October 18, 2012

GPT/BNSF Custer Spur EIS Co-Lead Agencies
1100 112th Avenue Northeast, Suite 400
Bellevue, Washington 98004

RE: Scoping Comments from Skagit County Businesses
Sent by Certified Mail, Return Receipt Requested
Dear Sir or Madam:

Please accept the enclosed scoping comments to help guide preparation of an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the Gateway Pacific Terminal Inc’s (GPT) proposed
project at Cherry Point, Washington, and the Burlington Northern Santa Fe (BNSF) Railway’s
Custer Spur Rail Expansion project. The comments are those expressed in the enclosed letters
signed by 162 business owners and managers in the Skagit Valley. As the texts of the letters
indicate, these businesses urge that the EIS analyses include study of several significant impacts
on the natural and human environments in Skagit County, which are attributable to the GPT
and BNSF proposals.

Over the last year and up to the present, these businesses have been voicing their
concerns, by adding their signatures to these comments identifying topics that should be
studied. Throughout that period, Skagit businesses and residents were given to understand by
the proponents and government agencies that scoping was imminent. The signatories have
been and remain concerned about the enumerated impacts.

The 58 pages of scoping comments in the enclosed letters are presented in six segments,
grouped by the location of signatory businesses. The groups (in order of presentation) and page
numbering are:

e Mount Vernon (pages MV-1 through MV-31)

e Burlington (pages B-1 through B-4)

e La Conner (pages LC-1 through LC-5)

e Bow, Edison, Blanchard, and Allen (pages BEBA-1 through BEBA-9)
e Anacortes (pages A-1 through A-5)

e Conway (pages C-1 through C-4)

The letters enclosed have multiple signatures. The first page of each letter has no



signature spaces; subsequent pages of each letter have either text and signatures, or just
signatures. To avoid unnecessary repetition in this filing, redundant pages of the first sheet of
the letters have not been included. Instead, after the full text of a given letter has been
included, subsequent pages for that letter include only sheets bearing signatures. Finally, the
Conway comments are on two sided sheets, so the back sides of those sheets have been
photocopied and the photocopies inserted in order, for the convenience of the reviewers.

Thank you for your consideration of these scoping comments. If this filing raises any
questions, or | may otherwise assist you, please feel free to contact me.

Phillip Holder

109 N. 6™ St.

Mount Vernon, WA 98273
360 419-3124



An Open Letter to Elected Officials and Government Agencies
October, 2012 — January,2013

We the undersigned business people in the Mount Vernon area are deeply concerned by SSA
Marine/Pacific International Terminals Inc.’s (GPT) plan to transform Cherry Point in Northwest
Washington into one of the largest coal export facilities in North America, to export up to 54
million tons of coal from Wyoming/Montana to Asia per year. The plan calls for up to 18
additional trains daily (GPT Project Information Document, Feb. 28, 2011, Table 4-5), each up to
1.6 miles long, traveling to and from the GPT terminal through Mount Vernon and Skagit
County, threatening significant adverse impacts to our community.

Mount Vernon is a unique growing city with a lovely natural environment and unique rural
economy. Mount Vernon and Skagit County are attractive to the million-plus visitors to the
region each year because of convenient access to the Skagit River, prime farmlands, the Cascade
Mountains, national and state parks and forests, historic places in Skagit County listed in the
National and Washington State Registers, and the San Juan Islands in the Puget Sound.

Mount Vernon has a well-maintained historic downtown adjacent to the rail line, with a Main
Street Program designated by the National Trust for Historic Preservation, a unique historic
theater, boutique and antique shops, and fine dining. Skagit Station in downtown Mount Vernon
delivers multimodal transportation, including passenger rail services and inter-county bus
service. The unique characteristics of Mount Vernon make it essential that federal and state
officials conduct a detailed review of the significant adverse economic, cultural, health, safety,
aesthetic, and quality of life impacts from increased daily train traffic to and from the GPT
through Mount Vernon and Skagit County, including these indirect impacts of the GPT project:

e traffic delays at each Mount Vernon “at-grade” rail crossing, preventing access to local
businesses and cultural events;

e loss of revenues and jobs for existing businesses cut off from their customers, service
routes, and deliveries due to blocked access to and from I-5 and other thoroughfares;

e loss of new businesses, new commercial and residential development, and new jobs;

e loss of tourism, and damage to Mount Vernon and Skagit County’s quality of life
reputation;

e degraded commuter transportation to work sites and schools;

e impaired emergency response to residents and businesses, and blocked emergency
access to medical care from downtown Mount Vernon and elsewhere;

e health, economic, and quality of life impacts from diesel exhaust, fugitive coal dust,
noise and vibrations;
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An Open Letter to Elected Officials and Government Agencies
October, 2012 - January 2013

¢ lowering of commercial and residential property values and resulting loss of tax
revenues;

e the demand on taxpayer dollars to fund overpasses and/or other measures to remedy
the many traffic congestion impacts listed in this letter; loss of taxpayer investments in
passenger rail service; and

e cumulative impacts from increased rail traffic through Mount Vernon and Skagit County
in addition to all existing and future Amtrak and freight traffic that will foreseeably use
the I-5 corridor rail route after full operation of the GPT terminal and in the future.

We understand that state and federal agencies will prepare an environmental impact statement
(EIS) for the GPT. We request that the scope of this EIS include a rigorous, detailed and accurate
analysis of the indirect and cumulative adverse impacts to Mount Vernon and Skagit County
businesses. While GPT’s public relations campaign promises to add hundreds of jobs at the
terminal, it is silent about the net loss of jobs along the train route. Potential loss of jobs and
revenues in Mount Vernon and Skagit County deserves the utmost consideration.

The EIS review process should also include rigorous alternative site analyses that evaluate all
direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts for all other proposals in the northwest for coal export
associated with rail lines. The alternatives analysis should compare the adverse effects of each
site based upon detailed study of the kind of impacts identified in this letter.

We recognize that Mount Vernon is by no means the only Washington State city along the route
to this proposed coal terminal that treasures its quality of life, so we earnestly request a full and
complete scope of state and federal review that includes significant indirect adverse economic,
health, and environmental impacts, along the entire rail corridor from the Powder River Basin to
Cherry Point. Only then can the true societal costs of the proposed Cherry Point Gateway
terminal be assessed.

Signatyra and Ptinted Name Z} eor descrlptlon of business, address
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An Open Letter to Elected Officials, Agencies, and the Media

September 15, 2011

We the undersigned business people in the Mount Vernon area are deeply concerned by SSA Marine's
plans to transform the Cherry Point terminal in northwest Washington into one of the largest coal
export facilities in North America, to export 54 million tons of coal from Wyoming/Montana to Asia
per year. The plans require up to 18 additional trains daily, each up to 1.6 miles long, hauling
uncovered coal cars through downtown Mount Vernon and Skagit County, threatening significantly
adverse impacts to our community.

Mount Vernon is a unique growing city with a lovely natural environment and unique rural economy.
Mount Vernon and Skagit County are attractive to the million-plus visitors to the region each year
because of the Skagit River and convenient access to prime farmlands, the Cascade Mountains,
national and state parks and forests, historic places in Skagit County listed in the National Register, and
the San Juan Islands in the Puget Sound.

Mount Vernon has a well-maintained historic downtown adjacent to the rail line, with a Main Street
Program designated by the National Trust for Historic Preservation, a unique historic theater (the
Lincoln), boutique and antique shops, and fine dining. Skagit Station in downtown Mount Vernon
delivers multimodal transportation, including passenger rail services and inter-county bus service. The
unique characteristics of Mount Vernon make it essential that federal and state officials conduct a
detailed review of significant economic, cultural, health, safety, aesthetic, and quality of life impacts
from adding up to 28.8 miles of coal trains daily through Mount Vernon, including:

A traffic delays at each Mount Vernon “at-grade” rail crossing, preventing access to local
businesses and cultural events;

A loss of revenues and jobs for existing businesses cut off from their customers, service routes,
and deliveries;

A oss of tourism and customers due to blocked access to and from 1-5 and other thoroughfares,
including loss of revenue to area businesses and damage to Mount Vernon's quality of life
reputation;

A degraded commuter transportation to work sites and schools;

A jmpaired emergency response to residents and businesses, and blocked emergency access to
medical care from downtown Mount Vernon and elsewhere;
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An Open Letter to Elected Officials, Agencies, and the Media

September 15, 2011
A health and quality of life impacts from diesel exhaust, fugitive coal dust, and noise;

A |owering of commercial and residential property values and resultant loss of tax revenues;

A loss of new businesses and new commercial and residential development and associated
construction jobs; and

A |oss of substantial federal and state investments in passenger rail service.

We understand that review of the Cherry Point Gateway terminal proposal will likely include
preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) by state and federal agencies. We urge that
the EIS process include a rigorous and detailed analysis that accurately evaluates all direct, indirect,
and cumulative adverse impacts to Mount Vernon and Skagit County businesses. While the applicant’s
public relations campaign promises to add hundreds of jobs at the terminal, it is silent about the net
loss of jobs along the train route, so the potential loss of jobs and revenues in Mount Vernon and
Skagit County deserves the utmost consideration.

The EIS review process should also include rigorous alternative site analyses of all available deep port
sites in Washington, with an evaluation of direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts, including other
proposals associated with rail lines. The alternatives analysis should compare the adverse effects of
each site based upon detailed study of the kind of impacts we have identified in this letter.

We recognize that Mount Vernon is by no means the only city along the route to this proposed coal
terminal that treasures its quality of life, so we earnestly request a full and complete scope of state
and federal review that includes economic, health, and environmental factors, along the entire rail
corridor from Spokane to Cherry Point. Only then can the true societal costs of the proposed Cherry
Point Gateway terminal be assessed.

Signature Name or description of business, address
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An Open Letter to Elected Officials, Agencies, and the Media

September 15, 2011
Signature Name or deccrintinn of huciness. address
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An Open Letter to Elected Officials, Agencies, and the Media

September 15, 2011
Signature - Name or description of business, address
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An Open Letter to Elected Officials, Agencies, and the Media

September 15, 2011

Signature Name or description of business, address
(
Wk Jdeoe o o Qc\\f\ \7&\:: "
N\t L&\i S '7\N‘c\r1\ 3&3\/‘; A A
(and e Mettouy, falico Ceoches
(indoie Mekia (B 400 S \sk %, W kmann Wik
n\‘eﬂo( Nesign
( )Q@é {}(‘Q@E? S S /J /emadc; Wa_
W i/%/ CooD 01/ ZD/?‘_)/f /77/V/:7:59é§
Ron Pg/zja;/ 517 S [EAFS7 A7 1fpfes
% Xo’}‘// Sprouds Um’\\\w\c:\
7 sy Tovgeron 03515t ST MY NS
_@&M&A&A&_ JAM&JM&\é
SNCONTAT Wt e b mV/

Nt Qe Cottens Offurs duppty-due.
414 m#&u

MV -7



An Open Letter to Elected Officials, Agencies, and the Media

September 15, 2011
Signature Name or description of business, address
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An Open Letter to Elected Officials, Agencies, and the Media

September 15, 2011
gna Name or description of business, address
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An Open Letter to Elected Officials, Agencies, and the Media
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An Open Letter to Elected Officials, Agencies, and the Media

September 15, 2011
A health and quality of life impacts from diesel exhaust, fugitive coal dust, and noise;

A lowering of commercial and residential property values and resultant loss of tax revenues;

A loss of new businesses and new commercial and residential development and associated
construction jobs; and

A |oss of substantial federal and state investments in passenger rail service.

We understand that review of the Cherry Point Gateway terminal proposal will likely include
preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) by state and federal agencies. We urge that
the EIS process include a rigorous and detailed analysis that accurately evaluates all direct, indirect,
and cumulative adverse impacts to Mount Vernon and Skagit County businesses. While the applicant’s
public relations campaign promises to add hundreds of jobs at the terminal, it is silent about the net
loss of jobs along the train route, so the potential loss of jobs and revenues in Mount Vernon and
Skagit County deserves the utmost consideration.

The EIS review process should also include rigorous alternative site analyses of all available deep port
sites in Washington, with an evaluation of direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts, including other
proposals associated with rail lines. The alternatives analysis should compare the adverse effects of
each site based upon detailed study of the kind of impacts we have identified in this letter.

We recognize that Mount Vernon is by no means the only city along the route to this proposed coal
terminal that treasures its quality of life, so we earnestly request a full and complete scope of state
and federal review that includes economic, health, and environmental factors, along the entire rail
corridor from Spokane to Cherry Point. Only then can the true societal costs of the proposed Cherry
Point Gateway terminal be assessed.

Name or description of business, address
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An Open Letter to Elected Officials, Agencies, and the Media

Signature ,

September 15, 2011
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An Open Letter to Elected Officials, Agencies, and the Media
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An Open Letter to Elected Officials, Agencies, and the Media

September 15, 2011
A health and quality of life impacts from diesel exhaust, fugitive coal dust, and noise;

A lowering of commercial and residential property values and resultant loss of tax revenues;

A loss of new businesses and new commercial and residential development and associated
construction jobs; and

4 loss of substantial federal and state investments in passenger rail service.

We understand that review of the Cherry Point Gateway terminal proposal will likely include
preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) by state and federal agencies. We urge that
the EIS process include a rigorous and detailed analysis that accurately evaluates all direct, indirect,
and cumulative adverse impacts to Mount Vernon and Skagit Counfy businesses. While the applicant’s
public relations campaign promises to add hundreds of jobs at the terminal, it is silent about the net
loss of jobs along the train route, so the potential loss of jobs and revenues in Mount Vernon and
Skagit County deserves the utmost consideration.

The EIS review process should also include rigorous alternative site analyses of all available deep port
sites in Washington, with an evaluation of direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts, including other
proposals associated with rail lines. The alternatives analysis should compare the adverse effects of
each site based upon detailed study of the kind of impacts we have identified in this letter.

We recognize that Mount Vernon is by no means the only city along the route to this proposed coal
terminal that treasures its quality of life, so we earnestly request a full and complete scope of state
and federal review that includes economic, health, and environmental factors, along the entire rail
corridor from Spokane to Cherry Point. Only then can the true societal costs of the proposed Cherry
Point Gateway terminal be assessed.

Signature Name-or description of business, address
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An Open Letter to Elected Officials, Agencies, and the Media

September 15, 2011

Name or description of business, address
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An Open Letter to Elected Officials, Agencies, and the Media
September 15, 2011

A health and quality of life impacts from diesel exhaust, fugitive coal dust, and noise;
A lowering of commercial and residential property values and resultant loss of tax revenues;

A loss of new businesses and new commercial and residential development and associated
construction jobs; and

A loss of substantial federal and state investments in passenger rail service.

We understand that review of the Cherry Point Gateway terminal proposal will likely include
preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) by state and federal agencies. We urge that
the EIS process include a rigorous and detailed analysis that accurately evaluates all direct, indirect,
and cumulative adverse impacts to Mount Vernon and Skagit County businesses. While the applicant’s
public relations campaign promises to add hundreds of jobs at the terminal, it is silent about the net
loss of jobs along the train route, so the potential loss of jobs and revenues in Mount Vernon and
Skagit County deserves the utmost consideration.

The EIS review process should also include rigorous alternative site analyses of all available deep port
sites in Washington, with an evaluation of direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts, including other
proposals associated with rail lines. The alternatives analysis should compare the adverse effects of
each site based upon detailed study of the kind of impacts we have identified in this letter.

We recognize that Mount Vernon is by no means the only city along the route to this proposed coal
terminal that treasures its quality of life, so we earnestly request a full and complete scope of state
and federal review that includes economic, health, and environmental factors, along the entire rail
corridor from Spokane to Cherry Point. Only then can the true societal costs of the proposed Cherry
Point Gateway terminal be assessed.

Signature Name or description of business, address
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An Open Letter to Elected Officials, Agencies, and the Media

September 15, 2011

A health and quality of life impacts from diesel exhaust, fugitive coal dust, and noise;
A lowering of commercial and residential property values and resultant loss of tax revenues;

A loss of new businesses and new commercial and residential development and associated
construction jobs; and

A |oss of substantial federal and state investments in passenger rail service.

We understand that review of the Cherry Point Gateway terminal proposal will likely include
preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) by state and federal agencies. We urge that
the EIS process include a rigorous and detailed analysis that accurately evaluates all direct, indirect,
and cumulative adverse impacts to Mount Vernon and Skagit County businesses. While the applicant’s
public relations campaign promises to add hundreds of jobs at the terminal, it is silent about the net
loss of jobs along the train route, so the potential loss of jobs and revenues in Mount Vernon and
Skagit County deserves the utmost consideration.

The EIS review process should also include rigorous alternative site analyses of all available deep port
sites in Washington, with an evaluation of direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts, including other
proposals associated with rail lines. The alternatives analysis should compare the adverse effects of
each site based upon detailed study of the kind of impacts we have identified in this letter.

We recognize that Mount Vernon is by no means the only city along the route to this proposed coal
terminal that treasures its quality of life, so we earnestly request a full and complete scope of state
and federal review that .includes economic, health, and environmental factors, along the entire rail
corridor from Spokane to Cherry Point. Only then can the true societal costs of the proposed Cherry
Point Gateway terminal be assessed.

Signagure Name or description of business, address
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An Open Letter to Elected Officials, Agencies, and the Media

September 15, 2011
A health and quality of life impacts from diesel exhaust, fugitive coal dust, and noise;

A lowering of commercial and residential property values and resultant loss of tax revenues;

A loss of new businesses and new commercial and residential development and associated
construction jobs; and

A loss of substantial federal and state investments in passenger rail service.

We understand that review of the Cherry Point Gateway terminal proposal will likely include
preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) by state and federal agencies. We urge that
the EIS process include a rigorous and detailed analysis that accurately evaluates all direct, indirect,
and cumulative adverse impacts to Mount Vernon and Skagit County businesses. While the applicant’s
public relations campaign promises to add hundreds of jobs at the terminal, it is silent about the net
loss of jobs along the train route, so the potential loss of jobs and revenues in Mount Vernon and
Skagit County deserves the utmost consideration.

The EIS review process should also include rigorous alternative site analyses of all available deep port
sites in Washington, with an evaluation of direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts, including other
proposals associated with rail lines. The alternatives analysis should compare the adverse effects of
each site based upon detailed study of the kind of impacts we have identified in this letter.

We recognize that Mount Vernon is by no means the only city along the route to this proposed coal
terminal that treasures its quality of life, so we earnestly request a full and complete scope of state
and federal review that includes economic, health, and environmental factors, along the entire rail
corridor from Spokane to Cherry Point. Only then can the true societal costs of the proposed Cherry
Point Gateway terminal be assessed.

ignature Name or description of business, address
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September 15, 2011
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An Open Letter to Elected Officials, Agencies, and the Media

eptember 15, 2011
A health and quality of life impacts from diesel exhaust, fugitive coal dust, and noise;

A lowering of commercial and residential property values and resultant loss of tax revenues;

A loss of new businesses and new commercial and residential development and associated
construction jobs; and

A loss of substantial federal and state investments in passenger rail service.

We understand that review of the Cherry Point Gateway terminal proposal will likely include
preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) by state and federal agencies. We urge that
the EIS process include a rigorous and detailed analysis that accurately evaluates all direct, indirect,
and cumulative adverse impacts to Mount Vernon and Skagit County businesses. While the applicant’s
public relations campaign promises to add hundreds of jobs at the terminal, it is silent about the net
loss of jobs along the train route, so the potential loss of jobs and revenues in Mount Vernon and
Skagit County deserves the utmost consideration.

The EIS review process should also include rigorous alternative site analyses of all available deep port
sites in Washington, with an evaluation of direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts, including other
proposals associated with rail lines. The alternatives analysis should compare the adverse effects of
each site based upon detailed study of the kind of impacts we have identified in this letter.

We recognize that Mount Vernon is by no means the only city along the route to this proposed coal
terminal that treasures its quality of life, so we earnestly request a full and complete scope of state
and federal review that includes economic, health, and environmental factors, along the entire rail
corridor from Spokane to Cherry Point. Only then can the true societal costs of the proposed Cherry
Point Gateway terminal be assessed.

Name or description of business, address
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An Open Letter to Elected Officials, Agencies, and the Media
September 15, 2011

A health and quality of life impacts from diesel exhaust, fugitive coal dust, and noise;

A lowering of commercial and residential property values and resultant loss of tax revenues;

A loss of new businesses and new commercial and residential development and associated
construction jobs; and

A loss of substantial federal and state investments in passenger rail service.

We understand that review of the Cherry Point Gateway terminal proposal will likely include
preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) by state and federal agencies. We urge that
the EIS process include a rigorous and detailed analysis that accurately evaluates all direct, indirect,
and cumulative adverse impacts to Mount Vernon and Skagit County businesses. While the applicant’s
public relations campaign promises to add hundreds of jobs at the terminal, it is silent about the net
loss of jobs along the train route, so the potential loss of jobs and revenues in Mount Vernon and
Skagit County deserves the utmost consideration.

The EIS review process should also include rigorous alternative site analyses of all available deep port
sites in Washington, with an evaluation of direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts, including other
proposals associated with rail lines. The alternatives analysis should compare the adverse effects of
each site based upon detailed study of the kind of impacts we have identified in this letter.

We recognize that Mount Vernon is by no means the only city along the route to this proposed coal
terminal that treasures its quality of life, so we earnestly request a full and complete scope of state
and federal review that includes economic, health, and environmental factors, along the entire rail
corridor from Spokane to Cherry Point. Only then can the true societal costs of the proposed Cherry
Point Gateway terminal be assessed.

Name or description of business, address
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An Open Letter to Elected Officials, Agencies, and the Media

September 15, 2011
A health and quality of life impacts from diesel exhaust, fugitive coal dust, and noise;

A |owering of commercial and residential property values and resultant loss of tax revenues;

A loss of new businesses and new commercial and residential development and associated
construction jobs; and

A |oss of substantial federal and state investments in passenger rail service.

We understand that review of the Cherry Point Gateway terminal proposal will likely include
preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) by state and federal agencies. We urge that
the EIS process include a rigorous and detailed analysis that accurately evaluates all direct, indirect,
and cumulative adverse impacts to Mount Vernon and Skagit County businesses. While the applicant’s
public relations campaign promises to add hundreds of jobs at the terminal, it is silent about the net
loss of jobs along the train route, so the potential loss of jobs and revenues in Mount Vernon and
Skagit County deserves the utmost consideration.

The EIS review process should also include rigorous alternative site analyses of all available deep port
sites in Washington, with an evaluation of direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts, including other
proposals associated with rail lines. The alternatives analysis should compare the adverse effects of
each site based upon detailed study of the kind of impacts we have identified in this letter.

We recognize that Mount Vernon is by no means the only city along the route to this proposed coal
terminal that treasures its quality of life, so we earnestly request a full and complete scope of state
and federal review that includes economic, health, and environmental factors, along the entire rail
corridor from Spokane to Cherry Point. Only then can the true societal costs of the proposed Cherry
Point Gateway terminal be assessed.

Signature Name or description of business, address
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September 15, 2011
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An Open Letter to Elected Officials, Agencies, and the Media
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An Open Letter to Elected Officials, Agencies, and the Media

September 15, 2011
A health and quality of life impacts from diesel exhaust, fugitive coal dust, and noise;

A lowering of commercial and residential property values and resultant loss of tax revenues;

A loss of new businesses and new commercial and residential development and associated
construction jobs; and

A |oss of substantial federal and state investments in passenger rail service.

We understand that review of the Cherry Point Gateway terminal proposal will likely include
preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) by state and federal agencies. We urge that
the EIS process include a rigorous and detailed analysis that accurately evaluates all direct, indirect,
and cumulative adverse impacts to Mount Vernon and Skagit County businesses. While the applicant’s
public relations campaign promises to add hundreds of jobs at the terminal, it is silent about the net
loss of jobs along the train route, so the potential loss of jobs and revenues in Mount Vernon and
Skagit County deserves the utmost consideration.

The EIS review process should also include rigorous alternative site analyses of all available deep port
sites in Washington, with an evaluation of direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts, including other
proposals associated with rail lines. The alternatives analysis should compare the adverse effects of
each site based upon detailed study of the kind of impacts we have identified in this letter.

We recognize that Mount Vernon is by no means the only city along the route to this proposed coal
terminal that treasures its quality of life, so we earnestly request a full and complete scope of state
and federal review that includes economic, health, and environmental factors, along the entire rail
corridor from Spokane to Cherry Point. Only then can the true societal costs of the proposed Cherry
Point Gateway terminal be assessed.

Name or description of business, address
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An Open Letter to Elected Officials, Agencies, and the Media

January, 2012

We the undersigned business people in Skagit County are deeply concerned by SSA Marine's plans to
transform the Cherry Point terminal in northwest Washington into one of the largest thermal coal
export facilities in North America, to export 54 million tons of coal from Wyoming/Montana to Asia
per year. The plans require up to 18 additional trains daily, each up to 1.6 miles long, hauling
uncovered coal cars through Skagit County. The plans further require significantly increased large
marine vessel traffic through the Puget Sound, including more than 450 “Cape-size” ships annually.

Skagit County has a beautiful natural environment that draws a million-plus visitors to the region each
year because of the Skagit River, prime farmlands, the Cascade Mountains, national and state parks
and forests, historic places, the Puget Sound, and marine access to the San Juan Islands. The county's
economy is founded on acitvities dependent on the county's unique natural environment and on the
efficient transportation of people and materials including: tourism, agriculture, manufacturing,
construction, real estate sales, fishing, marine trades, forestry, health care, and education.

The unique characteristics and economy of Skagit County make it essential that federal, local, and
state officials conduct a detailed review of significant transportation, economic, cultural, health,
safety, aesthetic, and quality of life impacts from adding up to 28.8 miles of coal trains daily through
the county, including:

« traffic delays at each “at-grade” rail crossing, preventing access to local businesses and cultural
events, and requiring substantial new federal, state, and local taxes to mitigate these impacts;

* loss of revenues and jobs for existing businesses cut off from their customers, service routes,
and deliveries;

* loss of tourism and customers and damage to Skagit County's quality of life reputation due to
blocked access to and from I-5 and other thoroughfares;

* degraded commuter transportation to work sites and schools;

* impaired emergency response to county residents and businesses;

* health and quality of life impacts from diesel exhaust, fugitive coal dust, and noise;

» lowering of commercial and residential property values and resultant loss of tax revenues;

* loss of new businesses, new commercial and residential development, and associated
construction jobs;

MV-27



* loss of substantial federal and state investments in passenger rail service;

* safety hazards and transportation delays to smaller fishing, commuter, recreational, and tour
boats from increased large vessel traffic; and

* water quality impacts on the Skagit River and Puget Sound from rail-associated coal spillage
and oil or coal spillage from marine accidents due to increased large vessel traffic.

We understand that review of the Cherry Point Gateway terminal proposal will likely include
preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) by state, local, and federal agencies. We urge
that the EIS process include a rigorous and detailed analysis that accurately evaluates all direct,
indirect, and cumulative adverse impacts to Skagit County businesses. While the applicant’s public
relations campaign promises to add hundreds of jobs at the terminal, it is silent about the net loss of
jobs along the train route, so the potential loss of jobs and revenues in Skagit County deserves the
utmost consideration.

The EIS review process should also include rigorous alternative site analyses of all available deep port
sites in Washington, with an evaluation of direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts, including other
proposals associated with rail lines. The alternatives analysis should compare the adverse effects of
each site based upon detailed study of the kind of impacts we have identified in this letter.

We recognize that Skagit County is by no means the only county along the route to this proposed coal
terminal that treasures its quality of life, so we earnestly request a full and complete scope of state
and federal review that includes economic, health, and environmental factors, in all counties on the
rail route from Spokane to Cherry Point. Only then can the true societal costs of the proposed Cherry
Point Gateway terminal be assessed.

Signature and Printed Name Name or description of business, address
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* loss of substantial federal and state investments in passenger rail service;

» safety hazards and transportation delays to smaller fishing, commuter, recreational, and tour
boats from increased large vessel traffic; and

e water quality impacts on the Skagit River and Puget Sound from rail-associated coal spillage
and oil or coal spillage from marine accidents due to increased large vessel traffic.

We understand that review of the Cherry Point Gateway terminal proposal will likely include
preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) by federal, state, and local agencies. We urge
that the EIS process include a rigorous and detailed analysis of all direct, indirect, and cumulative
impacts to Skagit County. While the applicant’s public relations campaign promises to add hundreds of
jobs at the terminal, it is silent about the net loss of jobs in counties along the train route, so the
potential loss of jobs and revenues in Skagit County deserves the utmost consideration.

The EIS review process should also include rigorous alternative site analyses of all available deep port
sites in Washington, with an evaluation of direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts, including other
proposals associated with rail lines. The alternatives analysis should compare the adverse effects of
each site based upon detailed study of the kind of impacts we have identified in this letter.

We recognize that Skagit County is by no means the only county along the route to this proposed coal
terminal that treasures its quality of life, so we earnestly request a full and complete scope of federal,
state, and local agency federal review that includes economic, health, and environmental factors in all
counties on the rail route from Spokane to Cherry Point. Only then can the true societal costs of the
proposed Cherry Point Gateway terminal be assessed.

Signature and Printed Name Name or description of business & address
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An Open Letter to Elected Officials, Agencies, and the Media

September 15, 2011

We the undersigned business people in the Burlington area are deeply concerned by SSA Marine's
plans to transform the Cherry Point terminal in northwest Washington into one of the largest coal
export facilities in North America, to export 54 million tons of coal from Wyoming/Montana to Asia
per year. The plans require up to 18 additional trains daily, each up to 1.6 miles long, hauling
uncovered coal cars through downtown Burlington and Skagit County, threatening significantly
adverse impacts to our community.

Burlington is a unique growing city with a lovely natural environment and unique rural economy.
Burlington and Skagit County are attractive to the million-plus visitors to the region each year because
of the Skagit River and convenient access to prime farmlands, the Cascade Mountains, national and
state parks and forests, historic places in Skagit County listed in the National Register, and the San Juan
Islands in the Puget Sound.

Burlington has a well-maintained downtown adjacent to the rail line with new businesses being added
on a regular basis. The unique characteristics of Burlington make it essential that federal and state
officials conduct a detailed review of significant economic, cultural, health, safety, aesthetic, and
quality of life impacts from adding up to 28.8 miles of coal trains daily through Burlington, including:

4 traffic delays at each Burlington “at-grade” rail crossing, preventing access to local businesses
and cultural events;

4 loss of revenues and jobs for existing businesses cut off from their customers, service routes,
and deliveries;

4 loss of tourism and customers due to blocked access to and from I-5 and other thoroughfares,
including loss of revenue to area businesses and damage to Burlington's quality of life
reputation;

A degraded commuter transportation to work sites and schools;

4 impaired emergency response to residents and businesses, and blocked emergency access to
medical care from downtown Burlington and elsewhere;

4 health and quality of life impacts from diesel exhaust, fugitive coal dust, and noise;



An Open Letter to Flected Officials, Agencies, and the Media
September 15, 2011

4 lowering of commercial and residential property values and resultant loss of tax revenues;

4 loss of new businesses and new commercial and residential development and associated
construction jobs; and

A loss of substantial federal and state investments in passenger rail service.

We understand that review of the Cherry Point Gateway terminal proposal will likely include
preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) by state and federal agencies. We urge that
the EIS process include a rigorous and detailed analysis that accurately evaluates all direct, indirect,
and cumulative adverse impacts to Burlington and Skagit County businesses. While the applicant’s
public relations campaign promises to add hundreds of jobs at the terminal, it is silent about the net
loss of jobs along the train route, so the potential loss of jobs and revenues in Burlington and Skagit
County deserves the utmost consideration.

The EIS review process should also include rigorous alternative site analyses of all available deep port
sites in Washington, with an evaluation of direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts, including other
proposals associated with rail lines. The alternatives analysis should compare the adverse effects of
each site based upon detailed study of the kind of impacts we have identified in this letter.

We recognize that Burlington is by no means the only city along the route to this proposed coal
terminal that treasures its quality of life, so we earnestly request a full and complete scope of state
and federal review that includes economic, health, and environmental factors, along the entire rail
corridor from Spokane to Cherry Point. Only then can the true societal costs of the proposed Cherry
erminal be assessed.

Name or description of business, address
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An Open Letter to Elected Officials, A encies, and the Media

September 15, 2011

Signature (and print name) Name or description of business, address
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An Open Letter to Elected Officials, Agencies, and the Media

September 15, 2011

Signature (and print name) Name or description of business, address
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An Open Letter to Elected Officials and Government Agencies

February, 2012

We the undersigned business people in the town of La Conner, WA area are deeply concerned by SSA
Marine's plans to transform the Cherry Point terminal in northwest Washington into one of the largest
coal export facilities in North America with a capability of exporting up to 54 million tons of coal from
Wyoming/Montana to Asia per year. The plans require up to 18 additional trains daily, each up to 1.6
miles long, hauling uncovered coal cars through the entire north/south axis of Skagit County including
the heart of both downtown Burlington and Mount Vernon , threatening significantly adverse impacts
on those communities as well as our own which is interdependent with both of them.

Burlington, Mount Vernon and La Conner are all unique growing communities surrounded by lovely
natural environment and unique rural economy. The Skagit Valley attracts a million-plus-visitors to the
region each year because of the Skagit River and convenient access to prime farmlands, the Cascade
Mountains, national and state parks and forests, historic places in Skagit County listed in the National
Register. Our own community of La Conner is considered a destination and vacation site. There is
every reason to believe the proposed increase in rail traffic will adversely affect our primary
automobile access from Interstate Route 5 negatively impacting our lodging and other local businesses
which depend entirely on tourist traffic.

La Conner has a well-maintained historic downtown with a Main Street unique boutique and antique
shops, and fine dining. The unique characteristics of La Conner as well as those of Burlington and
Mount Vernon make it essential that federal and state officials conduct a detailed review of significant
economic, cultural, health, safety, aesthetic, and quality of life impacts from adding up to 28.8 miles of
coal trains daily through western Skagit County daily (seven days a week) , including:

A traffic delays at Conway, Bow, Burlington and each Mount Vernon “at-grade” rail crossing,
preventing access to local businesses and cultural events held throughout the year in these
communities;

A loss of revenues and jobs for existing businesses cut off from their customers, service routes,
and deliveries;

A loss of tourism and customers due to blocked access to and from I-5 and other thoroughfares,
including loss of revenue to area businesses and damage to Skagit Valley’s prized quality of life
reputation;

A degraded commuter transportation to work sites and schools;



An Open Letter to Elected Officials and Government Agencies

February, 2012

4 impaired emergency response to residents and businesses, and blocked emergency access to
medical care from downtown Mount Vernon and elsewhere;

A health and quality of life impacts from diesel exhaust, fugitive coal dust, and noise;
A loss of considerable business revenues by restricting tourist access to La Conner;

A loss of new businesses and new commercial and residential development and associated
construction jobs; and

A loss of substantial federal and state investments in passenger rail service.

We understand that review of the Cherry Point Gateway terminal proposal will likely include
preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) by state and federal agencies. We urge that
the EIS process include a rigorous and detailed analysis that accurately evaluates all direct, indirect,
and cumulative adverse impacts to La Conner, Burlington, Mount Vernon and Skagit Valley businesses.
While the applicant’s public relations campaign promises to add jobs at the terminal in Whatcom
County, it is silent about the net loss of jobs along the train route, so the potential loss of jobs and
revenues in Skagit County deserves the utmost consideration.

The EIS review process should also include rigorous alternative site analyses of all available deep port
sites in Washington, with an evaluation of direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts, including other
proposals associated with rail lines. The alternatives analysis should compare the adverse effects of
each site based upon detailed study of the kind of impacts we have identified in this letter.

We recognize that La Conner is by no means the only city along the route to this proposed coal
terminal that treasures its quality of life, so we earnestly request a full and complete scope of state
and federal review that includes economic, health, and environmental factors, along the entire rail
corridor from Spokane to Cherry Point. Only then can the true societal costs of the proposed Cherry
Point Gateway terminal be assessed.

Signature and Printed Name Name or description of business, address
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An Open Letter to Elected Officials and Government Agencies

February, 2012

Signature and Printed Name Name or description of business, address
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An Open Letter to Elected Officials, Agencies, and the Media

October, 2011

We the undersigned business people in the town of La Conner, WA area are deeply concerned by SSA
Marine's plans to transform the Cherry Point terminal in northwest Washington into one of the largest
coal export facilities in North America with a capability of exporting up to 54 million tons of coal from
Wyoming/Montana to Asia per year. The plans require up to 18 additional trains daily, each up to 1.6
miles long, hauling uncovered coal cars through the entire north/south axis of Skagit County including
the heart of both downtown Burlington and Mount Vernon , threatening significantly adverse impacts
on those communities as well as our own which is interdependent with both of them.

Burlington, Mount Vernon and La Conner are all unique growing communities surrounded by lovely
natural environment and unique rural economy. The Skagit Valley attracts a million-plus-visitors to the
region each year because of the Skagit River and convenient access to prime farmlands, the Cascade
Mountains, national and state parks and forests, historic places in Skagit County listed in the National
Register. Our own community of La Conner is considered a destination and vacation site. There is
every reason to believe the proposed increase in rail traffic will adversely affect our primary
automobile access from Interstate Route 5 negatively impacting our lodging and other local businesses
which depend entirely on tourist traffic.

La Conner has a well-maintained historic downtown with a Main Street unique boutique and antique
shops, and fine dining. The unique characteristics of La Conner as well as those of Burlington and
Mount Vernon make it essential that federal and state officials conduct a detailed review of significant
economic, cultural, health, safety, aesthetic, and quality of life impacts from adding up to 28.8 miles of
coal trains daily through western Skagit County daily (seven days a week) , including:

A traffic delays at Conway, Bow, Burlington and each Mount Vernon “at-grade” rail crossing,
preventing access to local businesses and cultural events held throughout the year in these
communities;

A loss of revenues and jobs for existing businesses cut off from their customers, service routes,
and deliveries;

A Joss of tourism and customers due to blocked access to and from I-5 and other thoroughfares,
including loss of revenue to area businesses and damage to Skagit Valley’s prized quality of life
reputation;
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An Open Letter to Elected Officials, Agencies, and the Media

October, 2011

A degraded commuter transportation to work sites and schools;

A impaired emergency response to residents and businesses, and blocked emergency access to
medical care from downtown Mount Vernon and elsewhere;

A health and quality of life impacts from diesel exhaust, fugitive coal dust, and noise;
A loss of considerable business revenues by restricting tourist access to La Conner;

A loss of new businesses and new commercial and residential development and associated
construction jobs; and

A loss of substantial federal and state investments in passenger rail service.

We understand that review of the Cherry Point Gateway terminal proposal will likely include
preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) by state and federal agencies. We urge that
the EIS process include a rigorous and detailed analysis that accurately evaluates all direct, indirect,
and cumulative adverse impacts to La Conner, Burlington, Mount Vernon and Skagit Valley businesses.
While the applicant’s public relations campaign promises to add jobs at the terminal in Whatcom
County, it is silent about the net loss of jobs along the train route, so the potential loss of jobs and
revenues in Skagit County deserves the utmost consideration.

The EIS review process should also include rigorous alternative site analyses of all available deep port
sites in Washington, with an evaluation of direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts, including other
proposals associated with rail lines. The alternatives analysis should compare the adverse effects of
each site based upon detailed study of the kind of impacts we have identified in this letter.

We recognize that La Conner is by no means the only city along the route to this proposed coal
terminal that treasures its quality of life, so we earnestly request a full and complete scope of state
and federal review that includes economic, health, and environmental factors, along the entire rail
corridor from Spokane to Cherry Point. Only then can the true societal costs of the proposed Cherry
Point Gateway terminal be assessed.

Signature ; Name or description of business, address
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We the undersigned business people in the communities of Bow, Edison, Blanchard, and
Allen are deeply concerned by SSA Marine's plans to transform the Cherry Point terminal in
northwest Washington into one of the largest coal export facilities in North America. It would
be capable of exporting up to 54 million tons of coal from Wyoming/Montana to Asia per year.
The plans require up to 18 additional trains daily, each up to 1.6 miles long, hauling
uncovered coal cars through the entire north/south axis of Skagit County including the hearts
of both downtown Burlington and Mount Vernon, as well as Blanchard and Bow. Because our
own communities are interdependent with both Mount Vernon and Burlington, adverse
impacts on those communities threaten us as well.

Bow, Edison, Blanchard, and Allen are unique historic and growing communities surrounded
by lovely natural environment and unique rural economy. These communities overlook
beautiful Samish Bay and afford views of Mt. Baker. The Skagit Valley attracts a million-plus-
visitors to the region each year because of the Skagit River and convenient access to prime
farmlands, the Cascade Mountains, national and state parks and forests, and historic places
in Skagit County. There is every reason to believe the proposed increase in rail traffic required
by the Terminal at Cherry Point will negatively impact our local businesses by impeding tourist
traffic from Interstate 5.

Collectively, our communities provide boutique, antique, and agricultural retail shops; art
galleries; fine dining; and other services. The unique characteristics of our communities make
it essential that federal and state officials conduct a detailed review of significant economic,
cultural, health, safety, aesthetic, environmental, and quality of life impacts from adding up to
28.8 miles of coal trains through western Skagit County daily (seven days a week) , including:

« traffic delays at Conway, Blanchard, Bow, Burlington, and each Mount Vernon “at-
grade” rail crossing, preventing access to local businesses and cultural events;

+ loss of revenues and jobs for existing businesses cut off from their customers, service
routes, and deliveries;

* loss of tourism due to blocked access to and from I-5 and other thoroughfares;
» degraded commuter transportation to work sites and schools;

¢ impaired response to medical, fire, and police emergencies throughout the county
affecting residents and businesses;

BEBA-
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* impacts on health, quality of life, and agricultural resources from diesel locomotive
exhaust (including idling trains at sidings), fugitive coal particles and dust, and noise;

* water quality impacts from fugitive coal particles and dust on area streams, rivers, and
Samish Bay, affecting area fisheries;

* loss of new businesses and new commercial and residential development and
associated construction jobs; and

* loss of substantial federal and state investments in passenger rail service.

We understand that review of the Cherry Point Gateway terminal proposal will likely include
preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) by state and federal agencies. We
urge that a fair and impartial EIS process include a rigorous and detailed analysis that
accurately evaluates all direct, indirect, and cumulative adverse impacts to Bow, Edison,
Blanchard, Allen, Burlington, Mount Vernon and Skagit Valley businesses. While the
applicant’s public relations campaign promises to add jobs at the terminal in Whatcom
County, it is silent about the net loss of jobs along the train route, so the potential loss of jobs
and revenues in Skagit County deserves the utmost consideration.

The EIS review process should also include rigorous alternative site analyses of all available
deep port sites in Washington, with an evaluation of direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts,
including other proposals associated with rail lines. The alternatives analysis should compare
the adverse effects of each site based upon detailed study of the kind of impacts we have
identified in this letter.

We recognize that our communities are by no means the only ones along the route to this
proposed coal terminal that treasure our quality of life, so we earnestly request a full and
complete scope of state and federal review that includes economic, health, and environmental
factors, along the entire rail corridor from Spokane to Cherry Point. Only then can the true
societal costs of the proposed Cherry Point Gateway terminal be assessed.

Signatur(i@and rinted name) u Name or description of business, address
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« impacts on health, quality of life, and agricultural resources from diesel locomotive
exhaust (including idling trains at sidings), fugitive coal particies and dust, and noise;

« water quality impacts from fugitive coal particles and dust on area streams, rivers, and
Samish Bay, affecting area fisheries;

* loss of new businesses and new commercial and residential development and
associated construction jobs; and

» loss of substantial federal and state investments in passenger rail service.

We understand that review of the Cherry Point Gateway terminal proposal will likely include
preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) by state and federal agencies. We
urge that a fair and impartial EIS process include a rigorous and detailed analysis that
accurately evaluates all direct, indirect, and cumulative adverse impacts to Bow, Edison,
Blanchard, Allen, Burlington, Mount Vernon and Skagit Valley businesses. While the
applicant’s public relations campaign promises to add jobs at the terminal in Whatcom
County, it is silent about the net loss of jobs along the train route, so the potential loss of jobs
and revenues in Skagit County deserves the utmost consideration.

The EIS review process should also include rigorous alternative site analyses of all available
deep port sites in Washington, with an evaluation of direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts,
including other proposals associated with rail lines. The alternatives analysis should compare
the adverse effects of each site based upon detailed study of the kind of impacts we have
identified in this letter.

We recognize that our communities are by no means the only ones along the route to this
proposed coal terminal that treasure our quality of life, so we earnestly request a full and
complete scope of state and federal review that includes economic, health, and environmental
factors, along the entire rail corridor from Spokane to Cherry Point. Only then can the true
societal costs of the proposed Cherry Point Gateway terminal be assessed.

Signature (and printed name) Name or description of business, address
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« impacts on health, quality of life, and agricultural resources from diesel locomotive
exhaust (including idling trains at sidings), fugitive coal particles and dust, and noise;

« water quality impacts from fugitive coal particles and dust on area streams, rivers, and
Samish Bay, affecting area fisheries;

* loss of new businesses and new commercial and residential development and
associated construction jobs; and

* loss of substantial federal and state investments in passenger rail service.

We understand that review of the Cherry Point Gateway terminal proposal will likely include
preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) by state and federal agencies. We
urge that a fair and impartial EIS process include a rigorous and detailed analysis that
accurately evaluates all direct, indirect, and cumulative adverse impacts to Bow, Edison,
Blanchard, Allen, Burlington, Mount Vernon and Skagit Valley businesses. While the
applicant's public relations campaign promises to add jobs at the terminal in Whatcom
County, it is silent about the net loss of jobs along the train route, so the potential loss of jobs
and revenues in Skagit County deserves the utmost consideration.

The EIS review process should also include rigorous alternative site analyses of all available
deep port sites in Washington, with an evaluation of direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts,
including other proposals associated with rail lines. The alternatives analysis should compare
the adverse effects of each site based upon detailed study of the kind of impacts we have
identified in this letter.

We recognize that our communities are by no means the only ones along the route to this
proposed coal terminal that treasure our quality of life, so we earnestly request a full and
complete scope of state and federal review that includes economic, health, and environmental
factors, along the entire rail corridor from Spokane to Cherry Point. Only then can the true
societal costs of the proposed Cherry Point Gateway terminal be assessed.

Name or description of business, address
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* impacts on health, quality of life, and agricultural resources from diesel locomotive
exhaust (including idling trains at sidings), fugitive coal particles and dust, and noise;

* water quality impacts from fugitive coal particles and dust on area streams, rivers, and
Samish Bay, affecting area fisheries;

* loss of new businesses and new commercial and residential development and
associated construction jobs; and

* loss of substantial federal and state investments in passenger rail service.

We understand that review of the Cherry Point Gateway terminal proposal will likely include
preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) by state and federal agencies. We
urge that a fair and impartial EIS process include a rigorous and detailed analysis that
accurately evaluates all direct, indirect, and cumulative adverse impacts to Bow, Edison,
Blanchard, Allen, Burlington, Mount Vemon and Skagit Valley businesses. While the
applicant’s public relations campaign promises to add jobs at the terminal in Whatcom
County, it is silent about the net loss of jobs along the train route, so the potential loss of jobs
and revenues in Skagit County deserves the utmost consideration.

The EIS review process should also include rigorous alternative site analyses of all available
deep port sites in Washington, with an evaluation of direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts,
including other proposals associated with rail lines. The altematives analysis should compare
the adverse effects of each site based upon detailed study of the kind of impacts we have
identified in this letter.

We recognize that our communities are by no means the only ones along the route to this
proposed coal terminal that treasure our quality of life, so we earnestly request a full and
complete scope of state and federal review that includes economic, health, and environmental
factors, along the entire rail corridor from Spokane to Cherry Point. Only then can the true
societal costs of the proposed Cherry Point Gateway terminal be assessed.

Signature (and printed name) Name or description of business, address
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» impacts on health, quality of life, and agricultural resources from diesel locomotive
exhaust (including idling trains at sidings), fugitive coal particles and dust, and noise;

 water quality impacts from fugitive coal particles and dust on area streams, rivers, and
Samish Bay, affecting area fisheries;

» loss of new businesses and new commercial and residential development and
associated construction jobs; and

* loss of substantial federal and state investments in passenger rail service.

We understand that review of the Cherry Point Gateway terminal proposal will likely include
preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) by state and federal agencies. We
urge that a fair and impartial EIS process include a rigorous and detailed analysis that
accurately evaluates all direct, indirect, and cumulative adverse impacts to Bow, Edison,
Blanchard, Allen, Burlington, Mount Vernon and Skagit Valley businesses. While the
applicant's public relations campaign promises to add jobs at the terminal in Whatcom
County, it is silent about the net loss of jobs along the train route, so the potential loss of jobs
and revenues in Skagit County deserves the utmost consideration.

The EIS review process should also include rigorous alternative site analyses of all available
deep port sites in Washington, with an evaluation of direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts,
including other proposals associated with rail lines. The alternatives analysis should compare
the adverse effects of each site based upon detailed study of the kind of impacts we have
identified in this letter.

We recognize that our communities are by no means the only ones along the route to this
proposed coal terminal that treasure our quality of life, so we earnestly request a full and
complete scope of state and federal review that includes economic, health, and environmental
factors, along the entire rail corridor from Spokane to Cherry Point. Only then can the true
societal costs of the proposed Cherry Point Gateway terminal be assessed.

Signature (and printed name) Name or description of business, address
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* impacts on health, quality of life, and agricultural resources from diesel locomotive
exhaust (including idling trains at sidings), fugitive coal particles and dust, and noise;

* water quality impacts from fugitive coal particles and dust on area streams, rivers, and
Samish Bay, affecting area fisheries;

* loss of new businesses and new commercial and residential development and
associated construction jobs; and

» loss of substantial federal and state investments in passenger rail service.

We understand that review of the Cherry Point Gateway terminal proposal will likely include
preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) by state and federal agencies. We
urge that a fair and impartial EIS process include a rigorous and detailed analysis that
accurately evaluates all direct, indirect, and cumulative adverse impacts to Bow, Edison,
Blanchard, Allen, Burlington, Mount Vernon and Skagit Valley businesses. While the
applicant's public relations campaign promises to add jobs at the terminal in Whatcom
County, it is silent about the net loss of jobs along the train route, so the potential loss of jobs
and revenues in Skagit County deserves the utmost consideration.

The EIS review process should also include rigorous alternative site analyses of all available
deep port sites in Washington, with an evaluation of direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts,
including other proposals associated with rail lines. The alternatives analysis should compare
the adverse effects of each site based upon detailed study of the kind of impacts we have
identified in this letter.

We recognize that our communities are by no means the only ones along the route to this
proposed coal terminal that treasure our quality of life, so we earnestly request a full and
complete scope of state and federal review that includes economic, health, and environmental
factors, along the entire rail corridor from Spokane to Cherry Point. Only then can the true
societal costs of the proposed Cherry Point Gateway terminal be assessed.

Signature {and printeg'hame) Name or description of business, address
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+ impacts on health, quality of life, and agricultural resources from diesel locomotive
exhaust (including idling trains at sidings), fugitive coal particles and dust, and noise;

* water quality impacts from fugitive coal particles and dust on area streams, rivers, and
Samish Bay, affecting area fisheries;

* loss of new businesses and new commercial and residential development and
associated construction jobs; and

* loss of substantial federal and state investments in passenger rail service.

We understand that review of the Cherry Point Gateway terminal proposal will likely include
preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) by state and federal agencies. We
urge that a fair and impartial EIS process include a rigorous and detailed analysis that
accurately evaluates all direct, indirect, and cumulative adverse impacts to Bow, Edison,
Blanchard, Allen, Burlington, Mount Vernon and Skagit Valley businesses. While the
applicant's public relations campaign promises to add jobs at the terminal in Whatcom
County, it is silent about the net loss of jobs along the train route, so the potential loss of jobs
and revenues in Skagit County deserves the utmost consideration.

The EIS review process should also include rigorous alternative site analyses of all available
deep port sites in Washington, with an evaluation of direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts,
including other proposals associated with rail lines. The alternatives analysis should compare
the adverse effects of each site based upon detailed study of the kind of impacts we have
identified in this letter.

We recognize that our communities are by no means the only ones along the route to this
proposed coal terminal that treasure our quality of life, so we earnestly request a full and
complete scope of state and federal review that includes economic, health, and environmental
factors, along the entire rail corridor from Spokane to Cherry Point. Only then can the true
societal costs of the proposed Cherry Point Gateway terminal be assessed.

Signature (and printed name) Name or description of business, address
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October, 2011

We the undersigned business people in the Anacortes area are deeply concerned by SSA Marine's
plans to transform the Cherry Point terminal in northwest Washington into one of the largest coal
export facilities in North America, to export 54 million tons of coal from Wyoming/Montana to Asia
per year. The plans require up to 18 additional trains daily, each up to 1.6 miles long, hauling
uncovered coal cars through downtown Burlington and Mount Vernon as well as much more of Skagit
County, threatening significantly adverse impacts on those communities as well as our own which is
interdependent with both of them.

Burlington, Mount Vernon and Anacortes are unique growing cities surrounded by with a lovely
natural environment and unique rural economy. The Skagit Valley attracts a million-plus visitors to the
region each year because of the Skagit River and convenient access to prime farmlands, the Cascade
Mountains, national and state parks and forests, historic places in Skagit County listed in the National
Register. Our own community of Anacortes is considered the gateway to the San Juan Islands and
there is every reason to believe the increase in rail traffic will adversely affect tourist access to our
ferry terminal and other local businesses which depend on tourist traffic.

Anacortes has a well-maintained historic downtown with a Main Street unique boutique and antique
shops, and fine dining. The unique characteristics of Anacortes as well as those of Burlington and
Mount Vernon make it essential that federal and state officials conduct a detailed review of significant
economic, cultural, health, safety, aesthetic, and quality of life impacts from adding up to 28.8 miles of
coal trains daily through western Skagit County daily (seven days a week) , including:

A traffic delays at Conway, Bow, Burlington and each Mount Vernon “at-grade” rail crossing,
preventing access to local businesses and cultural events held throughout the year in these
communities;

A loss of revenues and jobs for existing businesses cut off from their customers, service routes,
and deliveries;

A loss of tourism and customers due to blocked access to and from I-5 and other thoroughfares,
including loss of revenue to area businesses and damage to Skagit Valley’s prized quality of life
reputation;

A degraded commuter transportation to work sites and schools;
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A impaired emergency response to residents and businesses, and blocked emergency access to
medical care from downtown Mount Vernon and elsewhere;

A health and quality of life impacts from diesel exhaust, fugitive coal dust, and noise;
A lowering of commercial and residential property values and resultant loss of tax revenues;

A loss of new businesses and new commercial and residential development and associated
construction jobs; and

A |oss of substantial federal and state investments in passenger rail service.

We understand that review of the Cherry Point Gateway terminal proposal will likely include
preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) by state and federal agencies. We urge that
the EIS process include a rigorous and detailed analysis that accurately evaluates all direct, indirect,
and cumulative adverse impacts to Anacortes, Burlington, Mount Vernon and Skagit Valley businesses.
While the applicant’s public relations campaign promises to add hundreds of jobs at the terminal in
Whatcom County, it is silent about the net loss of jobs along the train route, so the potential loss of
jobs and revenues in Skagit County deserves the utmost consideration.

The EIS review process should also include rigorous alternative site analyses of all available deep port
sites in Washington, with an evaluation of direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts, including other
proposals associated with rail lines. The alternatives analysis should compare the adverse effects of
each site based upon detailed study of the kind of impacts we have identified in this letter.

We recognize that Anacortes is by no means the only city along the route to this proposed coal
terminal that treasures its quality of life, so we earnestly request a full and complete scope of state
and federal review that includes economic, health, and environmental factors, along the entire rail
corridor from Spokane to Cherry Point. Only then can the true societal costs of the proposed Cherry
Point Gateway terminal be assessed.
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An Open Letter to Elected Officials;, Agencies, and the Media

October, 2011

We the undersigned business people. in the town of Conway, WA area are deeply concerned by SSA
Marine's plans to transform the Cherry Point terminal in northwest Washington into one of the largest
coal export facilities in North America, to export 54 million tons of coal from Wyoming/Montana to
Asia per year. The plans require up to 18 additional trains daily, each up to 1.6 miles long, hauling
uncovered coal cars through downtown Conway, Burlington and Mount Vernon as well as much more
of Skagit County, threatening significantly adverse impacts on those communities as well-as our own
which is interdependent with both of them.

Conway, Burlington, Mount Vernon, and La. Conner and are unique growing communities surrounded
by lovely natural environment and unique rural economy. The Skagit Valley attracts a million-plus-
visitors to the region each year because of the Skagit River and convenient access to prime farmlands,
the Cascade Mountains, national and state parks and forests, historic places in Skagit County listed in
the National Register. Our own community of Conway is considered a destination site for its proximity
to the Skagit River only three blocks from the train tracks, and the nearby county park with its boat
ramp, as well as for live music and déncing, live theatre, antiques, clothing, tropical fish, hair salon,
blacksmith, offices, contractors, grain depot, and our famous tavern, and there is every reason to
believe the increase in rail traffic will adversely affect tourist access to our local businesses which
depend on tourist traffic.

Conway has an historic downtown of business buildings and beautiful century-old homes built by
Norwegian fishermen, all within 3 blocks of the train tracks. It is being revitalized with a remodeled
post office, a boutique, antique shops, a tavern with famous oysters and live music, as well as with a
restaurant offering live music, dancing and theatre. The unique characteristics of Conway, contained
as they are in a small residential village, as well as those of La Conner, Burlington and Mount Vernon,
make it essential that federal and state officials conduct a detailed review of significant economic,
cultural, health, saféty, aesthetic, and quality of life impacts from adding up to 28.8 miles of coal trains
daily through western Skagit County daily (seven days a week), including:

A traffic delays at Conway, Bow, Burlington and each Mount Vernon “at-grade” rail crossing,
preventing access to local businesses and cultural events held throughout the year in these
communities;

A loss of revenues and jobs for existing businesses cut off from their customers, service routes,
and deliveries;
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A loss of tourism and customers due to blocked access to and from I-5 and other thoroughfares,
including loss of revenue to area businesses and damage to Skagit Valley’s prized quality of life
reputation;

A degraded commuter transportation to work sites and schools;

A impaired emergency response to residents and businesses, and blocked emergency access to
medical care from downtown Mount Vernon and elsewhere;

A health and quality of life impacts from diesel exhaust, fugitive coal dust, whistle and train
noises; less g(i e S Rl s~ M%JS,.ALL
\wgeé

A property damage in the form of foundation and structural cracks due to the frequent violent
shaking from the rapid train traffic so close to our homes and businesses;

A lowering of commercial and residential property values and resultant loss of tax revenues;

A loss of new businesses and new commercial and residential development and associated
construction jobs; and

A loss of substantial federal and state investments in passenger rail service.

We understand that review of the Cherry Point Gateway terminal proposal will likely include
preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) by state and federal agencies. We urge that
the EIS process include a rigorous and detailed analysis that accurately evaluates all direct, indirect,
and cumulative adverse impacts to Conway, La Conner, Burlington, Mount Vernon and Skagit Valley
businesses. While the applicant’s public relations campaign promises to add jobs at the terminal in
Whatcom County, it is silent about the net loss of jobs along the train route, so the potential loss of
jobs and revenues in Skagit County deserves the utmost consideration.

The EIS review process should also include rigorous alternative site analyses of all available deep port
sites in Washington, with an evaluation of direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts, including other
proposals associated with rail lines. The alternatives analysis should compare the adverse effects of
each site based upon detailed study of the kind of impacts we have identified in this letter.

We recognize that Conway is by no means the only city along the route to this proposed coal terminal
that treasures its quality of life, so we earnestly request a full and complete scope of state and federal
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A loss of tourism and customers due to blocked access to and from I-5 and other thoroughfares,
including loss of revenue to area businesses and damage to Skagit Valley’s prized quality of life
reputation;

A degraded commuter transportation to work sites and schools;

A impaired emergency response to residents and businesses, and blocked emergency access to
medical care from downtown Mount Vernon and elsewhere;

A health and quality of life impacts from diesel exhaust, fugitive coal dust, whistle and train

noises; foss of sltef—‘; khe  maswr- éwﬂﬁwb&b

ggro\mged

A property damage in the form of foundation and structural cracks due to the frequentnviolent
shaking from the rapid train traffic so close to our homes and businesses; ;

A lowering of commercial and residential property values and resultant loss of tax revenues;

A loss of new businesses and new commercial and residential development and associated
construction jobs; and

A loss of substantial federal and state investments in passenger rail service.

We understand that review of the Cherry Point Gateway terminal proposal will likely include
preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) by state and federal agencies. We urge that
the EIS process include a rigorous and detailed analysis that accurately evaluates all direct, indirect,
and cumulative adverse impacts to Conway, La Conner, Burlington, Mount Vernon and Skagit Valley
businesses. While the applicant’s public relations campaign promises to add jobs at the terminal in
Whatcom County, it is silent about the net loss of jobs along the train route, so the potential loss of
jobs and revenues in Skagit County deserves the utmost consideration.

The EIS review process should also include rigorous alternative site analyses of all available deep port
sites in Washington, with an evaluation of direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts, including other
proposals associated with rail lines. The alternatives analysis should compare the adverse effects of
each site based upon detailed study of the kind of impacts we have identified in this letter.

We recognize that Conway is by no means the only city along the route to this proposed coal terminal
that treasures its quality of life, so we earnestly request a full and complete scope of state and federal
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—> review that includes economic, health, and environmental factors, along the entire rail corridor from
Spokane to Cherry Point. And since the coal would be sent to China in ships burning inefficient engine
fuel to be burnt in coal-fired plants using 19™ century technology, the air breathed by the entire world
will be adversely affected by the use of this terminal.

Only by considering all these factors can the true global societal costs of the proposed Cherry Point
Gateway terminal be assessed.

Signatur, Name or description of business, address
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