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Comment form

Please submit your comments on the Gateway Pacific Terminal/Custer Spur Environmental Impact Statement
by January 21, 2013 to be included in the scoping summary report. Comments can also be submitted online at
www.eisgatewaypacificwa.gov.

What part of the proposal does your comment relate to?
O Vessel '
@ Fail
O Industrial site
O Multiple/not listed

Does your comment relate to any of the following topic areas? (checkallthat apply)

Human environment Natural environment EIS Process
Noise 0 wildlife or vegetation Q Alternatives
tl/ Air quality O Marine species, fish or fisheries meas of potential effect
Human health B Wetlands or streams @ E1S requlatory process
O Traffic or safety B Water quality O Other EIS process topic
@ Other human environment topic 0O Other natural environment topic

Please share your comments below: (comments can aiso be attached to this form)
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First name: C/Uz .

Last name: agna? e

Email: FZéH Ttnd Bt o3& Yrmoo, cfaa
Address: __| 2./ 7 g. O i
City, State, Zip: ___ S A rcdhonE p 99z¢ 4

Phone: 7 0é-—3 76 - g 944

Would you like to be added to the mailing list? (D’é ONo

Note: Any information provided to the agencies will be posted on the website and may be released to a third party as part of the
agencies’ record for this actfon. This includes the release of identifiable personal information such as personat name, address,
phone number, etc,, that is provided in the response.
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Randali Perry
US Army Corp of Engineers

RE: Docket number COE-2012-0016: Proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal coal export proposal
draft EIS scoping comment.

I would like to thank the Army Corps of Engineers for conducting this hearing in Spokane,
indicating that the agency is willing to address the full scope of the proposal. Residents of
Spokane will be adversely affected by the construction of a coal port facility at Cherry Point. For
example, I live, literaily a stone’s throw from the railroad tracks. As it is now, every time a train
goes by the entire house shakes. An increase in coal train traffic will adversely impact me and
my family through lower property values, increased coal dust and diesel fumes with their
consequent health impacts, and diminished quality of life from incessant train traffic.

As required by NEPA, the Army Corps needs to conduct a full EIS that addresscs ihe cumulative
impacts of this proposal. Those impacts are not limited to the immediate area of Cherry Point,
but include impacts from transportation and cxtraction of the coal. Thercfore the EIS niceds to
examine impacts to communities along the entire route, from the Power River Basin to the West
Coast. The potential impacts includc: public health impacts, traffic congestion and dclays,
increased infrastructure costs, loss of wildlife habitat, diminished quality of life, and contribution
to greenhouss gas ciissions. What arc the potential conscquences of mining, transporting, and
burning 100 million tons of coal on climate change? All of these need to be addressed in the EIS.

In addition, the EIS needs to assess the impact on surface and ground water contamination and
air quality. The potential for water pollution from coal train derailment, coal dust, and increased
diesel traffic is cspecially pronounced in the Spokane area with the close proximity of the
Spokane Aquifer and its connection to the Spokane River. Degradation of air quality along the
rail route also needs to be examined. Given that Washington lies directly in the path of the
emissions that wiil come from burning the coal in Asia, the EIS should assess the potential for
increased SO2 and mercury levels that will result.

Because the Cherry Point proposal is just one of five proposed coal port facilities, it is imperative
that the scope of the EIS include the cumulative impacts to Spokane of the development of all
facilities, as required by NEPA. A piecemeal approach will lead to “death by a thousand cuts”™
and subverts both the letter and intent of the law. Therefore the EIS needs to evaluate the full
impact of the 60 or more coal trains would have upon, not just Spokane, but all the communities
from Billings to Bellingham. The scope of the EIS also needs to address the impacts of strip
mining in Otter Creek, Montana. The only market for this coal is in Asia and therefore is
directly tied to the Cherry Point proposal.

Sincerely,
o

P

Greg Gordon
1217 8. Oak
Spokane WA



