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Scoping Comment

#3351

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Donna Webb

<oregonwebb@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 10:35 PM

To: EFSEC(UTC)

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

Nov 15, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

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

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mrs. Donna Webb
330 Buckhorn Springs Rd
Ashland, OR 97520-8765
(541) 482-0145



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#3352

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Constance Huff

<cahuff@aol.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 10:45 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 15, 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 tanke
rs

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Dr. Constance Huff
49460 McKenzie Hwy
Vida, OR 97488-9740



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR
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#3353

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Helen Glidden <hmg4600

@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 10:45 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 15, 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

~o 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. Helen Glidden
419 Briar Rd
Bellingham, WA 98225-7809



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#3354

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

<pcarcasses@hotmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 10:48 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 15, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172.

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

3) The transportation and public health impacts of additional unit train traffic through communities along the 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 CD2 emissions on the viability of the large oyster industry in Washington

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Carcasses
2741a SE 141st Ave
Portland, OR 97236-2979
(503) 760-1097



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR
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#3355

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

<xensky@yahoo.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 10:49 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 15, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

1) The potential safety and environmental impacts of a large train-related oil s
pill 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 sh
ipping 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 cha
nge impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Judith Hockman
PO Box 1345
Tonasket, WA 98855-1345
(509) 486-4452



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#3356

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Michael Mendiola

<mamendiola@comcast.net>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 10:50 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 15, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

The project comes at a steep price for rail communities and the Columbi
a 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-relate
d oil spill or explosion along the rail route in

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Michael Mendiola
12102 4th Ave W
Apt 15-301
Everett, WA 98204-5773
(425) 438-9235



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#3357

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

<pathansendc@rockisland.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 10:53 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 15, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and other Northwest 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 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-Megant
ic, Quebec and Alabama have shown that these risks

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Dr. Patricia Hansen
PO Box 3300
Friday Harbor, WA 98250-3300
(360) 378-3537



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#3358

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Stacy Bloodworth

<stacybradbury@hotmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 10:53 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 15, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in Lac-Megantic, Quebe
c 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 th
e 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 cha
nge impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mrs. Stacy Bloodworth
268 N 3rd St
Ashland, OR 97520-1944



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#3359

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Harold Dezo
tell

<mrhjdez@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 10:54 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 15, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172.

Olympia, WA 985043172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Harold Dezotell
19131 Yellow Jacket Springs Rd
PO Box 57
Beatty, OR 97621-3250
(541)810-1082



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#3360

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Nov 15, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Lynne Nelson <Inelson394

@gmail.com>

Thursday, November 14, 2013 10:55 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 Wash
ington Energy Facility Site

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

1) The potential safety and environmental impacts of a large train-related oil s
pill 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 dang
er of the same type of oil and tankers

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Washington State waters and along the sh
ipping 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 cha
nge impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

Dr. Lynne Nelson
591 S River Rd
Palouse, WA 99161-9740
(509) 878-1649



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR
Scoping Comment
#3361

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Nov 15, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Hugh Cochran <hughc37

@comcast.net>

Thursday, November 14, 2013 10:57 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 Was
hington Energy Facility Site

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

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

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

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and other Northwest communities. Oil-by-rai
l 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 impacts of this project, I urge you to recommend the r
ejection ofTesoro-Savage's proposal.

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

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

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

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in Vancouver, where o
il 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 chang
e impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Hugh Cochran
355 Santa Clara Ave
Eugene, OR 97404-1944
(541) 688-9336



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#3362

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

<gerryandnancy@frontier.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 10:58 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 15, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

1) The potential safety and environmental impacts of a large trai
n-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, 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 
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 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
 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 clim
ate risks associated with the proposed oil terminal,

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



Sincerely,

Mrs. Nancy Vandenberg
5021 134th PI SE
Snohomish, WA 98296-5214
(425) 337-9210
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Rebecca Dickerson

<rabecy@yahoo.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 10:58 PM

To: EFSEC(UTC)

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

Nov 15, 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 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 exam
ple, EFSEC must assess:

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Washington State waters and along the shipp
ing 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 emergency response capabilities in Vancouver, where oil tra
ins 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 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 oyste
r industry in Washington

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Rebecca Dickerson
3435 Auburn Way S A-2
Auburn, WA 98092-7203
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of
 Catherine Keys

<valkate@comcast.net>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 10:58 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 15, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

 proposal

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

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

bia River

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

ngton State.

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

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

proposal.

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

 assess:

1) The potential safety and environmental impacts of a 
large train-related oil spill or explosion along the rail 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 Washingt
on State waters and along the shipping route.

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

proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

re oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

hington

State.

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

al,

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Catherine Keys
13610 97th Ave NW
Gig Harbor, WA 98329-7091
(253) 514-6061



Docket EF-131590 
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Tina Robertson <t
lrobertson64

@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 11:00 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 15, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

are far too real. The tragedy in Quebec, in particular, highlighted the 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 traffi
c through communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in Vancouver, wher
e 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 clima
te change impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Tina Robertson
330 5th St Apt 1
Woodland, WA 98674-8433
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From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Nov 15, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Jenni
fer Lutz

<lutz j@comcast.net>

Thursday, November 14, 2013 11:00 PM

EFSEC (UTC)

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Jennifer Lutz
21700 2nd PI W
Bothell, WA 98021-8242
(425) 218-7868
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#3367

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Jeff Walton

<jeff.walton@yahoo.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 11:02 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 15, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oi(-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in Vancouv
er, where oil. trains would deliver and store oil, and

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

4) The project's impact on climate change. This analysis should 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. Jeff Walton
3098 NW Craftsman Dr
Bend, OR 97701-8336
(503) 230-0202



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage ~BR

Scoping Comment

#3368

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Kim Harris <harriskim3

@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 11:02 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 15, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 barrels of oil each day being shipped through Spokane, the Co
lumbia 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 job
s 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_ rai
l route in

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

This includes evaluating emergency response capabilities in Vancouver, where oil trains would 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 industr
y in Washington

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Ms. Kim Harris
24025 Bothell Everett Hwy # 207
Bothell, WA 98021-9342
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Betty Blossey

<betsey.blossey@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 11:02 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 15, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Dr. Betty Blossey
2728 Fairview Ave E Apt 103
Seattle, WA 98102-3136
(219) 762-7716
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From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Nov 15, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Skye Mcknight

<summer7skye@gmail.com>

Thursday, November 14, 2013 11:03 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,

Ms. Skye Mcknight
3523 S Tyler St
Tacoma, WA 98409-2230
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#3371

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Ka
ren DeBraal

<thestayfreekarebear@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 11:04 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 15, 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 ter
minal.

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

Gorge National Scenic Area, Vancouver and other 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 proposa
l deserve close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

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

Washington and beyond. Recent derailment disasters in 
Lac-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 additiona
l unit train traffic through communities along the proposed

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave CO2 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. Karen DeBraal
935 B St
Springfield, OR 97477-4724
(541) 747-3320
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From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Dori Cerbone

<dori.cerbone@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 11:08 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 15, 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. Dori Cerbone

1341 NE Park Ln Apt 306
Fairview, OR 97024-3865
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#3373

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Summer Kozisek

<Iazymoose2001@yahoo.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 11:09 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 15, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

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

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mrs. Summer Kozisek

10210 215th Ave E

Bonney Lake, WA 98391-3761
(414) 817-6826
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From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Nov 15, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Debbie Farrell <nc45925

@comcast.net>
Thursday, November 14, 2013 11:11 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,

Mrs. Debbie Farrell
190 Judson St S
Salem, OR 97302-5366
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#3375

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Leigh Masen

<sempre.giovane@hotmaiLcom>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 11:13 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 15, 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,

Ms. Leigh Masen

415 Boren Ave

Seattle, WA 98104-2419
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#3376

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

<mandolinista@live.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 11:17 PM

Ta EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 15, 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 Co
lumbia River, yet offers few jobs in return.

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

3) The transportation and public health impacts of additional u
nit 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,

Mr. David Sielaff
3827 Bagley Ave N
Seattle, WA 98103-8412
(206) 675-8090
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#3377

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

<Itsweeney@earthlink.net>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 11:17 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 15, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave CO2 emissions on the viability of the large 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 ofTesoro-Savage's application.



Sincerely,

Ms. Leslie Sweeney
PO Box 31734
Bellingham, WA 98228-3734
(360) 738-4827



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#3378

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Loic 
Roger

<loic_roger@hotmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 1121 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 15, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

The project comes at a steep price for rail communities a
nd 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 prop
osal deserve close scrutiny. For example, EFSEC must assess:

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Loic Roger
6326 127th Ave SE
Bellevue, WA 98006-3945
(425) 223-5298



Docket EF-131590 
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Scoping Comment

#3379

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Nov 15, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Alan Van Zuuk <arvz@cyber-

dyne.com>
Thursday, November 14, 2013 11:21 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 insane 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. Alan Van Zuuk

PO Box 31

Walterville, OR 97489-0031
(541) 741-6969
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#3380

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Laura Sireci Roman

<Isireci@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 11:22 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 15, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

Evaluation Council (EFSEC) to assess the 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 o
r explosion along the rail route in

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

2) The increased risk of an oil tanker spill on Washington State waters and along th
e 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 cha
nge impacts from crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mrs. Laura Sireci Roman
7125 Nashville Rd
Eddyville, OR 97343-9745
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#3381

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Scott Higgins

<scott1969higgins@msn.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 11:23 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 15, 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. Scott Higgins
1602 143rd PI SE

Mill Creek, WA 98012-1349
(425) 379-5779
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#~~82

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Julia Brayshaw <alchemia33

@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 1123 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

Subject: Comment on Docket No. EF-13.1590, Application No. 2013-01

Nov 15, 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. Julia Brayshaw
424 38th Ave NE

Olympia, WA 98506-2418
(360) 943-3752
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From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Nov 15, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Rick Pine <grumpiest_4

_life@yahoo.com>

Thursday, November 14, 2013 11:23 PM

EFSEC (UTC)

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

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

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

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

If approved, the plan would result in 380,000 barrels of oil each day being shipped through 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 exam
ple, EFSEC must assess:

1) The potential safety and environmental impacts of a large train-related oil spill or explosion alo
ng 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 commun
ities 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 fro
m crude oil as well as

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

5) The impact of the project's cradle-to-grave CO2 emissions on the viability of the large 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. Rick Pine
10903 NE 80th St
Vancouver, WA 98662-3092
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#3384

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

<petenpals@hotmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 1124 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 15, 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 Sit
e

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Albrecht
5021 E Fairview Ave
Spokane, WA 99217-7361
(509) 489-4753



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR
Scoping Comment
#3385

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Candice West

<candiceannwest@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 11:24 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 15, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mrs. Candice West
1622 NE Perkins Way

Shoreline, WA 98155-2344
(206) 909-3664



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR
Scoping Comment
#3386

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on, behalf of Anold Lane <stellarlane2

@yahoo.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 11:26 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 15, 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. Thank you.



Sincerely,

Mr. Anold Lane

820 NW 193rd St

Shoreline, WA 98177-2631



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#3387

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Priscilla Bradley

<priscillaabradley@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 11:26 PM

To: EFSEC(UTC)

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

Nov 15, 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,

Ms. Priscilla Bradley

12909 Logsden Rd

Blodgett, OR 97326-9323
(541) 444-1052



Docket EF-131590 ~ Tesoro savage cBR
Scoping Comment

#3388

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Andrea Higgins

<andrea.higgins1973@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 11:27 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Categories: Purple Category

Nov 15, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.



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

Sincerely,

Mrs. Andrea Higgins
24212 4th PI W
Bothell, WA 98021-8641
(425) 379-5779



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR
Scoping Comment
#3389

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Donna Marcellino

<donnamarcellino@msn.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 11:27 PM

To: EFSEC(UTC)

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

Nov 15, 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,

Ms. Donna Marcellino
722 13th Ave SE Apt 203

Olympia, WA 98501-7303



Docket EF-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#3390

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Robert Jaffe <toad-

tarn@wavecable.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 11:30 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 15, 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. Robert Jaffe
2265 Steamboat Loop E
Port Orchard, WA 98366-4856
(360) 769-0752
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Scoping Comment
#3391

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Nov 15, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

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

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Sue Birge <suzia456

@yahoo.com>
Thursday, November 14, 2013 11:31 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 of Tesoro-Savage's application.



Sincerely,

Ms. Sue Birge

12972 NW Blackberry Ln
Seal Rock, OR 97376-9513



Tesoro Savage CBR
Docket EF-131590 ScopingComment

#3392

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

<woodlandharmony@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 11:32 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 15, 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,

Miss Linda L Shockey
52120 E Cherryville Dr
Sandy, OR 97055-9722
(503) 668-6595
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Scoping Comment

#3393

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Nov 15, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

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

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Janet Saupp

<janetksaupp@msn.com>
Thursday, November 14, 2013 11:32 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,

Mrs. Janet Saupp
8135 NE West Port Madison Rd
Bainbridge Island, WA 98110-3044
(206) 780-1769



Docket E F-131590 
Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#3394

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Pamela Harris <pamharris810

@yahoo.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 11:33 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 15, 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. Pamela Harris

3404 S 176th St

Seatac, WA 98188-4024



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#3395

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

<pattbrady@comcast.net>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 11:34 PM

To: EFSEC(UTC)

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

Nov 15, 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. Patricia Brady
9547 Berkshire Ct SE

Lacey, WA 98513-4844

(360) 459-2276



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR

Scoping Comment

#3396

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Ashley Phillis

<acphillis@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 11:38 PM

To: EFSEC(UTC)

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

Nov 15, 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. Ashley Phillis
3957 SE Lone Oak St
Hillsboro, OR 97123-9166
(541) 610-9163
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From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Nov 15, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

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

Dear Mr. Posner,

Tesoro Savage CBR
Scoping Comment
#3397

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Peggy Staton <peggy7122

@centurylink.net>
Thursday, November 14, 2013 11:39 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 of Tesoro-Savage's application.



Sincerely,

Ms. Peggy Staton

2070 4th St NE

Salem, OR 97301-0471

(503) 585-1139



Docket EF-131590 Tesoro Savage CBR
Scoping Comment
#3398

From: Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Edward Ury

<edwardury@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 11:40 PM

To: EFSEC (UTC)

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

Nov 15, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

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

Dear Mr. Posner,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

that would be traveling through our communities.

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

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

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

oil-by-rail route.

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

other communities along the rail and shipping route.

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

tar sands oil from cradle to grave.

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

State.

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

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



Sincerely,

Mr. Edward Ury
1220 Grant St
Bellingham, WA 98225-5213
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Scoping Comment

#3399

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Nov 15, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

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

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of James L. (1im) Whittier
<jimwhittier@gmail.com>
Thursday, November 14, 2013 11:41 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.



Thank you.

Sincerely,

James L. (Jim) Whittier, Ph.D.

98 Byrd Drive, Apt. E

Steilacoom, Washington

98388-1677

253-582-3682

Sincerely,

Dr. James L. (Jim) Whittier

98 Byrd Dr

Apt E

Steilacoom, WA 98388-1677

(253) 582-3682
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Scoping Comment

#3400

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Nov 15, 2013

Mr. Stephen Posner

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

Dear Mr. Posner,

Sierra Club <information@sierraclub.org> on behalf of Thomasa Eckert
<thomasaeckert@comcast.net>
Thursday, November 14, 2013 11:41 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,

Ms. Thomasa Eckert
PO Box 245
Greenbank, WA 98253-0245
(360) 222-3819


