jobs in return.

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

n of Tesoro-Savage's proposal.

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

For example, EFSEC must assess:

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

losion along the rail route in

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

ama 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 s

hipping route.

3) The transportation and public health impa
cts 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 trains

 would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shippi
ng route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. Thi
s analysis should include climate change imp

acts from crude oil as welh as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

ge oyster industry in Washington

State.

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

the proposed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Mrs. Barbara Fankell
14200 SW McKinley Dr
Sherwood, OR 97140-7059
(503) 880-3059
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> 
on behalf of Serena Wittkopp

<serena.camille.scw@gmail.com>

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

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

oint Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

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

Spokane, the Columbia River

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

bad deal for Washington State.

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

ew jobs in return.

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

n ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

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

 example, EFSEC must assess:

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

 along the rail route in

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

a have shown that these risks

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

 same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communitie
s.

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

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

ng route.

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

unities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

ould deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping
 route.

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

s from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

yster 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 of Tesoro-Savage's application.



Sincerely,

Miss Serena Wittkopp
4824 NE Church St
Portland, OR 97218-2077
(503) 975-6868
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Jeanne Bulla

<jmbulla@gmail.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 Rive
r

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 tank
ers

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, an
d

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave CO2 emissions on the viability of the large oyster industry in 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. Jeanne Bulla
1311 12th Ave S

Seattle, WA 98144-7417
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on beha
lf of Dawn French

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

lity Site

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

avage proposal

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

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

e Columbia River

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

ashington State.

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

eturn.

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

rail route in

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

n that these risks

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

of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

ng the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

nd store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

e oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

y in Washington

State.

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

l terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Mrs. Dawn French
19204 4th Ave S
Des Moines, WA 98148-2120
(206) 595-5098
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From: 
Sierra Club <information@sie

rraclub.org> on behalf of Mara
 Price

<pricemara@clearwire.net>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 201

3 9:19 PM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF-1

31590, Application No. 2013-0
1

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

 2013-01 to urge the Washingt
on Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to as
sess the full environmental

 and public safety impact of th
e 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 throu
gh Spokane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, 
Vancouver and other Northwes

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

The project comes at a steep 
price for rail communities and

 the Columbia River, yet offers
 few jobs in return.

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

to recommend the rejection o
fTesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and enviro
nmental impacts of this propos

al deserve close scrutiny. For
 example, EFSEC must assess:

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

 train-related oil spill or explos
ion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Rec
ent derailment disasters in L

ac-Megantic, Quebec and Alab
ama have shown that these risk

s

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

ighted the extreme danger of 
the same type of oil and tanker

s

that would be traveling throu
gh our communities.

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

ated the town.

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

te waters and along the shipp
ing route.

3) The transportation and pub
lic health impacts of additi

onal unit train traffic through co
mmunities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating eme
rgency response capabilities i

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

other communities along the 
rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on cli
mate change. This analysis shou

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

tar sands oil from cradle to gr
ave.

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

ns on the viability of the large
 oyster industry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the
 safety, environmental, and c

limate risks associated with th
e proposed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recomm
end the rejection ofTesoro-S

avage's application.



Sincerely,

Mrs. Mara Price
10509 76th Dr NE
Marysville, WA 98270-7935
(360) 722-5752
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org>
 on behalf of Laurie Caplan <Icaplan2010

@gmail.com>

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

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

You can do so much for the Northwest. Pl
ease don't wait for a tragic accident or 

natural disaster to reveal that

exporting oil from the Port of Vancouver is 
a catastrophe waiting to happen. We Am

ericans do a lot of magical thinking:

equipment won't malfunction, humans w
on't make mistakes, terrorists won't atta

ck, storms and earthquakes won't

affect the Northwest.

We should know better. And definitely t
he EFSEC knows better and needs to reco

gnize that Washington State and the

public will bear the costs -financial and oth
erwise - of this proposal, while Tesoro-Sa

vage reaps massive profits.

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

with the proposed oil terminal,

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

Sincerely,

Ms. Laurie Caplan

766 Lexington Ave

Astoria, OR 97103-5024

(503) 338-6508
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub
.org> on behalf of Jaime Roberts-Jon

es

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

<jaimerj@comcast.net>

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 t

o urge the Washington Energy Facilit
y Site

Evaluation Council (EFSECj 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 b

eing shipped through Spokane, the Co
lumbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vanc
ouver and other Northwest communit

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

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

bia River, yet offers few jobs in retur
n.

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

end the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's
 proposal.

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

lose scrutiny. For example, EFSEC mus
t assess:

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

ted oil spill or explosion along the rai
l route in

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

 Quebec and Alabama have shown 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 o
il and tankers

that would be traveling through ou
r communities.

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

own.

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 tra

in traffic through communities along th
e proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency 
response capabilities in Vancouver, w

here oil trains would deliver and store
 oil, and

other communities along the rail a
nd shipping route.

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

climate change impacts from crude o
il as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

bility of the large oyster industry in Wa
shington

State.

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

associated with the proposed oil term
inal,

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

plication.



Sincerely,

Mrs. Jaime Roberts-Jones
22413 92nd Ave W
Edmonds, WA 98020-4505
(425) 776-1775
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#2960

From: 
Sierra Club <information@sier

raclub.org> on behalf of Regina Wil
helm

<reggietuba@aol.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2013 

9:19 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. E
F-131590, Application No. 2013

-01 to urge the Washington Energ
y Facility Site

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

ublic safety impact of the joint T
esoro-Savage proposal

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

inal.

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

 day being shipped through Spoka
ne, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Van
couver and other Northwest com

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

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

Columbia River, yet offers few jo
bs 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 environme
ntal impacts of this proposal d

eserve close scrutiny. For example
, EFSEC must assess:

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

n-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
 shown that these risks

are far too real. The tragedy in Q
uebec, 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 t
anker spill on Washington State 

waters and along the shipping rou
te.

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 emerge
ncy response capabilities in Va

ncouver, where oil trains would d
eliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rai
l and shipping route.

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

e viability of the large oyster indus
try in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the saf
ety, environmental, and climate 

risks associated with the proposed
 oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recommen
d the rejection of Tesoro-Savag

e's application.



Sincerely,

Ms. Regina Wilhelm
1404015th Ave NE Apt 14e
Seattle, WA 98125-3118
(206 367-0878
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#2961

From: jonnel covault <jonnelcovault@gmail.c
om>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:40 
PM

Ta EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Tesoro-Savage Pipeline Project

Dear EFSEC,

am very concerned about the pipeline 
project proposed in Vancouver. My fa

mily and I enjoy recreating in the Columb
ia

River Gorge and are concerned about th
e addition of more trains hauling fos

sil fuels. We think that the Columbia Riv
er

Gorge is a spectacular scenic and cultur
al area that it should be developed as a

 World Heritage Site, NOT a

transportation corridor for dirty fossil f
uels.

We should be transitioning to and inve
sting in Green Energy Alternatives, li

ke Germany and other countries. It is

irresponsible to pull the wool over our
 eyes and not see the harm and hav

oc our dependence on fossil fuels is crea
ting.

In the EIS, I hope you will factor in the 
affect oil spills will have on fish, animal

s, insects, native plants and people up an
d

down the Columbia River. It is the local
 residents who really pay for oil spills,

 the climate disasters, broken infrastruct
ure

and health problems from polluted wate
rs and chemical "clean ups". Please

 factor these costs into this project. Who
 is

paying for the repair and maintenance 
of the train tracks? I absolutely love t

aking Amtrak, but now worry about train

wrecks involving oil tankers? Horrors! F
actor that cost in, too.

am very disappointed that we are even
 discussing the possibility of this proj

ect and the coal terminals, when we shoul
d

be embracing new clean possibilities th
at our grand children will be proud 

of. What kind of a legacy, in the name of

profits, are we leaving future generatio
ns? When are we going to stop poll

uting? At what point will we draw the lin
e and

start investing and creating jobs in GRE
EN energy instead of dirty oil and co

al? I say NOW.

It took EXXON over 20 years to pay me
 my settlement, and Prince William So

und has not fully recovered from the

damage of the Exxon Valdez Spill. The 
price of salmon never recovered. Peop

le's lives were ruined. I guarantee that t
he

BP Oil Spill has done more damage tha
n has been reported. The Columbia 

River already has pollution issues! Please

don't endanger our ecosystem with thi
s project.

Thank you,

Jonnel Covault

503 407 2144
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From: 
Friends of the Columbia Gorge <

Advocacy@GorgeFriends.org> on b
ehalf of Barbara

donnelly <pompad@comcast.net>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2013 

9:44 PM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Docket No. EF-131590 Applicati

on No. 2013-01 Tesoro Savage Vanc
ouver Energy

Distribution Terminal Comments

Nov 13, 2013

Energy Facility Site Evaluation Cou
ncil

WA

Dear Site Evaluation Council,

Please deny the permit for the Te
soro Savage Vancouver Energy 

Distribution Terminal.

The proposed Tesoro Savage proj
ect would transport 360,000 bar

rels of oil per day through the Colu
mbia River Gorge

National Scenic Area. I have grave
 concerns about this proposal and

 its impact on the Columbia River
 Gorge National

Scenic Area. The scope of review
 under the State Environmental

 Policy Act (SEPA) must include the 
following:

What is the purpose of the projec
t? The purpose statement must

 not be narrowly worded to only in
clude the

construction of an oil terminal fo
r distribution of oil through the 

region. The purpose should be broad
 enough to include

providing for the energy needs 
of the region and providing oppor

tunities for appropriate waterfron
t development that

benefits the local community.

Is there a need for this project? T
here is not. This proposal, in con

junction with other existing and pe
nding oil terminals,

would result in a glut of oil in th
e Northwest that would far excee

d current consumption. There are
 alternative

waterfront development opportu
nities that would create jobs and

 generate greater benefits for the 
local community.

What are the alternatives? A "n
o action" alternative; an alternati

ve relying on other oil terminals tha
t already exist, are

in the permitting processor und
er construction; and reducing rel

iance on fossil fuels all must be consi
dered as viable

alternatives. Transport routes tha
t do not pass through congressi

onally protected areas, like the Colu
mt5ia River Gorge

also must be included in the alt
ernatives analyses. The EIS should

 also consider reasonably foreseea
ble waterfront

development opportunities that wo
uld be incompatible with an oil

 terminal, such as mixed use devel
opment with

waterfront amenities.

What are the direct, indirect and 
cumulative effects of the propos

al, including transportation impact
s on the Columbia

River Gorge National Scenic Area
, such as

-Increased air pollution from tra
in diesel emission. The Gorge al

ready suffered from smog and visib
ility impairment up

to 95% of the time.

- Rail expansion into sensitive are
as. Rail lines in the Gorge are cu

rrently near capacity. This proposa
l and other oils by

rail and coal export proposals woul
d result in rail infrastructure ex

pansion into sensitive areas in the G
orge, including

wetlands, fish and wildlife habitat
, rare plant habitat, and cultural

 resource sites. These likely impact
s must be included

in the scope of review.



- Likelihood of accidents. Current coal train traffic in the Gorge has resulted in massive amounts of coal dust escaping
the open topped rail cars, which weakens the train ballast and causes accidents. The U.S.Surface Transportation Board has determined that coal dust is a "pernicious ballast foulant," weakening rail lines and
resulting in derailments. The likelihood of oil train derailments, the likely effects on Gorge resources and the impacts on
communities must be analyzed.

-Adverse effects to resources protected by the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area Act. The project's indirect
and cumulative effects on the scenic, natural, cultural and recreation resources of the Columbia River Gorge National
Scenic Area must be included in the scope of review.

In conclusion, SEPA requires that the EIS address impacts to sensitive or special areas, such as the Columbia River Gorge,
and the degree that the proposal would conflict with state, local, and federal protections for the environment, such as
the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area Act. WAC 197-11-330(3)(e)(i), (iii). State law also requires the Governor
and all state agencies to carry out their respective functions in accordance with the Columbia River Gorge National
Scenic Area Act.
RCW 43.97.025. EFSEC and the Governor are required to review projects for their impacts on the Columbia River Gorge
and to take actions to avoid those impacts.

Thank you for considering these comments and including them into the official record.
Sincerely,

Mrs. Barbara donnelly
108 Elk Ridge Dr
Longview, WA 98632-9594
(360) 425-2334
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From: 
Friends of the Columbia Go

rge <Advocacy@GorgeFrie
nds.org> on behalf of Barbar

a

donnelly <pompad@comcast.
net>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2

013 9:44 PM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Docket No. EF-131590 Appl

ication No. 2013-01 Tesoro 
Savage Vancouver Energy

Distribution Terminal Comme
nts

Categories: 
Orange

Nov 13, 2013

Energy Facility Site Evaluati
on Council

WA

Dear Site Evaluation Counci
l,

Please deny the permit for t
he Tesoro Savage Vancouv

er Energy Distribution Term
inal.

The proposed Tesoro Savag
e project would transport 3

60,000 barrels of oil per da
y through the Columbia Rive

r Gorge

National Scenic Area. I have
 grave concerns about this

 proposal and its impact on
 the Columbia River Gorge N

ational

Scenic Area. The scope of r
eview under the State Env

ironmental Policy Act (SEPA
) must include the following:

What is the purpose of the 
project? The purpose stat

ement must not be narrowly
 worded to only include the

construction of an oil termi
nal for distribution of oil th

rough the region. The purpo
se should be broad enough 

to include

providing for the energy nee
ds of the region and provi

ding opportunities for appro
priate waterfront developme

nt that

benefits the local communi
ty.

Is there a need for this pro
ject? There is not. This pr

oposal, in conjunction with 
other existing and pending oi

l terminals,

would result in a glut of oil
 in the Northwest that woul

d far exceed current consu
mption. There are alternati

ve

waterfront development 
opportunities that would cr

eate jobs and generate gre
ater benefits for the local com

munity.

What are the alternatives? 
A "no action" alternative; a

n alternative relying on oth
er oil terminals that already e

xist, are

in the permitting process or
 under construction; and 

reducing reliance on fossil fu
els all must be considered as

 viable

alternatives. Transport rout
es that do not pass throug

h congressionally protected 
areas, like the Columbia Riv

er Gorge

also must be included in the
 alternatives analyses. The

 EIS should also consider r
easonably foreseeable waterf

ront

development opportunities
 that would be incompatibl

e with an oil terminal, such
 as mixed use development 

with

waterfront amenities.

What are the direct, indirec
t and cumulative effects o

f the proposal, including tr
ansportation impacts on the Co

lumbia

River Gorge National Scenic
 Area, such as:

- Increased air pollution fro
m train diesel emission. The

 Gorge already suffered fr
om smog and visibility impai

rment up

to 95% of the time.

- Rail expansion into sensit
ive areas. Rail lines in the G

orge are currently near cap
acity. This proposal and oth

er oils by

rail and coal export proposa
ls would result in rail infr

astructure expansion into se
nsitive areas in the Gorge, i

ncluding



wetlands, fish and wildlife habitat, rare plant habitat, and cultural resource sites. These likely impacts must be included
in the scope of review.

- Likelihood of accidents. Current coal train traffic in the Gorge has resulted in massive amounts of coal dust escaping
the open topped rail cars, which weakens the train ballast and causes accidents. The U.S.Surface Transportation Board has determined that coal dust is a "pernicious ballast foulant," weakening rail lines and
resulting in derailments. The likelihood of oil train derailments, the likely effects on Gorge resources and the impacts on
communities must be analyzed.

-Adverse effects to resources protected by the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area Act. The project's indirect
and cumulative effects on the scenic, natural, cultural and recreation resources of the Columbia River Gorge National
Scenic Area must be included in the scope of review.

In conclusion, SEPA requires that the EIS address impacts to sensitive or special areas, such as the Columbia River Gorge,
and the degree that the proposal would conflict with state, local, and federal protections for the environment, such as
the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area Act. WAC 197-11-330(3)(e)(i), (iii). State law also requires the Governor
and all state agencies to carry out their respective functions in accordance with the Columbia River Gorge National
Scenic Area Act.
RCW 43.97.025. EFSEC and the Governor are required to review projects for their impacts on the Columbia River Gorge
and to take actions to avoid those impacts.

Thank you for considering these comments and including them into the official record.
Sincerely,

Mrs. Barbara donnelly
108 Elk Ridge Dr
Longview, WA 98632-9594
(360) 425-2334
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From: 
DellAnnD@aol.com

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:

46 PM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Oil terminal in Vancouver, WA

To Whom It May Concern:

We are against the newly proposed
 oil terminal in Vancouver, WA.

 As residents of Vancouver, we

live right above the railroad tracks 
along the Columbia River on Everg

reen Hwy and soon will be living

only 400 feet below the tracks. We
 watch oil trains everyday while w

e are waiting to cross the tracks

to our new home site. Sometimes t
he wait is 15 minutes long and l

onger. The only access we have

to leave our home or for anyone to
 drive to our home is to cross the 

private railroad crossing on SE

17th Street. We are seniors and if
 an emergency occurs, the ambul

ance, police or fire vehicles may

find it difficult to access our home 
if there is the long delay waiting for

 the trains. If there is any kind

train accident with oil tankers or ex
plosions near or on our property, 

we would have no exit and would

be in great danger as would anyon
e near this accident. This is just 

one personal reason among

many others why we do not want t
he oil terminal. Already, we have

 long oil train cars on our

tracks. With the oil terminal that is
 proposed, more and more train c

ars containing oil would be

added, causing the wait even long
er.

Vancouver and the Pacific NW are
 known for our clean environment

. Why would we want to

jeopardize our atmosphere now,
 when we know the only way forwa

rd to curb climate change is to

offer alternative energy, not backsl
ide to transporting oil .and coal th

rough our city and then to other

countries. The argument that this 
would add new jobs, does not jus

tify risking our community and

environment and the world for tha
t matter. As residents of Vancouv

er and the state of Washington,

we feel it is time to take a moral st
and and make the decision to. sto

p the oil terminal project.

Dell Ann Dyar and Dr. Gary Miller
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Daniel Wh
itaker Sr.

<dlwhitaker@aol.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:47 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

1) The potential safety and environmental impacts of a large 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 devastate
d the town.

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

3) The transportation and public health impacts of additional unit 
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. Daniel Whitaker Sr.
66 Bon Jon View Way
Sequim, WA 98382-8000
(360) 683-4945
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Ray Lou <rlxl@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:48 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 Washin
gton Energy Facility Site

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

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

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 barrels of oil each day being shipped throug
h 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 rejec
tion 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 expl
osion along the rail route in

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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

Sincerely,



Dr. Ray Lou
1221 1st Ave Apt 1225
Seattle, WA 98101-3414



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2967

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.
org> on behalf of Jude Bridges

<judebridges@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:4
8 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

rge the Washington Energy Facility Sit
e

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

afety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savag
e proposal

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

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

g shipped through Spokane, the Colum
bia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancou
ver and other Northwest communitie

s. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washing
ton State.

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

 River, yet offers few jobs in return.

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

d the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's pr
oposal.

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

ose scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must
 assess:

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

 oil spill or explosion along the rail rou
te in

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

ebec and Alabama have shown that the
se risks

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

reme danger of the same type of oil a
nd tankers

that would be traveling through our
 communities.

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

.

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

d along the shipping route.

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

 traffic through communities along the
 proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency
 response capabilities in Vancouver, 

where oil trains would deliver and sto
re oil, and

other communities along the rail and
 shipping route.

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

imate change impacts from crude oil a
s well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

ity of the large oyster industry in Wash
ington

State.

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

sociated with the proposed oil termi
nal,

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

ication.



Sincerely,

Ms. Jude Bridges
10554 SE Main St Apt 113
Milwaukie, OR 97222-7679
(503) 998-1663
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierracl
ub.org> on behalf of Arianna Van Heus

en

<ariannavh@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9
: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 Facili
ty Site

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

safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Sav
age proposal

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

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

eing shipped through Spokane, the Co
lumbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouv
er and other Northwest communiti

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

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

bia River, yet offers few jobs in retur
n.

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

mend the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's
 proposal.

The public safety and environment
al impacts of this proposal deserve

 close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC m
ust assess:

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

ted oil spill or explosion along the rai
l route in

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

 Quebec and Alabama have shown th
at these risks

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

xtreme danger of the same type of oil
 and tankers

that would be traveling through o
ur communities.

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

town.

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

 and along the shipping route.

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

n traffic through communities along 
the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergenc
y response capabilities in Vancouv

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

other communities along the rail a
nd shipping route.

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

viability of the large oyster industry in
 Washington

State.

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

sks associated with the proposed oil te
rminal,

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

application.



Sincerely,

Mrs. Arianna Van Heusen
141 Ohio St
Ashland, OR 97520-1118
(650) 279-5598
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Ira Pollock

<irapollock@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:48 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. 2Q13-01 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 Spokan
e, 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 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. Ira Pollock
1110 SW Clay St Apt 5
Portland, OR 97201-3343
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf
 of Aria Jackson

<ariajackson@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:47 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

te

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

 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 Colu

mbia 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 communitie
s 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-Savag

e'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 rail r

oute in

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

 these risks

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

 oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

e proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

tore oil, and.

other communities along the rail and shipping rout
e.

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

oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

ashington

State.

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

minal,

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Aria Jackson
2030 NE Hancock St
Portland, OR 97212-4566
(503)729-5154
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Scoping Com
ment

#2971

From: 
Sierra Club <information

@sierraclub.org> on behal
f of Kay Keeler <kaykeeler

33

@gmail.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13

, 2013 9:48 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 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

I'm writing regarding Docke
t No. EF-131590, Applica

tion No. 2013-01 to urge 
the Washington Energy Fa

cility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC
) to assess the full enviro

nmental and public safety
 impact of the joint Tesoro

-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vanco
uver 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 Are
a, 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 R
iver, yet offers few jobs in r

eturn.

Based on the far reaching
 impacts of this project, 

1 urge you to recommend t
he rejection of Tesoro-Sav

age's proposal.

The public safety and envi
ronmental impacts of this

 proposal deserve close sc
rutiny. For example, EFSEC

 must assess:

1}The potential safety and
 environmental impacts o

f a large train-related oil
 spill or explosion along the 

rail route in

Washington and beyond.
 Recent derailment disas

ters in Lac-Megantic, Que
bec and Alabama have sh

own that these risks

are far too real. The trag
edy in Quebec, in particul

ar, highlighted the extrem
e danger of the same type

 of oil and tankers

that would be traveling t
hrough our communities.

Forty-seven people died in
 that explosion, which als

o devastated the town.

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

ngton State waters and a
long the shipping route.

3) The transportation and 
public health impacts of

 additional unit train traffi
c through communities alo

ng the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating e
mergency response capab

ilities in Vancouver, whe
re oil trains would deliver

 and store oil, and

other communities along t
he rail and shipping route

.

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

sis should include climate
 change impacts from crud

e oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to
 grave.

5) The impact of the proje
ct's cradle-to-grave CO2

 emissions on the viability 
of the large oyster industr

y in Washington

State.

After carefully considerin
g the safety, environment

al, and climate risks assoc
iated with the proposed 

oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to rec
ommend the rejection of T

esoro-Savage's applicatio
n.



Sincerely,

Mrs. Kay Keeler
241 Eagles Roost Ln
Lopez Island, WA 98261-9540
(360) 468-3630



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2972

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on b
ehalf of Linda Ellsworth <sandboa5l

@msn.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:48 PM

To: EFSEC(UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

gy Facility Site

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

ro-Savage proposal

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

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

 the Columbia River

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

 for Washington State.

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

 in return.

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

Savage's proposal.

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

 EFSEC must assess:

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

g the rail route in

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

 shown that these risks

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

 type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

.

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

 along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capa
bilities in Vancouver, where oil trains would deli

ver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping ro
ute.

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

 crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

ustry in Washington

State.

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

 oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Ellsworth
61 Rosehip Rd
Eastsound, WA 98245-8966
(360) 376-2154



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CB

R

Scoping Comment

#2973

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of
 John Countryman

<countrjd@fairpoint.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:47 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 environm
ental and public safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage p

roposal

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

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

 River

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

n State.

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

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

osal.

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

sess:

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, 4uebec 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 and

 tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

posed

oil-by-rail route.

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

oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

 well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

gton

State.

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

,

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



Sincerely,

Mr. John Countryman
15810 143rd Ave SE
Yelm, WA 98597-9169



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment
#2974

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> o
n behalf of Carol Moore

<camoore@bendbroadband.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:48 PM

EFSEC (UTC)

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

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

ton Energy Facility Site

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

joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vancouver into a major 
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 o
ther Northwest communities. Oil-by-rail is a 

bad deal for Washington State.

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

s few jobs in return.

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

f Tesoro-Savage's proposal.

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

xample, EFSEC must assess:

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

sion along the rail route in

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

ma have shown that these risks

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

 the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communi
ties.

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

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

g route.

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

mmunities along the proposed

ail-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 
route.

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

ts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

yster industry in Washington

State.

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

e proposed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Moore
19557 Pond Meadow Ct
Bend, OR 97702-7982
(541) 306-6182



Tesoro Savage CBR

Docket EF-131590 ScopingComment

#2975

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Karen Chestn
ey <kcdd2004

@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:47 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Chestney
659 State Highway 532
Camano Island, WA 98282-8747
(136) 062-9813



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2976

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 Susan
 Strauss

<susan@straussstoryteller.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:48 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 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 d
ay 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 
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-M
egantic, quebec and Alabama have shown that these risks

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

Forty-seven people died in that explosion, which also 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 additFonal uni
t train traffic through communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave CO2 emissions 
on 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-Sav
age's application.



Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Strauss
66280 White Rock Loop
Bend, OR 97701-9069
(541) 610-5350



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#2977

From: Sierra Club <information@sierracl
ub.org> on behalf of Maureen O'Dea

<moodea@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9
:47 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,

It's just not worth the risk, esp. con
sidering how important the Colu

mbia Gorgeis to both states, Washing
ton &Oregon.

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

o urge the Washington Energy Facilit
y Site

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

 safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Sava
ge proposal

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

If approved, the plan would result 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 communit

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

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

mbia River, yet offers few jobs in ret
urn.

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

end the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's
 proposal.

The public safety and environmen
tal impacts of this proposal 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 de
railment disasters in Lac-Megantic,

 Quebec and Alabama have shown tha
t 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 t

own.

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

and along the shipping route.

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

in traffic through communities along
 the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency
 response capabilities in Vancouv

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

other communities along the rail a
nd shipping route.

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

 climate change impacts from crude 
oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

ability of the large oyster industry in 
Washington

State.

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

ssociated with the proposed oil ter
minal,

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

plication.



Sincerely,

Ms. Maureen O'Dea
2236 NE Couch St
Portland, OR 97232-3119



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR
Scoping Comment
#2978

From: 
Sierra Club <information@sie

rraclub.org> on behalf of May
 Pendergrass

<maypen@gmail.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 20

13 9:47 PM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF-1

31590, Application No. 2013-0
1

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to 
assess the full environmental

 and public safety impact of
 the joint Tesoro-Savage propos

al

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

t terminal.

If approved, the plan would re
sult in 350,000 barrels of oil

 each day being shipped thro
ugh Spokane, the Columbia Riv

er

Gorge National Scenic Area, V
ancouver and other Northwes

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

.

The project comes at a steep 
price for rail communities and

 the Columbia River, yet offer
s few jobs in return.

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

 to recommend the rejection 
of Tesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and envir
onmental impacts of this prop

osal deserve close scrutiny. 
For example, EFSEC must assess

:

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

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

Washington and beyond. Rece
nt derailment disasters in La

c-Megantic, Quebec and Alab
ama have shown that these ris

ks

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

lighted the extreme danger 
of the same type of oil and tanke

rs

that would be traveling throu
gh 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 St

ate waters and along the ship
ping route.

3) The transportation and pub
lic health impacts of addit

ional unit train traffic through 
communities along the propose

d

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emerg
ency response capabilities i

n 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 gr
ave.

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

s on the viability of the large 
oyster industry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the
 safety, environmental, and 

climate risks associated with 
the proposed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recom
mend the rejection ofTesoro-

Savage's application.



Sincerely,

Ms. May Pendergrass
691155th Ave S
Seattle, WA 98118-3411
(206) 722-3647



Docket EF-13.1590 
Tesoro Savage 

CBR

Scoping Commen
t

#2979

From: 
Sierra Club <information@s

ierraclub.org> on behalf of Jeff
rey Jacobs <jacobsjij54

@yahoo.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2

013 9:48 PM

To: 
EFSEC(UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF-1

31590, Application No. 2013-0
1

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to 
assess the full environmenta

l and public safety impact of t
he joint Tesoro-Savage proposa

l

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

t terminal.

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

 each day being shipped thro
ugh Spokane, the Columbia Riv

er

Gorge National Scenic Area, V
ancouver and other Northwest

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

The project comes at a steep 
price for rail communities and

 the Columbia River, yet offer
s few jobs in return.

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

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

.

The public safety and enviro
nmental impacts of this propo

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

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

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

Washington and beyond. Rece
nt derailment disasters in La

c-Megantic, Quebec and Alab
ama have shown that these ris

ks

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

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

kers

that would be traveling throu
gh our communities.

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

ated the town.

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

tate waters and along the ship
ping route.

3j The transportation and p
ublic health impacts of additi

onal unit train traffic throug
h communities along the propos

ed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emer
gency response capabilities i

n 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 imp
acts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to gr
ave.

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

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

n

State.

After carefully considering the 
safety, environmental, and c

limate risks associated with th
e proposed oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to recom
mend the rejection of Tesoro

-Savage's application.



Sincerely,

Dr. Jeffrey Jacobs
5919 Cattail PI
Bow, WA 98232-8637
(360) 540-0895



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR
Scoping Comment

#2980

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf
 of Robin Boynton <robin2200

@centurytel.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:48 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,

have been a member of citizens' advisory boards fo
r surface water and ground water protection in Washing

ton State.

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

ite

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

bia River

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

ington 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 
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 rou

te in

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

these risks

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

l and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

e proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

d 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 t

erminal,

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Robin Boynton
4204 Shoreclub Dr
Mercer Island, WA 98040-4241



Docket EF-131590 
ScopingComment

#2981.

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Beeara Edmonds

<beeara@beeara.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:48 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 p
roposal

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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 propos
ed

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Beeara Edmonds
2017 SE Stone St
Corvallis, OR 97333-1830
(541) 752-1997



Docket EF-131590 mop 
gComment

#2982

From: 
Sierra Club <information@sier

raclub.org> on behalf of Amy Car
penter

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2013

 9:48 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 asse
ss the full environmental and p

ublic safety impact of the joint T
esoro-Savage proposal

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

minal.

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

day being shipped through Spoka
ne, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Va
ncouver and other Northwest co

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

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

Columbia River, yet offers few jobs
 in return.

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

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

The public safety and environm
ental impacts of this proposal 

deserve close scrutiny. For exampl
e, EFSEC must assess:

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

ain-related oil spill or explosion a
long the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent 
derailment disasters in Lac-Mega

ntic, Quebec and Alabama hav
e shown that these risks

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

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

that would be traveling through
 our communities.

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

ed the town.

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

waters and along the shipping rou
te.

3) The transportation and public
 health impacts of additional u

nit train traffic through communi
ties along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emerge
ncy response capabilities in Van

couver, where oil trains would d
eliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rai
l and shipping route.

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

clude climate change impacts fr
om crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

the viability of the large oyster in
dustry in Washington

State.

After carefully considering the s
afety, environmental, and climat

e risks associated with the propo
sed oil terminal,

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

ge's application.



Sincerely,

Ms. Amy Carpenter
1280 Mill St
Eugene, OR 97401-4261
(541) 485-5550



Docket EF-131590 
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Scoping Comment

#2983

From: 
Sierra Club <information@sie

rraclub.org> on behalf of Kay 
Keeler <kaykeeler33

@gmail.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 201

3 9:48 PM

To: 
EFSEC (UTC}

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF-1

31590, Application No. 2013-01

Categories: 
Orange

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172.

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

013-01 to urge the Washingto
n Energy Facility Site

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

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

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

rminal.

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

ch day being shipped through Sp
okane, the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Van
couver and other Northwest c

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

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

he Columbia River, yet offers f
ew jobs in return.

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

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

The public safety and environm
ental impacts of this proposal

 deserve close scrutiny. For exa
mple, EFSEC must assess:

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

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

Washington and beyond. Recen
t derailment disasters in Lac-

Megantic, Quebec and Alabama 
have shown that these risks

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

ted the extreme danger of the s
ame type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling throug
h our communities.

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

ed the town.

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

e waters and along the shippin
g route.

3) The transportation and publi
c health impacts of addition

al unit train traffic through commu
nities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emerg
ency response capabilities in 

Vancouver, where oil trains wou
ld deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the ra
il and shipping route.

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

 include climate change impacts
 from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grav
e.

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

on the viability of the large oys
ter industry in Washington

State.



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

Mrs. Kay Keeler
241 Eagles Roost Ln
Lopez Island, WA 98261-9540
(360) 468-3630
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Scoping Comment

#2984

From: 
Sierra Club <information@sier

raclub.org> on behalf of Saundr
a White

<saundrawhite@camcast.net>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 201

3 9:48 PM 
,

To: 
EFSEG (UTC)

Subject: 
Comment on Docket No. EF-1

31590, Application No. 2013-01

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner"

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

2013-01 to urge the Washington
 Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to a
ssess the full environmental an

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

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

erminal.

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, Van
couver and other Northwest c

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

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

e Columbia River, yet offers 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 proposa

l deserve close scrutiny. For exa
mple, EFSEC must assess:

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

train-related oil spill or explosio
n along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recen
t derailment disasters in Lac-

Megantic, Quebec and Alabama 
have shown that these risks

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

ted the extreme danger of the 
same 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 shippin
g route.

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 emerge
ncy 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 should

 include climate change impact
s from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave
.

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

n 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,

Miss Saundra White
290 Newport Way NW Apt 7
Issaquah, WA 98027-3136
(425) 557-3794
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Tesoro Savage 
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Scoping Co
mment

#2985

From: 
Sierra Club <information

@sierraclub.org> on beha
lf of James Maurer

<kickaha.jim@gmail.com
>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 1

3, 2013 9:48 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 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

cation No. 2013-01 to urg
e the Washington Energy 

Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSE
C) to assess the full envi

ronmental and public safe
ty impact of the joint Teso

ro-Savage proposal

to turn the Port of Vanco
uver into a major crude 

oil export terminal.

If approved, the plan wou
ld result in 380,000 barr

els of oil each day being 
shipped through Spokane,

 the Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Ar
ea, Vancouver and othe

r Northwest communitie
s. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal

 for Washington State.

The project comes at a -steep price for rail commu
nities and the Columbia

 River, yet offers few jobs
 in return.

Based on the far reachin
g impacts of this project,

 I urge you to recommen
d the rejection of Tesoro-S

avage's proposal.

The public safety and env
ironmental impacts of th

is proposal deserve clos
e scrutiny. For example, EF

SEC must assess:

1) The potential safety a
nd environmental impact

s of a large train-related 
oil spill or explosion along

 the rail route in

Washington and beyond
. Recent derailment disa

sters in Lac-Megantic, Que
bec and Alabama have s

hown that these risks

are far too real. The trag
edy in Quebec, in partic

ular, highlighted the ext
reme 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 a

lso devastated the town.

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

ngton State waters and a
long the shipping route.

3) The transportation a
nd public health impacts

 of additional unit train t
raffic through communitie

s along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating
 emergency response capa

bilities in Vancouver, w
here oil trains would deliv

er and store oil, and

other communities along
 the rail and shipping rou

te.

4) The project's impact o
n climate change. This ana

lysis should include clim
ate change impacts from c

rude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle t
o grave.

5) The impact of the proj
ect's cradle-to-grave CO2

 emissions on the viabilit
y of the large oyster indus

try in Washington

State.

After carefully consideri
ng the safety, environme

ntal, and climate risks asso
ciated with the proposed 

oil terminal,

respectfully ask you to r
ecommend the rejection o

fTesoro-Savage's applic
ation.



Sincerely,

Mr, James Maurer
19452 SE 267th St
Covington, WA 98042-5038
(253) 630-8518
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Jean 
Baker

<jeanbaker.milw@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:48 PM

Ta 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. 2
013-01 to urge the Washington Energy Facility Site

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Jean Baker
2607 SE Monroe St
Milwaukie, OR 97222-7630
(503) 659-4070



Docket EF-131590 
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#2987

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Katharin
e Lawrence

<kitty@spiritone.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:48 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 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 rec
ommend the rejection of Tesoro-Savage's proposal.

The public safety and environmental impacts ofthis proposal dese
rve close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

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

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

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular, highlighted t
he 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 Van
couver, where oil trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Katharine Lawrence
2927 NE Flanders St
Portland, OR 97232-3258
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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 Laura Wright

<blvdstgermaindespres@gmail.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:4
8 PM

EFSEC(UTC)

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

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

rge 4the Washington Energy Facility Site

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

ety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage
 proposal

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

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

 shipped through Spokane, the Columbi
a River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancou
ver and other Northwest communiti

es. Oil-by-rail is a bad deal for Washing
ton State.

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

 River, yet offers few jobs in return.

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

d the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's pro
posal.

The public safety and environmental 
impacts of this proposal deserve clo

se scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must as
sess:

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

oil spill or explosion along the rail route 
in

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

uebec and Alabama have shown that t
hese 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 c
ommunities.

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

n.

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spi
ll on Washington State waters and a

long the shipping route.

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

affic through communities along the pr
oposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency 
response capabilities in Vancouver, wh

ere oil trains would deliver and store
 oil, and

other communities along the rail and 
shipping route.

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

limate change impacts from crude oil as 
well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

ity 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 th
e rejection of Tesoro-Savage's applic

ation.



Sincerely,

Miss Laura Wright
877 18th st
Seattle, WA 98115-4543
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Walter Lee

<waltchin@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:48 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 t
he Washington Energy Facility Site

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full environmental and public safe
ty 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 ship
ped through Spokane, the Columbia River

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

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

Based on the far reaching impacts of this project, I urge you to recommend
 the rejection ofTesoro-Savage's 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 o
il spill or explosion along the rail route in

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment 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 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 traf
fic through communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change: This analysis should include 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 viabilit
y of the large oyster industry in Washington

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Walter Lee
14305 NE Fremont Ct
Portland, OR 97230-3613
(503) 253-8316
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierrac
lub.org> on behalf of Sarah Dean

<sarahgsyfan@gmail.com>

Sent: 
Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:

48 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 Fa
cility Site

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

c safety impact of the joint Tesoro-S
avage proposal

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

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

 being shipped through Spokane, the
 Columbia River

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vanco
uver and other Northwest commun

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

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

mbia River, yet offers few jobs in re
turn.

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

mmend the rejection ofTesoro-Savag
e's proposal.

The public safety and environme
ntal impacts of this proposal deser

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

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

lated oil spill or explosion along the 
rail route in

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

c, Quebec and Alabama have shown
 that these risks

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

he extreme danger of the same type 
of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through o
ur communities.

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

 town.

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

s and along the shipping route.

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

rain traffic through communities al
ong the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergen
cy response capabilities in Vanco

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

other communities along the rail an
d shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate c
hange. 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 v

iability of the large oyster industry 
in Washington

State.

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

s associated with the proposed oil
 terminal,

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

application.



Sincerely,

Mrs. Sarah Dean
43 Mountain Vista Ct

Port Townsend, WA 98368-2598
{830) 377-3756
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Sharon Wallace

<sdwal@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:48 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 Wash
ington Energy Facility Site

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon Wallace
PO Box 734
Grayland, WA 98547-0734
(360) 268-7243
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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 Tara Basile

<thbasile@yahoo.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:48 PM

EFSEC (UTC)

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mrs. Tara Basile
24626 SE 278th St
Maple Valley, WA 98038-2015
(425) 996-7179
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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 Jon Quitslund

<jonquitslund@att.net>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:48 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 publi
c safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage proposal

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

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 barrels of oil 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 C
olumbia River, yet offers few jobs in return.

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

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

1) The potential safety and environmental impacts of a large train
-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 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 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 Va
ncouver, where oil trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

After carefully considering the safety, environmental, and climate_ ri
sks associated with the proposed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Dr. Jon Quitslund
5192 NE Sullivan Rd
Bainbridge Island, WA 98110-2002
(206) 780-4006
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#2994

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Kayla Cooper <kaylacordelia86

@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:48 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. Kayla Cooper
9244 Sand Point Way NE
Seattle, WA 98115-3972
(253) 753-7482
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#2995

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Kenneth Garringer <ybnormall5

@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:48 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,

Mr. Kenneth Garringer

114 SE 96th Ave

Vancouver, WA 98664-3423
(360) 980-7063
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Ashley Fowler

<ashleyfwlr@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:48 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 p
roposal

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

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

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

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

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

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

1) The potential safety and environmental impacts of a large train-related oil spill or explosion along the rail 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 ofthe same type of oil and tank
ers

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 propos
ed

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Ashley Fowler
2109 NW 73rd St
Seattle, WA 98117-5637
(206) 524-2660
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#2997

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

<mkennedyj@q.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:48 PM

Ta; EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 13, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

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

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Kennedy
5911 NW Pinewood PI
Corvallis, OR 97330-3152
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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 Bill Shumway <musicheals2

@joimail.com>

Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:48 PM

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

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

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the full environmental and public safety impact of the joint Tesoro-Savage 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. Bill Shumway
1604 X St Apt 2
Vancouver, WA 98661-4052
(360) 737-8790
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#2999

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Bob Swanson

<swanson.b@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:48 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.



As much as possible the fossil fuels should stay in the ground until we learn how to use them without releasing carbon
dioxide and other pollution into the air. Moe effort and money should be put into speeding our conversion to
minimizing our energy use and generating with wind, solar and other renewables.

Sincerely,

Dr. Bob Swanson
335 Cervantes
Lake Oswego, OR 97035-1209
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Scoping Comment

#3000

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Charles Causey
<causeys@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2013 9:48 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,

Mr. Charles Causey

841S5thSt

Jefferson, OR 97352-9518


