
From: Monte Martin
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Comments on the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 5:54:34 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement including the carbon
dioxide loading in the planet’s atmosphere from the coal to assess the cumulative impact of these
proposals.

Sincerely,

Monte Martin

 98390
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From: Elizabeth S. Lowell
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 10:52:56 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

As a concerned American citizen, I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry
Point, Washington, the transport of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout
the Northwest and the export of coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The
proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by
increasing congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways,
harming existing businesses, delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and
fishing grounds at the terminal site. In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon
and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean--and thus the
potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills--and escalate climate change. I urge you to
consider these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.  Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth S. Lowell

 04102
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From: Theresa Lianzi
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:08:32 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Please say no to the mining, burning and transporting of coal.

Sincerely,

Theresa Lianzi

 33019
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From: Gary Lee
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 9:14:11 AM

To the Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport of strip-
mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of coal by
ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. 

I urge you to consider the significant effects of this project on the human and physical environment.

Sincerely,

Gary Lee

 92264
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From: Margaret Wood
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 6:50:53 AM

Army Corps of Engineers,
Department of Ecology,
Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship.

The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by
increasing congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways,
harming existing businesses and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site.
In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean and thus the potential for serious shipping accidents
and oil spills. I urge you to consider these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact
Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Thank you.

Margaret Wood

 23434
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From: Robert McNair
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Thursday, January 17, 2013 2:49:56 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I am concerned about the environment and pollution from coal: mining, shipping, and burning it. Please
oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport of strip-
mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of coal by
ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would
negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with more
coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying emergency
responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In addition, the
proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the
Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and
escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts in the scope of the
Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Protect the sensitive riverine-marine ecosystem of the Northwest and block the proposed coal shipping
proposal.

Thanks for your attention to this vital matter.

Sincerely,

Robert McNair

 50036
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From: Alice Suter
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:09:50 PM

Memo to: Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

Do we want what is under the ground in the US to come back to us in the Northwest from China in the
form of polluted air?

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Alice H. Suter, Ph.D.

Alice Suter

 97212
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From: William Robins
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Important! Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 2:51:59 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

We can only stand so much! I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry
Point, Washington, the transport of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout
the Northwest and the export of coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The
proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by
increasing congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways,
harming existing businesses, delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and
fishing grounds at the terminal site. In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon
and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the
potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to
consider these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

William Robins

 23693
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From: Molly Moore
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Listen to the scientists, stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 8:27:36 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Molly Moore

 65201
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From: Angela Paschall
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: NO Coal Terminal in Cherry Point, Washington!
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 2:55:52 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

As a taxpayer & citizen of the Pacific Northwest, I strongly oppose the construction of a massive coal
export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington by Peabody Coal.  This is an environmental travesty on so
many levels : strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming, the transport of this coal on trains
throughout the Northwest, and finally the export of this coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the
Pacific Ocean.

The proposed coal terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing
congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing
businesses, delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at
the terminal site.

In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change.

Please consider these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement and take
a stand against dirty, antiquated, non-renewable energy!

Thank you for your attention to this important matter!

Angela Paschall

 97217
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From: Huff Jones
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: No Coal Trains Through Oregon!
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 4:45:24 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

Today's headlines show the disgusting, unbreathable air in China caused by burning coal. Coal is dirty
every step of the way and is a major contributor to climate change which is the most serious problem
our world has ever faced. I say "NO" to digging, transporting and exporting coal!

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Huff Jones

 97401
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From: Sanford Brown
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: No more fossil fuel exports!
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:57:43 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

It seems we have already achieved "energy independence;"  what we don't need is further
environmental and health damage!

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Sanford Brown

 30016
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From: Nike Stevens
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: No to Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 11:17:05 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport of strip-
mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of coal by
ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. A few people would make tons of money by
degrading the entire planet and escalating environmental disasters throughout the world.  Proximate
degradation would occur in the mined area on the transport route and to the ocean resources off the
washington coast.

Do we care at all about the harm we are causing the environment. It is time to bury coat not export it
through the world for the disastrous effects to return to us through more Katrinas, and Sandys. 

specifically, the proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific
Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local
waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic
ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In addition, the proposal would threaten
endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific
Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate
change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact
Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Nike Stevens

 59715
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From: Hal Enerson
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: NO to Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 9:19:54 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I am adamantly AGAINST the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the
transport of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the
export of coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific
Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and
noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses,
delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal
site. In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to CONDUCT AN AREA-WIDE EIS to assess the cumulative impact of these
proposals.

Sincerely,

Hal Enerson

 98362
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From: Theresa Reiff
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: NO to the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal & Coal Export
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 2:27:49 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington or at any other
location.

Transporting strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming or other states to the coast for export is
counter-productive to efforts aimed at reducing greenhouse gases and global warming.

In addition, this proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal will negatively impact communities and the
environment in the Pacific Northwest and elsewhere by:
- increasing congestion and noise with more coal train traffic;
- polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying emergency responders,
and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds;
- threatening endangered orcas, salmon and herring with increased high-risk freighter traffic in the
Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean;
- encouraging the continued use of coal by the importing countries.

Information from scientific studies on global warming and pollution seem to indicate that this project is
going in the wrong direction.

I strongly urge you to look beyond short-term profit and consider the long-term impact on communities
and the environment. 

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea to China

Over the years, international discussions have attempted to convince China to reduce their use of fossil
fuels in an effort to cap climate change.

Again, I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to
assess the cumulative impact of these proposals.

Thank you.

Theresa Reiff

 19403
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From: Hannah Banks
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: No to the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal!
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:08:25 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

Strip mining is itself an affront to the environment. Let's not exacerbate it by causing further
degradation of Washington State and the countries to which the coal would be exported.

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Hannah Banks

 02459
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From: Tina Rhea
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: No to the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 3:45:21 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

The Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal plan needs a carefully-considered Environmental Impact Statement. 
This is a massive project plan with the potential for very serious harm.

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Tina Rhea

 20770
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From: Edward Betts
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: NO to the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:46:10 PM

To the Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport of strip-
mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of coal by
ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would
negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with more
coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying emergency
responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In addition, the
proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the
Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and
escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts in the scope of the
Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Edward Betts
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From: Phoebe Sorgen
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: NO WAY re Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 12:59:03 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Phoebe Sorgen

 94708

mailto:phoebeso@earthlink.net
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Mark Bartleman
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Opposition to Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 12:57:21 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport of strip-
mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of coal by
ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. 

The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by
increasing congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways,
harming existing businesses, delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and
fishing grounds at the terminal site.  And the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and
herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean --and thus the potential
for serious shipping accidents and oil spills-- and escalate climate change.  You must consider these
significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement. 

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea.  All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  So I urge the Army Corps
of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the cumulative impact
of these proposals.  Thank you. 

Sincerely,

Mark Bartleman

 92651

mailto:mbartleman@cox.net
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Gerard Redpath
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 2:31:21 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

    I urge you to consider the following significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact
Statement.

With five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal annually 
through the Northwest and the Salish Sea, all the ships from these proposed projects are bound for
China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or the Columbia
River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula. 

The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by
increasing congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways,
harming existing businesses, delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and
fishing grounds at the terminal site, threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess
the cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Gerard Redpath

 22947
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From: Linda Ghelfi
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Pkease Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 6:51:10 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Linda Ghelfi

 200037
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From: Taina Litwak
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Please do not approve the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 7:03:53 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington (transport of
strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of coal
by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean).

The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by
increasing congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways,
harming existing businesses, delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and
fishing grounds at the terminal site. In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon
and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the
potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to
consider these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Taina Litwak

 20878

mailto:taina@litwakillustration.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Christopher Burden
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Please reject the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 6:07:47 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Christopher Burden

 RG4 5EB
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From: Sarah Peters
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Please Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal!
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 10:12:54 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Sarah Peters

 21770
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From: David Ehrensperger
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Please Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 2:41:51 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

This is important to me as an American citizen.

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

David Ehrensperger

 18634
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From: Paul Baker
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: PLEASE Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 8:29:15 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

There is no such thing as clean coal.  We are running out of time: we need to be working on weaning
our civilization from these destructive fossil fuels.  It will be hard enough to do if we really put our all
into trying.  If we don't even try, we will be consenting to the destruction of our civilization and indeed
of all life on planet earth.

NO MORE COAL.

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Thank you for your attention to this urgent matter.  God bless

Sincerely,

Paul Baker

 60615
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From: Jack Stansfield
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Please stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:26:03 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

As a third-generation Washingtonian who highly values our unique marine and shoreline environments
and the quality of our air, I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point,
Washington, the transport of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the
Northwest and the export of coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed
Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing
congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing
businesses, delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at
the terminal site. In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring,
increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for
serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these
significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I strongly urge
the Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Jack Stansfield

 98292
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From: Charles Langford
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Please Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 8:59:59 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Finally, this coal should be left in the ground permanently so its burning does not enhance climate
change world-wide.

Sincerely,

Charles Langford

 97330
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From: Shirley White
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Please Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:52:06 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Thank you for your time and consideration in this urgent matter.

Sincerely,

Shirley White

 97477
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From: Maryann LaNew
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: PLEASE Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 12:11:32 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Thank you in advanc for doing the healthiest and best thing for us now!

Sincerely,

Maryann LaNew
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From: Grace Holden
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: PLEASE: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:29:57 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly OPPOSE the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would have a negative impact on communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and
noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses,
delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal
site. Additionally, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I ask you to please consider these significant
impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I URGE the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to thoroughly
assess the total impact of these proposals. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Grace Holden

 22207
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From: Pete Bristow
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Read me, Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 6:04:28 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

Considering how people in your positions have put our nation in financial ruins by catering to big
corporate businesses, especially the unaccountable energy corporations, I strongly oppose the
construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport of strip-mined coal
from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of coal by ship through
the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect
communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with more coal train traffic,
polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying emergency responders, and
damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In addition, the proposal would
threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and
Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and escalate
climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental
Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Stop being punks,
Sincerely,

Pete Bristow

Pete Bristow

 98409
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From: Jim Steitz
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Reject "Gateway Pacific" Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 9:19:54 PM

I write in strongest opposition to any permit for the "Gateway Pacific" coal terminal at Cherry Point,
Washington. This terminal would constitute an ecological disaster at every step in the life-cycle of the
coal, from its mining, through transport, to combustion in its intended Chinese power plants. The Cherry
Point export terminal frustrates the maintenance of a planet that can sustain human life, and serves no
other valid purpose, and must therefore be rejected by the Army Corps of Engineers.

This project is one of five such export terminal proposals that would export on the order of 150 million
tons of coal through the Pacific Northwest. This volume of coal would constitute an unmitigated
ecological disaster, in violent opposition to the Obama Administration's objective of reducing carbon
dioxide emissions. COE must reject these proposals, starting with Cherry Point. President Obama has
expressed an overall goal of moving America toward a lower-carbon economy, and to avoid the worst
impacts of global warming. If these goals are to have any meaningful policy expression within the
agencies, such as COE, tasked with carrying out Administration policy, then COE cannot issue this
permit at Cherry Point. This terminal would be linked via rail lines to some of the larges carbon bombs
in North America, namely the coalfields of eastern Montana and Wyoming, and human survival demands
that this coal remain securely underground.

The "Gateway Pacific" terminal, and its sister proposals along the Pacific Northwest coast, would be
especially and painfully ironic for a pair of states that have otherwise made admirable and meritorious
progress in shifting to clean energy and ecological sustainability more broadly. I am a former resident
both of the Oregon coast (Newport) and of inland Oregon, and I can scarcely fathom the horrific
reversal of ecological paradigm that these coal-export terminals would constitute. The Pacific
Northwest's role in the global energy infrastructure would invert from a leader in the low-carbon
transition, to a conduit of death for the highest-carbon fuels on Earth. The State of Washington has
already committed itself to regional greenhouse gas reduction initiatives, and even though the initiatives
are not yet self-enforcing, these coal-export terminals would dwarf any carbon reductions attained in
those frameworks. It therefore is a contrary and irreconcilable public policy.

Even the smallest scope of environmental analysis, the terminal itself and the proximate impact to the
local natural and human environment, is grossly unacceptable. The coal train traffic, local air and water
pollution, congestion, and destruction of the community ambiance, would transform the local area into a
purgatory of industrial misery. The residents of Cherry Point, and other communities for whom this
permit would set a precedent, did not necessarily move there to experience one of America's largest
commodity export projects operating more hours than not. Persons wishing a full-time industrial
experience have ample other places in America to live, and Cherry Point need not be one of them.

Again, please reject the permit for the "Gateway Pacific" coal export terminal at Cherry Point, and keep
the Pacific Northwest coast from becoming not just a "Gateway," but a veritable launching pad for
global climate catastrophe. Thank you for your attention to this urgent issue.

Jim Steitz
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From: Jim Steitz
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Cc: tschroed@co.whatcom.wa.us; alice.kelly@ecy.wa.gov
Subject: Reject Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Monday, January 14, 2013 1:56:27 PM

Jim Steitz
564 Esslinger Drive
Gatlinburg, TN 37738

January 14, 2013

Mr. Randall Perry
US Army Corps of Engineers, Seattle District
1100 12th Avenue Northeast, Suite 400
Bellevue, WA 98004

Dear Mr. Perry,

I write in strongest opposition to any permit for the "Gateway Pacific" coal terminal 
at Cherry Point, Washington. This terminal would constitute an ecological disaster at 
every step in the life-cycle of the coal, from its mining, through transport, to 
combustion in its intended Chinese power plants. The Cherry Point export 
terminal frustrates the maintenance of a planet that can sustain human 
life, and serves no other valid purpose, and must therefore be rejected by 
the Army Corps of Engineers.

This project is one of five such export terminal proposals that would export on the 
order of 150 million tons of coal through the Pacific Northwest. This volume of coal 
would constitute an unmitigated ecological disaster, in violent opposition to the 
Obama Administration's objective of reducing carbon dioxide emissions. COE must 
reject these proposals, starting with Cherry Point. President Obama has 
expressed an overall goal of moving America toward a lower-carbon economy, and 
to avoid the worst impacts of global warming. If these goals are to have any 
meaningful policy expression within the agencies, such as COE, tasked with carrying 
out Administration policy, then COE cannot issue this permit at Cherry Point. This 
terminal would be linked via rail lines to some of the larges carbon bombs in 
North America, namely the coalfields of eastern Montana and Wyoming, 
and human survival demands that this coal remain securely underground.

The "Gateway Pacific" terminal, and its sister proposals along the Pacific Northwest 
coast, would be especially and painfully ironic for a pair of states that have 
otherwise made admirable and meritorious progress in shifting to clean energy and 
ecological sustainability more broadly. I am a former resident both of the 
Oregon coast (Newport) and of inland Oregon, and I can scarcely fathom the 
horrific reversal of ecological paradigm that these coal-export terminals would 
constitute. The Pacific Northwest's role in the global energy infrastructure 
would invert from a leader in the low-carbon transition, to a conduit of 
death for the highest-carbon fuels on Earth. The State of Washington has 
already committed itself to regional greenhouse gas reduction initiatives, and even 
though the initiatives are not yet self-enforcing, these coal-export terminals would 
dwarf any carbon reductions attained in those frameworks. It therefore is a contrary 
and irreconcilable public policy.
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Even the smallest scope of environmental analysis, the terminal itself and the 
proximate impact to the local natural and human environment, is grossly 
unacceptable. The coal train traffic, local air and water pollution, congestion, and 
destruction of the community ambiance, would transform the local area into a 
purgatory of industrial misery. The residents of Cherry Point, and other 
communities for whom this permit would set a precedent, did not 
necessarily move there to experience one of America's largest commodity 
export projects operating more hours than not. Persons wishing a full-time 
industrial experience have ample other places in America to live, and Cherry Point 
need not be one of them. 

Again, please reject the permit for the "Gateway Pacific" coal export terminal at 
Cherry Point, and keep the Pacific Northwest coast from becoming not just a 
"Gateway," but a veritable launching pad for global climate catastrophe. Thank you 
for your attention to this urgent issue.

Sincerely,

Jim Steitz

cc:  Tyler Schroeder, Planning and Development Services, Whatcom County

Alice Kelly, Washington State Department of Ecology



From: Vanessa Santarsiero
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop Gateway Pacific!
Date: Thursday, January 17, 2013 12:28:50 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers & Department of Ecology,

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point in Washington state as well
as the transport of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains thruout the Northwest and
the export of coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific!

The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by
polluting the air and local waterways & delaying emergency responders, plus damaging local aquatic
ecosystems.  The proposal would threaten endangered orcas and increase high-risk freighter traffic in
the Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills!

I urge you to consider these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement for
Gateway Pacific.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Pacific Northwest. All the ships from these proposed projects are bound for China
meaning that their routes will impact the San Juan Islands and Unimak Pass near Alaska’s Aleutian
Peninsula. The Army Corps of Engineers must conduct an Environmental Impact Statement to assess
the cumulative impact of these proposals.

Your kind consideration of these alternate proposals is greatly appreciated. 

Vanessa Santarsiero

 94608
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From: LIH YOUNG
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop Pacific Coal Terminal; PROMOTE FAIRNESS, FREEDOM, JUSTICE, PEACE, HUMANITY, PRODUCTIVITY,

WELL-BEING OF GENERAL PUBLIC.
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 4:56:05 PM

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

PROMOTE FAIRNESS, FREEDOM, JUSTICE, PEACE, HUMANITY, PRODUCTIVITY, WELL-BEING OF
GENERAL PUBLIC.
RESOLVE SOCIO- POLITICAL ISSUES,  BALANCING BUDGET. OPPOSE SO CALLED "FAIR ELECTION
ACT" PUBLIC FINANCE MATCHING SMALL DONORS FUND- DO MORE HARM THAN GOOD, RESOUCES
BENEFIT "BAD GUYS" AS USUAL.  TASKS:  TOP PRIORITIES: Society in vicious cycles as in need of
revolution, we MUST act:
(1).  Prosecute, eliminate “MURDER- fraud- crime- injustice networks”= cruel tyranny= robbery machine
= ROBBER- ISM; destroying essences of democracy, capitalism; continuing, on-going; relaying,
penetrating every segment of our lives (inc. civic non- profit organizations); expanding here
domestically to overseas- foreign countries; with threat, coercion, victimization, deprivation,
discrimination; unjust practices, manipulation, influence; bad legislative bills; unjust hidden agenda with
false/ misleading excuses (inc. private- public partnership, economic development, housing, school
construction, transportation, abandonment of properties, maintenance of “paper roads”, nonsense
grants, programs; …, whatever) to benefit/ facilitate “MURDER-fraud- crime- injustice networks” (inc.
officials, judges, developers, lawyers, employees, etc.); expand further unjust operation; endless
unlawful- immoral acts; rob/destruct resources (rights, land, properties, home, buildings, assets,
accounts, income, pension, documents, evidences; public, private; business, civic, political); frivolous
litigation, levies, foreclosures, garnishment, guardianship, power of attorney; improper processing of
complaints, procedures, proceedings, docketing, bookkeeping, accounting; cause vicious cycles: socio-
political- election-media- budget- legislative- system problems; civil-human rights backwards; people-
slave. Examples of problems are provided below: **
 (2). Restore: principle, fairness, cost-effectiveness, accountability, reliability, capability; fair election,
justice, peace (including civic, non-profit organizations), “check and balance”; Restore: TRUE essence of
democracy, fair election process; easy access to government, files, records, transcripts; not unjustly
manipulated, influenced, misled by wrong person, information, or “official misconduct- government
gang- fraud- crime- injustice networks” = serious causes of socio- political – election –media- budget-
legislative problems, which destroy people, families, society, peace, justice, democracy. Based on
merits, justification; NO double standards, improper processing of complaints, procedures, proceedings;
falsification, false records, tampering of evidence, data; harassment, intimidation (complainant,
witnesses); false charges, citation, bond, imprisonment; disparities and improper treatments, etc.; abuse
of laws, power, authorities.

mailto:lyoung2k@yahoo.com
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        (3). Promote democracy, fair election, quality, competition, people input (policies, issues, officials,
judges); televise public hearings, citizen/candidate forum/debate; maintain, disseminate meaningful
accurate information, records, capability, reasoning, good sense of justice, public interest, endurance. 
Objective screening by meaningful rigorous examinations, evaluations for quality, capability, endurance
and public interest.
        *  To capture extended serious problems of “MURDER-fraud- crime- injustice networks” with
official misconduct- government gang, please incorporate the following: (A). complaints/ cases:
administrative and judicial levels; (B) frequent testimonies before government bodies, official, legislators,
law enforcement, committees, public hearings; local – federal; (C) spin-off complaints, improper
processing of complaints, procedures, proceedings, accounting, bookkeeping, docketing, etc.; (D)
Candidate statements, see Webs and archives.  Urge to re-open and investigate Congress.org, DNet (by
League of Women Voters), links, etc.; (E) complaints and reports to police, law enforcement, consumer
affairs, other authorities/agencies against “fraud- crime- injustice networks”; (F). Numerous TV
programs on social issues (Dr. Lih Young: producer, host, speaker).

(G). Frequent recommendations/petitions to officials,  agencies, law enforcement, local - federal; as
individuals or with civic organizations.  **  EXAMPLES OF PROBLEMS -  “MURDER- FRAUD- CRIME-
INJUSTICE NETWORKS”- with official misconduct, government gang- endless unlawful immoral acts:
 (A): OPM, IRS, DHHS, SSA, DOJ, FBI, DOD, USDA, DOC, USCIS (US citizens/ neutralization services),
custom services, various agencies, law enforcement; 3 branches, local – federal- global; National Park
Service (Prettyman?), Library of Congress (Neil Gladd); many financial/brokerage/ accounting/ bill-
payment processing/ collection institutions/agencies; insurance, car related businesses, utilities…, more;
dealers Lakeforest Oldsmobile; phone/utilities/cable, judges, legal/court personnel, detective/ process
server/ impersonators, with phony names, or would not provide names even in the court cases
(Complainant could not get access to court files; could not even make copies); Leslie Gradet, Tamera
Jones, William D Roessler; Offices of Treasury, Comptroller, Attorney Gneral: Joel Jacob/Jacobson, Gail
Malle-Davis, Sylvia J. Brokos, Mary Hawse, Linda Tanton, Gerald Langbaum, John Barry, Pamela Porter,
Leo F. Partridge, Mark Vulcan, Jamis Riley, James Britt, Audrey Thomas, Jeanne Lippy, Jesse
Rosenburger, Ralph Lepson; transcribers Margaret Bauer, Senators: Walter Baker, Barbara Hoffman,
Thomas Middleton, Trooper: Marty Sealey, Vincent Mass, State Election Board Ross Goldstein; Maryland
DOEd Susan Page, Barbara Smith(?),  SSA employees and supervisors (especially in Rockville, Md), and
Bullivant (?, probably in N. J.; or other states). Lobbysts/ municipal attorneys/lawyers/affiliates, Paul
Glasgow, David Venable, Joseph Stoltz, Jr., Barry Gordon, Stephen Perouka, David Steinberg, Wolpoff &
Abramson, Richard D. Mirsky, Poppleton, Garrett & Polott, P.C., accountant Hilda K. Matijevic; Marc
Sliffman (Silver Spring, Wheaton area), Samuel White and his law firm and lawyers Shawn Bartley,
Daniel Pesachowitz, Laura Jolly (phony person, named as "substitute trustee", but can never be found
or contacted even through official agencies); many court personnel and judges (District Court – Court of
Special Appeals). Court Auditor Robert Romero. State, county health services organizations/ agencies,
Department of Health and Human Services, Montgomery County Crisis Center, Jean Burgess (white,
female), Marsha Aaron; Department of Aging; Adult Protective Services, Sherry Davis, Suzanne Lord (?),
Odick Esq., Bonnie Klem, etc.; Suburban Hospital, physicians, emergency staff; social worker Jody
Crecensi (?), case manager Patricia Grafferty (?), Robert Rothstein, M. D. (?), Tipp Woodward; Manor-
Care in Potomac Maryland: Cheryl Paulson (?, administrator) and nurses, etc.; forensic services,
Maryland Department of Health and Mental Hygiene:  Jolie Smith; numerous psychologists,
psychiatrists, social workers, etc.: Potomac Ridge Steven Israel, Collin, Gabriel (?); social worker Tracy
Lewit; Springfield Hospital Center: forensic services, Kevin Knight, Dr. Valadez (refused to give full
name, despite repeated requests); Carla Craville, Francoise Reynolds, Roxanne Heyman, Amy True;
Judges James Sasfield, Gary Crawford, Cheryl McCally, etc., prosecutors/government attorneys, e.g.,
John McCarthy, Nunylny (?), Peter Mitchell (Montgomery County Office of Human Rights); District Court
Commission (Rockville, Md) M. Dickerson; Court Personnel T.M. (only initials, no full name available);
many judges, clerk of the courts (Jeffrey Ward, Loretta Knight, Bettie Skelton, Molly Rhul, etc.), other
court personnel, various counties, states; local – federal; law enforcement, FBI;  police e.g.,  in
Rockville, Md. Sgt. Cowell (first name not available), C.P. Sadleson; officer Davis (MCPD); Denis Lewis
(Baltimore County); sheriff: R. Lewis (Female, White, Montgomery Countym Md.), K. Naff (white, male,
Montgomery County, Md); fire and rescues (abuse, even no fire; conspiracy).

 (B): The problems are interrelated horizontally and vertically, among all issues, local- global. Clerks of
the Circuit Court (Montgomery County, Md.) Loretta Knight, Bettie Skelton, Molly Rhul; District Court
Clerk Jeffrey Ward, Administrative Judge Cornelius Vaughey, Sheriff Elliot Tolbert, etc. government
attorney John McCarthy, Kristen Bender, court personnel, attorneys (public, private), law enforcement



(FBI, sheriff, police, fire/rescue, etc., contractors) are part of the “:fraud- crime- networks: with spying,
surveillance, harassment, unlawful search, stealing, robbery, injuries; false arrest, imprisonment,
citation, trespass, testimony; withholding witnesses; destroy information, documents, evidence,  etc.
( C). False/ unjust/ frivolous levies, liens, garnishment, guardianship, power of attorneys, foreclosure,
tenant-hold-over- eviction, etc. Thousands of cases are pending in the court systems for years or even
decades; believed to be filed by “fraud- crime- networks” to victimize people; without due process,
proper services, proceedings; cause homelessness, poverty; not because of the problems of
homeowners/citizens, but because of unjust judicial/court/legal personnel, court auditor Robert Romero
as part of “official misconduct- government gang- fraud- crime- injustice networks”. Judges (unjust,
irresponsible, judicially disabled) include Warren Donohue, John Debelius, Durk Thumpson, Ann
Harrington, Louise Scrivener, Lawrence De Beard, Eric Johnson, James McKenna; District Judge Gary
Everngam, Judge Gary Crawford; court personnel/ sheriff, attorneys, affiliated law firms; Sheriffs
Earnest Turner, R. Lewis, K. Naff, etc.
(E). Problems of privatization, irresponsibility, disabilities of government attorneys and
judicial/legal/court personnel are very serious, expanding, local- nationwide- global; exporting injustice
overseas; Rockville city, Montgomery County, Maryland state; New Jersey Monmouth County, Judge
Robert McLeod (private attorney), Judge Patricia Bueno Cleary, Prosecutor (private attorney) Patrick
Healy, police David D’Arcy.
        (F)  Other people committed, conspired with police and fraud- crime- networks: Private attorneys:
Robert McCarthy (Bethesda, Md.), Olivia Cammack (Silver Spring, Md.), David Slacker (Bethesda Md.);
Ria Rochvarg (assigned as legal assistance provider to certain counties by Md. Department of Health
and Mental Highgiene, but she went around the state for various abuses with Sherry Davis, Police
Davis, etc. attorneys (public and private), Timonthy Adelman, Esq., (?) and law firms Adelman, Sheff
and Smith(?, in Annapolis, Md), Robert McCarthy, Suburban Hospital, etc.  Landlord/ landladies e.g.,
Jiewen Tan (Rockville, Md.) and Chia Yao (Gaithersburg, Md.) had been unjustly influenced/ conspired.
        (G).  MURDER-FRAUD- CRIME- INJUSTICE NETWORKS inc. Montgomery County Council, Md,
Nancy Floreen, Roger Berliner, Valerie Ervin; Sonya E. Healy, Esq. Legal counsel/Chief of staff (any
relation to Patrick Healy, esq. in New Jersey??), Jackie Steward, council hearing coordinators/substitute;
Md General Assembly, Jamie Raskin; U. S. Congress, Senate, legal staff; American U, administrative
staff, security guard, students (4801 Massachusetts Ave., NW, DC); Catholic U; US Institute of Peace,
conference organizers/ speakers.

LIH YOUNG

 20854



From: chuck templeton
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal - Please
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 8:22:16 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

chuck templeton

 60657
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From: MacBryan Green
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal & all coal exports
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 6:23:27 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the export of American-mined coal. Period. Coal mined in the USA should be USED in
the USA, and most certainly should NOT end up being burned in countries with weaker environmental
laws.

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

MacBryan Green

 37604
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From: Lynn K Allen
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal and save ourselves future troubles from coal.
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 7:44:29 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

Coal will be outdated in ten years or less, but the problems it creates in production and transportation
will last longer.  Stop causing future problems for the taxpayer.

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Lynn K Allen

 87502
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From: William Davis
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal!!!!
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 9:11:04 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

The 99% must JAIL the criminal class of rich people and nationalize ALL of their corrupt and fascist
corporations!  JAIL the thieving suits!  Death to the corrupt and fascist corporatocracy!!!!  Nationalize
ALL of the oil, gas, coal and nuclear corporations, JAIL their executives for ecocide and genocide and
convert these corporations to non-profit renewable energy corporations.  It is the only way to save the
earth!

Sincerely,

William Davis

 12409
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From: Amanda Withrow
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal!
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:18:01 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I strongly urge
the Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Amanda Withrow

 90065
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From: Doris (Jody) Wilson
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Thursday, January 17, 2013 11:28:47 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

By the way, did you hear about the extreme levels of air pollution in Beijing?  More coal sent to China
would only increase their air pollution when it is burned, and the whole planet would pay the cost in
greater climate change.

Sincerely,

Doris (Jody) Wilson

 98034
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From: Marian Hayes
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 2:22:26 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I already have a very difficult time breathing due to severe asthma so I don't need anyone making it
even more difficult to breathe!

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Marian Hayes

 98112
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From: Margaret Nagel
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Thursday, January 17, 2013 10:14:13 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

The oceans and farmlands are already showing the ill effects of our dependence on fossil fuels. Famine
here in the United States would not be a good thing. That is why I strongly oppose the construction of
a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport of strip-mined coal from Montana and
Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of coal by ship through the Salish Sea and
the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect communities in the
Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and
local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic
ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In addition, the proposal would threaten
endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific
Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate
change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact
Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Margaret Nagel

 60202
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From: Peter Roberts
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 2:04:28 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

Is there no end to our willingness to compromise our environment and our own health?

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Peter Roberts

 02465

mailto:pjroberts@comcast.net
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: scott simmerman
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 8:04:14 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

Really? You think that this operation will work safely and without impacts -- severe negative impacts --
on the environment? Coal? We need more solar, not more carbon.

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

scott simmerman

 29687

mailto:simmermn@aol.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: James Roberts
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 8:03:17 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

Some things are not worth doing because of all the negative side effects.  I don't mean bad effects that
MIGHT happen, but negative effects that WILL happen.  Shipping coal from the west coast is one of
those things that are not worth doing.  The negative effects will be huge, simply huge.  For one thing,
that coal will then be burned contributing major amounts of pollution and greenhouse gases.  That
would be a major mistake of huge proportions.  Ask any reputable climate scientist.  Ask the Union of
Concerned Scientists.  I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point,
Washington, the transport of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the
Northwest and the export of coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed
Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing
congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing
businesses, delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at
the terminal site. In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring,
increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for
serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these
significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

James Roberts

 99161

mailto:jimrobj@yahoo.com
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From: Christopher Rockwood
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 7:56:17 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology, and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington; the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest; and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring; increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean, which will in turn increase the potential for serious
shipping accidents and oil spills; and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant
impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, which means that their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de
Fuca or the Columbia River, and the Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge
the Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Christopher Rockwood

 53213

mailto:cydrone@hotmail.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Melissa Locher
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 7:51:10 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest, and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.  I personally believe the results of a careful study will
demonstrate that the risks of a project like this far outweigh any benefits.

Sincerely,

Melissa Locher

 80516

mailto:melissacoates@hotmail.com
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From: terrance stanton
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 7:45:46 PM

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean.

terrance stanton

 17045

mailto:stantons@pa.net
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Stephen Wyman
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 7:42:41 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula. 

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess
the cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Stephen Wyman

 78633

mailto:csnwyman@wymanusa.org
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Harold Denenberg
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 7:33:58 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:
We in Pennsylvania are closing down Coal fired energy plants. We certainly don't want to increase Coal
production and the dirt and poisons sending trains loaded with Coal and polluting everything in its path.

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Harold Denenberg

 19047

mailto:denenber@verizon.net
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Judy Ladd
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 7:29:24 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Coal is NOT the answer to energy demands. Destroying the environment for quick profits will come back
and bite you in the butt.
Sincerely,

Judy Ladd

 71913

mailto:jumperladd@yahoo.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: bill nierstedt
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 7:26:40 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

The USA does NOT need to increase its coal mining, coal shipments overseas, or its coal burning.  We
need to REDUCE our dependence on dirty coal and increase our reliance on clean, renewable energy
sources such as wind, wave and solar.  and we need to do it soon.  Stop this crap about creating coal
terminals.  It is a waste of money and environmentally destructive all around.
There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

bill nierstedt

 07027

mailto:bmejnierstedt@comcast.net
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Alex Oshiro
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 7:26:35 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Stop killing us by raping and polluting our planet for profit and greed.

Sincerely,

Alex Oshiro

 96814

mailto:djrx.cares@hawaii.rr.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: James Hill
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 2:04:21 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I am concerned about the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington. The
proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal may negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest and may
damage aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In addition, the proposal may
threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and
Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and escalate
climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental
Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

James Hill

 29579

mailto:jfhill11@earthlink.net
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From: James Piwetz
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Thursday, January 17, 2013 5:37:26 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly support the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would support communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing employment and boosting existing
businesses.  I urge you to favorably consider these significant beneficial impacts to the Pacific Northwest
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.
Sincerely,
James Piwetz

James Piwetz

 79701

mailto:jpwinterhawk@gmail.com
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From: Wendy Tanowitz
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 7:22:47 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington; the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest; and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean.

The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would increase congestion and noise with more coal train
traffic, pollute the air and local waterways, harm existing businesses, delay emergency responders, and
damage aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site.

In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change.

I urge you to consider these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula. 

Therefore, I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact
Statement to assess the cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Wendy Tanowitz

 98502

mailto:green-girl@comcast.net
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Corey HItchcock
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 7:20:40 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

COAL WILL NEVER BE CLEAN ENOUGH TO TRANSPORT ACROSS ANY ECOSYSTEM. IT IS A SUPREME
POISON. There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million
tons of coal annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed
projects are bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan
de Fuca or the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I
urge the Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess
the cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Corey HItchcock

 94952

mailto:corey@livewithcolor.com
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From: Lynn Anderson
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 7:17:51 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I am a resident of Veneta, Oregon, 20 miles west of Eugene.  If the proposed coal trains start going,
they will be 150 from my house and small farm.  I grow fruits and vegetables, and there are many
other small farms or ranches raising cattle for consumption.  As a property owner, we have no place to
go to escape the damage from coal dust and the effects of the constant noise of the trains.  There are
many environmental concerns also.  As the trains go along the track, coal dust also falls out the crack in
the bottom of each car.  The dust is deposited on tracks, and with the rain will be washed into the
ground water and Noti Creek.  We drink well water that could easily be contaminated by the coal dust
leaching through the soil.  Also, we are greatly concerned about the safety of the fruits and vegetables
with the constant coal dust in the air. 

As far as the environment, we have sensitive wetlands with the endangered pigmy rabbit that we
protect.  The pigmy rabbit is recognized as greatly in danger of extinction, and I have been in contact
with the Oregon Department of Fish and Game to have our property recognized as a habitat for the
rabbits.

We are going to lose everything if the coal trains are allowed to run.  I have attended meetings, and
talked to many other property owners who are in danger of losing their property value, health, and
peace of mind, all so some far away corporation can sell coal to China and India to burn and cause
more global warming.

Please consider what I am saying, as my story is just one of thousands of property owners along the
path of the coal train.

Sincerely,

Lynn & Tim Anderson
22268 Vaughn Road
Veneta, Oregon  97487

Sincerely,

Lynn Anderson

 97487

mailto:p00pie727@gmail.com
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From: Cat Ransom
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 7:13:10 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington.  Did you hear
about the record levels of pollutants in Beijeng this week?  They don't need more coal, they need
alternative energy.  And nobody needs this monstrous export terminal.  It's a bad deal for everyone. 

Sincerely,

Cat Ransom

 86326

mailto:c_ransom@hotmail.com
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From: Cheryl Vallone Rigby
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 6:58:29 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I vehemently oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the
transport of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the
export of coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific
Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and
noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses,
delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal
site. In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Thank you for your consideration and for accepting these comments.

Sincerely,

Cheryl Vallone Rigby

 01721

mailto:clvallone@aol.com
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From: Mark Nagy
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 6:56:17 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, and increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills. I urge you to consider these significant impacts in the scope of the
Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Mark Nagy

 19426

mailto:moonballoon@intergate.com
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From: Dorelle Rawlings
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 6:52:42 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

It is time to concentrate on approvals for alternative energy, not more environmentally destructive
approvals.

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,
Dorelle Rawlings

Dorelle Rawlings

 95001

mailto:dorelle@cruzio.com
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From: Sue Blanton
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 6:51:03 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change.   Just what we DON'T need:  more pollution to
add to the Fukushima radiation and all the other polluting factors facing the Pacific coastal areas.  Coal,
as we all know, is just one of the most destructive, filthy pollutants we face.  I urge you to consider
these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Maybe you'd better just
sell the Pacifi Coast to China and get done with it!  It's surely not going to be worth having as part of
the US if you insist on the ignorant plant.  Therefore, I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an
area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the cumulative impact of these proposals.  What?
!! You've proposed destruction without even an impact statement, meaning you've not even thought
about the damage this will do?  And this is "scientific"?  Disgusting!

Sincerely,

Sue Blanton

 29301

mailto:drs.blanton@live.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Robert McCombs
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 6:46:21 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

Export our coal to be burned in massive polluting power plants abroad will put the entire world at risk of
global warming.

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Robert McCombs

 95518

mailto:bobmcc@humboldt1.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Sharon Switzer
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 6:41:27 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Coal is NOT clean, cannot be clean and should not be a continued source of energy on this planet.  We
need to be using environmentally friendly sources, renewable sources and clean up our environment. 
Have you seen the air in Bejing lately......You cannot see just feet in front of your face.

Sincerely,

Sharon Switzer

Sharon Switzer

 80304

mailto:sharonlswitzer@yahoo.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Lois Dow
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 10:26:32 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Thank you for caring about our environment more than coal money.

Sincerely,

Lois Dow

 80232

mailto:loisdow@msn.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Meghan Watson-Donald
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 2:01:50 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Meghan Watson-Donald

Meghan Watson-Donald

 10003

mailto:meghanwd@yahoo.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Charlene Vanacker
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 6:41:13 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

Climate change is the greatest threat to our economy, the stability of our nation and other nations, and
the environment.  Hurricane Sandy and the increasing violent weather increases the costs to local and
national government.  We should not support burning coal. 
There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Charlene Vanacker

 48812

mailto:vanackerc@gmail.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Saul Arbess
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 6:40:42 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

It is time, in the interests of the next seven generations, to end our dependence on fossil fuels - of
which coal is the dirtiest- and put ourselves on an emergency basis to rapidly move to renewables. And
end the perverse subsidies to these polluting and vastly profitable companies.

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Saul Arbess

 V8V 4A7

mailto:sarbess@shaw.ca
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Wayne Teel
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 6:39:31 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

Though I now live on the East Coast, I was a resident of Washington and a frequent visitor to the
Islands of the San Juans, including Lummi Island where my sister has a cabin.  I would hate to see
anything in Washington like the mess of the coal depot in Newport News, VA.  That is a national
embarrassment.  Why repeat an environmental disaster, from Mountain Top Removal to a coal dust
damaged James River Bay?

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Wayne Teel

 22832

mailto:teelws@jmu.edu
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Ray Evans
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 6:38:35 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals. We don't need to destroy the environment to ship out our
resources to put money in the hands of those with more than enough already!

Sincerely,
Ray Evans

Ray Evans

 75040

mailto:rayevans@yarsnave.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Daniel Conrad
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 6:34:17 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

The last thing China needs now is to burn more coal!

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Daniel Conrad

 21212

mailto:dchromacon@yahoo.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Ben Mickle
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 6:31:13 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals. Also we must stop the insane destruction of our planet by tearing
it up to retrieve coal,when we have an unlimited supply of energy sitting only 93 million miles away,
that for the most "WE IGNORE"

Sincerely,

Ben Mickle

 37330

mailto:mickle47@yahoo.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Jacqueline Zink
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 6:23:07 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.  There truly is not such thing as "safe" coal,
health wise or environmentally!

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Jacqueline Zink

 96161

mailto:tahoejaz@gmail.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Jeffrey Panciera
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 6:19:42 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

We have enough experience with coal, transport of coal and burning of coal to paint, thanks to
statisticians, a rather precise picture of the price in disease, pollution of the ocean and the terrestrial
environment, number of tons of heavy metals we will have raining down on us, and resulting loss of
income and economic vibrancy as a result of degradation of the environment. All this must be totaled
up, and demanded in an escrow account from the extractive corporations in order to begin their project.
We have seen (Monsanto in Alabama, Exxon in Alaska) how corporations drag out lawsuits until the
complainants and victims are dead and until high courts reduce fines until they are mere slaps on the
wrist. This is not acceptable. The suffering should be mitigated on a pay-as-you-go basis. Justice
delayed is justice denied.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey Panciera

 98118

mailto:jeffiejimmie@gmail.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: claire chang
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 6:14:37 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

The TIME is NOW to make the changes we need in the amount of greenhouse gases we emit.
Global Warming's Terrifying New Math
http://www.rollingstone.com/politics/news/global-warmings-terrifying-new-math-20120719

We need extensive conservation and energy efficiency measures at all levels of business and
government to reduce our energy use and thereby reduce our carbon emissions.

Read Carbon Free and Nuclear Free: A Roadmap for US energy policy. online for free!!

http://carbonfreenuclearfree.org/

We need 80% reduction ASAP. Each of us needs to take personal responsibility for our carbon load.

check your carbon load here http://www.epa.gov/climatechange/emissions/ind_calculator.html

Change ALL your light bulbs to LED's!
Turn lights off that are not being used!
Plug appliances into power strips and REALLY shut them OFF. TV, DVD, Stereo, Computer...
Turn up the AC. Use a fan. It's the humidity that feels warm.
Turn down the heat. and Insulate, Insulate, Insulate and air seal too.
Replace with Energy Star appliances-washer, fridge, dishwasher.
Hang clothes out to dry. They smell better and last longer.
Install solar thermal hot water collectors. Feel the sun's rays.
Take 5 min showers. no baths unless you share.

mailto:clairech@gmail.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192
http://www.rollingstone.com/politics/news/global-warmings-terrifying-new-math-20120719
http://carbonfreenuclearfree.org/
http://www.epa.gov/climatechange/emissions/ind_calculator.html


Reduce electrical demand then Install solar PV.
Setup a water collection system with rain gutters. use to water the garden and lawn.
Grow vegetables for food. organically, in the lawn.
Share seeds and plants and veggies with your family and friends
Join a CSA or shop at farmer's markets.
Reduce first, reuse second and recycle everything.
Stop buying anything in plastic packaging.
Reuse plastic bags again and again and again and again.
Buy used always, share always, lend and borrow.
Insulate, insulate, air seal and insulate again.
Don't buy from overseas.
Use cloth bags and carry with you every day and reuse again.
Start a cloth bag exchange.
Start a ride share, car pool.
Start riding your bicycle.
Drive like gas is $8 or $18/ gal. What would you do different? Do it now.
Eat locally grown, locally processed. locally sold.
Reduce Meat consumption, once a day, once a week.
Eat only grass fed beef, truly free range chickens, no rbgh.
Drive 55mph. Gentle on the gas pedal.
Walk, ride a bike to shop, work, play.
Don't fly.really, don't.
Take the train. or walk, or bike, or don't go.
and Insulate, insulate, air seal and insulate again, really
Then smell the flowers, walk the dog and talk with your neighbors.

We are down to 3 kwhr per day. The national average is 29kwhr/day. Where are you?

Check your electric bill. Do a few of these things and check your next months bill. It really doesn't take
much to reduce!!

and then there is Nature Bats Last
http://guymcpherson.com/

Sincerely,

claire chang

 01354

http://guymcpherson.com/


From: George Costich Costich
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 6:10:18 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:
This is a Vast project that is based on a Half Vast Idea! This Coal should remain in the Ground!
America's Corps of Army Engineers should be working on a Post Fossil Fuels Economy in the same way
that Europe is! The money that they want to spend on building this obsolete mess would be be far
better spent on windmills and solar power.
I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

George Costich Costich

 08294

mailto:vzgeorgrcostich@verizon.net
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Ross Aird
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:59:21 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,Ross Aird

 p.s. This a very bad idea, we need good jobs that don't pollute our planet. We should be leading the
way in renewables but what's best for the planet and all it's inhabitants is never the reason why we do
anything.

Ross Aird

 48327
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From: Carol Hedlin
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 10:00:19 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I absolutely oppose the coal export terminal.  We need to be mining and using less coal not spreading it
around.  "Mr Peabody's coal train done hauled"  away enough already.  Ecosystems, human, marine and
terrestrial populations will be adversely affected from Montana and Wyoming  all the way to China.  

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Carol Hedlin
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From: Lorraine Tesmer
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 6:09:55 PM

To the Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington. Such a plan would
have  severe effects, on human communities, land, air, water and delicate ecosystems. The proposed
Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing
congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing
businesses, delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at
the terminal site. In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring,
increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for
serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and most serious of all, escalate climate change.

I urge you to consider these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

It is my understading that there are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as
150 million tons of coal annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these
proposed projects are bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait
of Juan de Fuca or the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula. 

The Army Corps of Engineers should conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement project to
determine the cumulative impact of these proposals.

I believe you will then reject the proposed coal export terminal in Washington State.

Sincerely,

Lorraine Tesmer
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From: Michael Ferriter
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 6:06:29 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

We must stop relying on fossil fuels which are destroying our planet. It's the only one we have to live
on.

Sincerely,

Michael Ferriter
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From: Paul Jorjorian
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 6:04:42 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest, and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals. I am extremely concerned about the potential environmental
ramifications if this coal terminal!

Sincerely,

Paul Jorjorian
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From: seth anderson
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 6:04:42 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

 we want clean energies, dagnabit!

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

seth anderson
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From: Travis Webb
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 6:00:32 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I respectfully urge you to consider these
significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I respectfully
urge the Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess
the cumulative impact of these proposals.  Thank you for your consideration, and thank you for doing
what is right for the health and well-being of all Americans.

Sincerely,

Travis Webb
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From: Peter and Gert Coleman
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 5:51:39 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Climate change is here. We need to end fossil fuel use, not export it around the world.
Sincerely,

Peter and Gert Coleman
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From: Barbara G. Vinson
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 5:49:07 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

As a concerned citizen, parent, and healthcare provider, I strongly oppose the construction of a coal
export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport of strip-mined coal from Montana and
Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of coal by ship through the Salish Sea and
the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect communities in the
Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and
local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic
ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In addition, the proposal would threaten
endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific
Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate
change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact
Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  We must protect our vital
marine ecosystems and the environment of the Pacific Northwest. Therefore, I vigorously urge the Army
Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the cumulative
impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Barbara G. Vinson
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From: Virgene Link
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 5:48:12 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

We are also downwind from China--which means we get their pollution too.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Virgene Link
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From: john pasqua
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 5:45:59 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.B.AN ALL COAL,THEIR ARE OTHER WAYS TO BETTER ARE
ENERGY NEEDS

Sincerely,

john pasqua
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From: Kunda Wicce
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 5:45:22 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly urge the Corps to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement and fully assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Furthermore, PLEASE address the global impacts of sending these previously buried fossil fuels into the
world for burning.

Sincerely,

Kunda Wicce

 78723

mailto:kundaleewicce@grandecom.net
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Sidne Kneeland
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:56:59 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Unless we change China's coal burning emission standards, we are, quite literally, shooting ourselves in
the foot and ensuring continued global catastrophic weather -- a side effect we actually can foresee and
predict and prevent.  No coal is good coal, none of it!

Sincerely,

Sidne Kneeland
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From: Kerry Canfield
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 9:32:14 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest, and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, by polluting the air and local waterways, by harming existing businesses, by
risking delaying emergency responders, and by damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at
the terminal site. In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring,
increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for
serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these
significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning that their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca
or the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  That’s a *lot* of
saltwater real estate!  Therefore, I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide
Environmental Impact Statement to assess the cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Kerry, Kayoko, and Iris Canfield

Kerry Canfield
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From: sarah saul
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 5:40:35 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals....   AT THE VERY LEAST;  you may note,  this is a modest request
considering the stakes to humans and ecosystems over a global area...

Sincerely,    Sarah S. Saul

sarah saul
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From: Madeline Studer
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 5:35:00 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

This would defvinitely prolong and cause more pollution.

Sincerely,

Madeline Studer
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From: Ada Carnicom
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 5:32:19 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

Stop the coal terminal in the NW.  Leave the dirty coal with its carbon polution in the ground!
I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Ada Carnicom
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From: Kara Anastasio
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 5:24:20 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

Coal is not the answer we need, not in this country or elsewhere.

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Kara Anastasio
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From: Sharon Moss
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 5:24:10 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Why aren't people more important than $$$$$$$$$$$$

Sincerely,

Sharon Moss
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From: Elaine Weibel
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 5:21:37 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

Coal ships have the worst maritime safety records.  this is but one of the reasons I strongly oppose the
construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport of strip-mined coal
from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of coal by ship through
the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect
communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with more coal train traffic,
polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying emergency responders, and
damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In addition, the proposal would
threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and
Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and escalate
climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental
Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Elaine Weibel

 17055

mailto:eschneg2005@yahoo.com
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From: Judith Waller
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 5:15:57 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I ABSOLUTELY oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the
transport of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the
export of coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific
Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and
noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses,
delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal
site. In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.
 The damage to the salmon, herring, orcas and other souces of food that are not yet knows will be
greater than anyone can predict at this point in time.
PLEASE DO NOT ALLOW THIS IMPORTANT AREA TO BE DAMAGED BY THIS TRAVESTY.
Sincerely,
Judith Waller

Judith Waller

 98188

mailto:judewall@comcast.net
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From: George Seman
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 5:13:50 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly OPPOSE the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would NEGATIVELY affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would THREATEN endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for SERIOUS shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these SIGNIFICANT
impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 MILLION tons of
coal annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for CHINA, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

DO WE REALLY NEED TO PUT OUR PEOPLE, WILDLIFE AND ENVIRONMENT AT SERIOUS RISK JUST
FOR THE BENEFIT OF CHINA AND THIS COMPANY'S TOP EXECUTIVES? 

Sincerely,

George Seman

 28752

mailto:gaseman@dishmail.net
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From: william wiedmann
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 5:13:02 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

   What will it take to be the final sign that global warming threatens all life as we know it?  When will
we be forced to try an all out effort to stem the tide?  It may already be too late to stop an earth
reaction we have no means to fully control.  In the Cosmos forces that we still do not fully comprehend
will be in charge of our destiny.  That much we do know.
I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,
Concerned citizen, Bill Wiedmann

william wiedmann

 71913

mailto:stardustborn@mac.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Mark Demianew
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 5:12:18 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I say HECK NO to a coal export terminal in Washington state. I strongly oppose the construction of a
coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport of strip-mined coal from Montana and
Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of coal by ship through the Salish Sea and
the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect communities in the
Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and
local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic
ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In addition, the proposal would threaten
endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific
Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate
change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact
Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Mark Demianew

 89118

mailto:markdemi773@hotmail.com
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From: donna houghton
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 9:21:45 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I absolutely OPPOSE  construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

I can not even imagine the degredation to the Puget Sound, its wildlife & the relatively pristine state it
is, having narowly averted previous 'almost' disasters.  The track record of Peabody & the high risk
cargo ships is a recipe for disaster.  WHY WHY WHY do we have to continually RUIN the best places on
earth?  For resources to GO TO OTHER COUNTRIES _ not the USA.  Train traffic across Montana &
Oregon will also degrade life there as trains would soon be 24x7. 

Sincerely,

donna houghton

 81007

mailto:ddhoughton15@yahoo.com
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From: Daniel Snodgrass
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:55:50 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

PS:  I am only agreeing with what they said:)

Sincerely,

Daniel Snodgrass

 03101

mailto:dbobsnodgrass1@comcast.net
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Nicola Messiter
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 5:05:52 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:
I urge you to consider sensitive marine ecosystems and your precious waterways. We need to change
our energy to free energy and not coal anymore.
I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Nicola Messiter

 4030

mailto:nicolamessiter@ymail.com
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From: Theresa Kardos
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 5:03:02 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

As an environmental educator, a parent, and a citizen who cares deeply about environmental quality
and biodiversity, I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point,
Washington, the transport of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the
Northwest and the export of coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed
Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing
congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing
businesses, delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at
the terminal site. In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring,
increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for
serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these
significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

Climate change is already putting stress on many organisms, indeed on entire ecosystems.  The ultimate
impacts of acidification and other effects of global warming on oceans is unknown but will be disruptive
of current food webs.  If the Gateway Pacific project is allowed to go forward, the orcas, marine
mammals, birds and valuable salmon, herring and other fish who make the Salish Sea their home will
be at greater risk from oil and coal spills, as well as more noise, air and water pollution. Coal ships,
some twice the size of oil tankers allowed to call on Washington ports, carry up to 2 million gallons of
bunker fuel, don't have tug boat escorts or double hulls and have the worst maritime safety records.
This is a time when we should be doing everything possible to protect wildlife and marine creatures, not
threatening them further.  In the face of the looming uncertainties of climate change, taking such huge
risks with the environment such as approving the Gateway Pacific Terminal project would be wildly
irresponsible.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Theresa Kardos

 10567

mailto:Terrykardos@aol.com
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From: James K Hadcroft
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 5:01:56 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I am a Veteran, Active Voter and TaxPayer. I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal
at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains
throughout the Northwest and the export of coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean.
The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by
increasing congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways,
harming existing businesses, delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and
fishing grounds at the terminal site. In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon
and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the
potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to
consider these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

James K Hadcroft

 02556

mailto:jamzac@hotmail.com
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From: Jennifer Fenswick
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 5:00:59 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I want for myself and everyone in every affected town, city, county, and community to live healthy.  To
that end, I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the
transport of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the
export of coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific
Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and
noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses,
delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal
site. In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Fenswick

 98274

mailto:jfenswick@sonic.net
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From: Laura Borst
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 4:59:06 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills. I urge you to consider these significant impacts in the scope of the
Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Laura Borst

 77042
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From: Steven Redman
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 4:55:23 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

I believe these fossil fuel companies are hell-bent on pursuing their destructive, entirely profit-driven
agendas reguardless of public sentiment or impacts to the environment and communities, and that
government tends to aid them and has a similar agenda.  We want ecologically-sustainable power such
as wind, solar and hydro---not fossil fuels that are destroying the atmosphere and water quality.

Sincerely,

Steven Redman

 98304
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From: Kay Keeler
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 4:48:50 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington or anywhere in
the Salish Sea where I live.  The transport of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains
throughout the Northwest and the export of coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean.
The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by
increasing congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways,
harming existing businesses, delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and
fishing grounds at the terminal site. In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon
and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the
potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to
consider these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

What we really should be looking at is decreasing the burning of fossil fuels.  The West Coast already
gets pollution blowing across the Pacific Ocean, but look at today's news and you can see the smog
that China is currently conducting.  GPT affects us locally and reginally, but burning fossil fuel affects
the whole planet in the midst of the Climate Change crisis.

Sincerely,

Kay Keeler

 98261
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From: Bobbie Flowers
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 4:46:22 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. Therefore, I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to
conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the cumulative impact of these
proposals.

Sincerely,

Bobbie Flowers

 10011
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From: Lyle Funderburk
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 4:46:16 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate destruction.  I urge you to consider these significant
impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,           Lyle Funderburk

Lyle Funderburk

 97266
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From: michael leonard
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 4:43:08 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities all across the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise
with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change.

I urge you to consider these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess
the cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

michael leonard

 92038
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From: Lisa Holm
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 7:57:24 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

As a resident of California, I am especially concerned that uncontrolled combustion of coal in China will
cause violations of federally significant air quality regionsin California (Southern California, San Joaquin
Valley) which falls under the cumulative impact analysis responsibility of the federal government under
NEPA.  Companies should not be allowed to externalize these impacts, pay no taxes to the U.S.
government on the profits, and create a higher economic burden on the residents of California.

Sincerely,

Lisa Holm

 95688
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mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Patricia Goldsmith
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:54:53 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Because climate change affects all of us, I urge you to conduct a thorough assessment on behalf of
everyone living and unborn generations.

Sincerely,

Patricia Goldsmith

 11558
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From: Judith A Gustafson
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 4:41:34 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

I am a coal miner' s granddaughter and my father served with the 48 th engineers combat battalion in
WWII so I am doubly concerned about this situation.

Sincerely,

Judith A Gustafson

 12302

mailto:jgustafson2001@msn.com
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From: Charles Walker
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 4:31:16 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean.

The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by
increasing congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways,
harming existing businesses, delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and
fishing grounds at the terminal site. In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon
and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the
potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to
consider these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea.

All the ships from these proposed projects are bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the
San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along
Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula. 

Therefore, I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact
Statement to assess the cumulative impact of these proposals.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charles Walker

 27615

mailto:cawalker43@gmail.com
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From: Mitch Cohen
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 4:23:51 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

I had the opportunity to bicycle through this area last August, as part of the Cascade Bike Club's large
ride from Seattle to Vancouver. I saw many lawn signs opposing this project!

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Mitch Cohen

 94709
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From: Mary-Alice Shemo
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 4:23:09 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

Kowtowing to the fossil fuel industry is just not necesary.  "All of the above" is not viable energy policy,
nor has it been for almost 50years.  The emphasis must be on clean, which means renewable, energy
sources & on efficiency.  Please don't approve this horrible project.

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Mary-Alice Shemo

 12901

mailto:shemogua@juno.com
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From: Amy Sullivan-Greiner
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 4:20:21 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Oil from the Exxon-Valdez disaster is still found in the Prince William Sound in Alaska, twenty years after
the event.  It is the persistence of such damages that require the utmost caution in dealing with oil and
coal, and the companies that deal in these commodities have not demonstrated their ability or
willingness to address those damages in potentia or actuality.

Sincerely,

Amy Sullivan-Greiner

 92020

mailto:s.sullivangreiner@gmail.com
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From: Juliep Spickler
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 4:16:02 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. We should be working to decrease coal mining
and use -- not make it easier to get.  I urge you to consider these significant impacts in the scope of
the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Juliep Spickler

 94025

mailto:pjspickler@gmail.com
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From: Carol Jackson
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 4:11:16 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

Don't be a fool for coal and legal crime.  Stop coal expansion NOW.

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Carol Jackson

 10023
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mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Joanna Morgan
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 4:07:50 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:
THERE IS A NEW DOCUMENTARY FILM "REVOLUTION" BY ROB STEWART ABOUT THE STATE OF
WORLD POLLUTION AND ANOTHER CALLED "MORE THAN HONEY"  ABOUT HOW LONG PEOPLE WILL
LIVE ONCE THE BEES ARE GONE.
PLEASE TAKE THE TIME TO GOOGLE AND POSSIBLY WATCH THEM. THEY SHOULD BE INCLUDED IN
YOUR JOB DISCRIPTION
THEY BOTH LAY OUT THE CONDITIONS FOR MASS DESTRUCTION IF THE PEOPLE IN CONTROL DON'T
STOP THE PROCESS. AND YOU ARE SOME OF THOSE PEOPLE WHO COULD MAKE A DIFFERENCE

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Joanna Morgan

 93109

mailto:jo@joannamorgan.com
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From: Matt Morrison
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 4:05:25 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

Here is why I am adamantly opposed to your grossly short-sighted and greedy construction of a coal
export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington...
1) Continuing to use coal as an energy source assures that catastrophic climate change will become
virtually certain.
2) ALL those we love, including our children, will most certainly be doomed to insecurity, misery, and
suffering within a few decades, if not a few years.
It is my obligation as a father, husband, son, brother and citizen of the planet to resist the forces that
are destroying us. The horrible and awful truth is that our planet will not be able to sustain human life
much longer. Greed can blind otherwise good people both intellectually and emotionally. It is not
enough to say that you are only the messenger. The Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology
and Whatcom County Council are doing the bidding of the small select elite that will plunder, loot,
pollute and exploit without a hint of compassion except for the need of their own further growth of
wealth and power. Are you really so willing to carry their water as "only the messenger?"
The mania for ceaseless economic expansion and exploitation has become a curse and death sentence
for all of humankind.
I urge you, please consider your plans to move forward with this project. Find your intellectual and
emotional soul and consider your options carefully.

Sincerely,

Matt Morrison

Matt Morrison

 92679
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From: Jean Richardson
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 4:03:42 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.
Please know that your decision will impact young people who make their home in the Northwest coast.
Once installed, this healthy area will not be livable for generations if ever.
Sincerely,
Jean

Jean Richardson

 94024
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From: Edward Vaughn
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:53:11 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

Somebody hasn't been paying attention to the air quality conditions in Beijing lately or you wouldn't
even consider something as stupid as this project.

Air conditions are becoming deadly there---literally deadly---so bad that people are dying..

Now why would anyone want to ship more coal to a country that is already poisoning its people with
filthy air?

Is profit the only thing that counts in this world? Don't people matter?

Save China, save the world.

Drop this filthy, murderous idea now.

Sincerely,

Edward Vaughn

 98204
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From: Wencke Gulbro
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 5:19:49 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Please take time to read the climate report which just came out. We need other ways besides coal to
support our energy needs....here and abroad.

Sincerely,

Wencke Gulbro

 55426
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From: Susan Ebershoff-Coles
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 4:03:35 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Just when I think no one can come with a new way to destroy the environment, pollute the air and
water, kill marine life in a variety of terrible ways along comes Peabody Coal to prove me wrong.  There
is nothing good about continuing to burn or mine or ship coal.  Its day is done.  We HAVE to move away
from it and this huge scar on the face of the Northwest is only continuing the seconc dirtiest fuel on
earth.  Only TAR SAND OIL is worse.  There is NO way this idea is anything but a disaster for the entire
country but especially the Northwest  --  one of the most beautiful parts of the country.  Please do not
approve, support or grant any kinds of permits for this disaster.

Sincerely,

Susan Ebershoff-Coles

 46122

mailto:suzieec@indy.net
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Marion Seymour
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 3:58:19 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by
increasing congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways,
harming existing businesses, delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and
fishing grounds at the terminal site. In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon
and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the
potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to
consider these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Marion Seymour

 87507
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From: Hope Carr
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 3:57:29 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I am writing in opposition to the coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport of strip-
mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of coal by
ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean.

All the China-bound ships from the five coal export proposals currently under consideration would
transport as much as 150 million tons of coal annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea.   The
Army Corps of Engineers should conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals along the routes.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Hope Carr

 11209
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From: Scott Vickers
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 3:57:15 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals. Why are we exporting our coal anyway, when we need it at home
until we can find better, cleaner ways to power our economic and residential industries?

Sincerely,

Scott Vickers

 80218

mailto:clownfish@riseup.net
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From: s k davis
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 3:56:24 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

WE NEED TO STOP SUCKING EVERY POSSIBLE MATERIAL FROM THE EARTH TO FEED OUR
UNREALISTIC LEVEL OF ENERGY ENTITLEMENT. THE EARTH IS A FINITE SPACE; WE HAVE NO RIGHT
TO TAKE FROM HER AND ABUSE HER, ESPECIALLY NOW THAT WE CAN SEE WHAT SORT OF
ENVIRONMENTAL AND HEALTH LEGACY WE ARE CREATING FOR FUTURE GENERATIONS.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

s k davis

 06010

mailto:kudlessdavis@aol.com
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From: Kathryn Gerry
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 3:54:14 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

The economic benefits of this proposed project are limited and short term, and they do not outweigh
the damage it will do.  Coal is on the way out as an energy source, and rather than investing in this
outdated, dirty, and unpopular fuel, we should be putting out efforts into cultivating energy sources that
will have longer term benefits for the economy and the environment.

Sincerely,

Kathryn Gerry

 66046

mailto:kbgerry@gmail.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Patrick De La Garza Und Senkel
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 3:54:08 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Patrick De La Garza Und Senkel

 75137

mailto:Patrick_DeLaGarzaUndSenkel@msn.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Patricia Guthrie
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 3:49:17 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

COAL IS A 19TH CENTURY FUEL, NOT A 21ST CENTURY ONE.  STOP FOULING THE AIR - ASIA
ALREADY HAS A SERIOUS PROBLEM WITH TOXIC AIR - COAL WILL ONLY MADE IT MUCH WORSE....

Sincerely,

Patricia Guthrie

 18914

mailto:guthrielarason@verizon.net
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From: Mary Ann and FRank Graffagnino
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 3:48:22 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

My husband and I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point,
Washington, the transport of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the
Northwest and the export of coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed
Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing
congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing
businesses, delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at
the terminal site. In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring,
increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for
serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. We urge you to consider these
significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, my husband
and I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to
assess the cumulative impact of these proposals.

PLEASE TAKE THE RIGHT, FAIR, JUST AND HUMANE ACTION AS URGED ABOVE.

Sincerely,

Mary Ann and FRank Graffagnino

 18018

mailto:fmagraffagnino@msn.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: L. Crites
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 3:45:18 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean.
There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

L. Crites

 96766

mailto:ananda@bendcable.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Peggy Gilges
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:51:59 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

It's time we get real. We can't continue destroying forests and burning fossil fuels AND keep extreme
weather and ocean acidification in check. Time to stop burning coal in North America, and time to stop
exporting it to be burned elsewhere.

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Peggy Gilges

 22901

mailto:peggygilges@mac.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Doris Kelsey
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 4:22:48 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.
China is already struggling with massive air piollution.  Don't add to their problem as it is our problem
too.  Climate change is real!
Sincerely,

Doris Kelsey

 66701

mailto:lester@ckt.net
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: John Toth
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 3:40:09 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals. Is no one even considering that we are in the final period of
being able to stop global warming before it stops us?

Sincerely,

John Toth

 62881

mailto:johnt3471@live.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Hester Goedhart
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 3:37:50 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals, action/reaction... try envisioning the long-term consequences of
your actions!

Sincerely,

Hester Goedhart

 94065

mailto:hesterg@iinet.com.au
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From: Virginia Harris
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 3:27:10 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

A BIG FAT NO! TO THIS PROPOSAL.

Sincerely,

Virginia Harris

 95472

mailto:vrharris@sonic.net
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From: Kevin Chaney
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 3:23:07 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

Living in the southeast, and having direct experiences with coal-industry damages right here, I testify
that coal is a severely dangerous and damaging product altogether.                  There are currently five
coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal annually  through the
Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are bound for China, meaning
their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or the Columbia River, and then
Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to
conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the cumulative impact of these
proposals.

Sincerely,

Kevin Chaney

 24572

mailto:kev-cats@att.net
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From: Jacques Graber
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 3:23:00 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

Big Coal, Big Oil mean Big Mess!

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Jacques Graber

 95670

mailto:jacques.graber@gmail.com
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From: Michael Taylor
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 3:21:48 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Not only should the dangers of the coal mining and the shipping operations be taken into account, but
also that of the coal dust released into the air, reducing air quality, along the transportation route.

Sincerely,

Michael Taylor

 98133

mailto:twigman+political@gmail.com
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From: Mala Wingerd
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 3:21:05 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

NOTE:  Frankly, I am against ALL forms of fossil fuel for energy (& Nukes)!  We should, and must,
support cleaner, renewable forms of energy as of the LAST century!  The U.S. could be a world leader,
and should be by now, for cleaner forms of energy technology.  We have the technology, we just need
to support it!  SHEESH!

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Mala Wingerd

 33905

mailto:wingerdmala@gmail.com
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From: Jan Stewart
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 3:21:00 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I oppose the mining and use of coal. In Washington state we have closed at some expense our coal
mines because of their many adverse impacts to the health of humans and other animal species,to the
environment, and their significant contribution to global warming.

THEREFORE, I VERY STRONGLY oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point,
Washington.  In fact, given the view of most Washingtonians and our local governments, I think it's
sheer lunacy to even consider the transport of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains
throughout the Northwest and the export of coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean.

Not only would the proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal have numerous adverse impacts on the
environment and  communities within the Pacific Northwest, it would have an adverse impact globally. 
In Bejing, there is a crisis going on with air quality. People, especially children, can't breathe for
heaven's sake!  Please remember that the Pacific Northwest would not only be impacted by the effects
of transporting the coal, but also when the weather sends back to us in the form of pollution from
burning it in Asia.

In our Northwest Region (as well as in other areas) some of the negative impacts are: increasing
congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing
businesses, delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at
the terminal site. In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring,
increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for
serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change.  In my own area, the train
tracks are at the edge of Puget Sound (which is already under extreme pressure from pollutants) a
stretch of the rail system prone to having slides.  This fall and winter, we have had a record number of
slides, stopping train traffic.  Adding more heavy coal trains makes no sense and would only increase
what is already a strong likelihood of an accident/spill into our precious Puget Sound.

I urge you to consider these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China (burning a tremendous amount of fuel on the way!), meaning their routes will impact
the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along
Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula. 

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess
the cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Jan Stewart

 98155

mailto:stewartjr_5@hotmail.com
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From: Tim Ereneta
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 3:17:45 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I am also concerned about the direct and indirect
impacts of the proposed project on tribal cultural resources, treaty rights, and interests in the region. I
urge you to consider these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Tim Ereneta

 94703
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From: Zach Carter
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 3:16:04 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

###

I agree with the Friends of The Earth, as in their form letter above, and I hope this message rings loud
and clear to the Army Corps of Engineers and other appropriate leaders.  I respect your experience, and
appreciate your sincere consideration in this matter. 

Although we know well the magnitude of the tyranny of coal-reliance and its industry over America and
other developing countries, times are changing, and with it has been growing a national and global shift
toward understanding the solutions to help transition us out from under this archaic tyranny and
onward with a more sustainable world. 

This is not a political issue.  This is a human issue.  It gives me hope that our U.S. government and
military are taking some steps to become more ecologically sustainable in their policy and operations,
and I hope that this council will stand with us whom stand up for what is just.  Coal is not a safe bet for
America.  It has been our legacy, but our new legacy has already begun, and coal's place in it will be in
the ground, undisturbed.  Most importantly, our coal production should not shift from being fuel at home
to being an export.

Again it is not a political question, rather, it is an ethical one.  If I speak not for myself, but for folks
seven generations from now, please do the right thing.

Thank you for your conscious consideration,

Zach Carter

 52235

mailto:zmcarter7@gmail.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Martha E. Martin
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 3:58:41 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

Global warming is a real threat to the planet.  Exporting coal from the US is bound to worsen it.
Coal is best left underground.  Renewable energy production to replace coal is needed urgently.

I strongly oppose constructing a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, transporting strip-
mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains across  the Northwest, and exporting coal by ship
through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively
affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with more coal train
traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying emergency
responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In addition, the
proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the
Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and
escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts in the scope of the
Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Martha E. Martin

 96779

mailto:mauimartha@gmail.com
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From: June Pinkin
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:45:46 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly feel we should be moving away from fossil fuels---that global warming is real and that it is
urgent for us heed tha warnings of scientists.

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

June Pinkin

 06040

mailto:djpinkin@cox.net
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Claire Garden
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 3:14:59 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.  Better to leave all remaining coal in the ground.  Wherever on
Earth it gets burned, it will worsen climate change.

Sincerely,

Claire Garden

 65203

mailto:clairenova@juno.com
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From: Tim Groeger
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 3:13:18 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

We need to be good stewards of our precious environment.

Sincerely,

Tim Groeger

 14051

mailto:issues@TimGroeger.com
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From: shannon jacobs
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 3:13:00 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

Please do the right thing.  I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point,
Washington, the transport of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the
Northwest and the export of coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed
Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing
congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing
businesses, delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at
the terminal site. In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring,
increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for
serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these
significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.  Thanks for your time.

Sincerely,

shannon jacobs

 08317

mailto:sherman1971@yahoo.com
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From: James Teas
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 3:11:48 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington. The proposed
Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing
congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing
businesses, delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at
the terminal site. In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring,
increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for
serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these
significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

James Teas

 33157

mailto:jdteas@bellsouth.net
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From: Lynne St. John
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 3:09:19 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

No! No! No! This is not a good idea now and in the future!

Sincerely,

Lynne St. John

 92071

mailto:paralegalsd@cox.net
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From: Edward Armm
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 3:06:58 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

There is NO clean coal! I am a veteran and I vote.

Sincerely,

Edward Armm

 07849

mailto:edarmm@hotmail.com
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From: Madolyn Crumpton
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 3:05:44 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Our planet is at the tipping point.  Every decision in favor of big coal and big oil & gas moves us closer
to disaster.  Please act responsibly.

Sincerely,

Madolyn Crumpton

 78723

mailto:crumptonlaw@gmail.com
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From: Jane Barr
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 3:02:34 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

Maintaining the integrity of the earth is more important than making the coal company richer.  The
destruction that is being proposed is permanent.

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Jane Barr

 72959

mailto:arkyduck@gmail.com
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From: Daniel Beck
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 2:59:57 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

PS: tell China to kick a rock!! Who cares if they get coal.
Sincerely,

Daniel Beck

 90277

mailto:danielbeck73@yahoo.com
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From: Brigitte Gibbs
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 2:59:30 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

SOLAR, SOLAR, SOLAR !!!

Sincerely,
Brigitte Gibbs
2150 Pacific Beach Dr. CA 92109

Brigitte Gibbs

 92109

mailto:gitta1@san.rr.com
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From: Georgette Saydak
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Thursday, January 17, 2013 9:16:18 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

This just doesn't sound healthy for people or good for the environment.  That's why I strongly oppose
the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport of strip-mined coal
from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of coal by ship through
the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect
communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with more coal train traffic,
polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying emergency responders, and
damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In addition, the proposal would
threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and
Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and escalate
climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental
Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Georgette Saydak

 95650

mailto:saydak7@starstream.net
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From: Christopher Lish
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 2:19:04 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

As a former resident of Washington state, I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at
Cherry Point, Washington, the transport of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains
throughout the Northwest and the export of coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean.
The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by
increasing congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways,
harming existing businesses, delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and
fishing grounds at the terminal site. In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon
and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the
potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to
consider these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Christopher Lish

 94950
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From: lurae kansas
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 3:48:39 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.
COAL EMITS MERCURY, DIOXIN(MOST TOXIC CHEMICAL KNOWN), AND FORMALDEHYDE. WE HAVE
THE HIGHEST MORTALITY RATES OF THE DEVELOPED WORLD AND IN1996 THE NIH SAID THAT
ILLNESS WAS
ENDEMIC TO THE U.S. THIS OVERUSE OF HEALTHCARE
HELPED CAUSE OUR ECONOMIC PROBLEMS. MOST FORECLOSURES WERE DUE TO MEDICAL BILLS.!!

Sincerely,

lurae kansas

 82070
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From: Celia Kutcher
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:44:58 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Please conduct an area-
wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the cumulative impact of these proposals.

Rspectfully,

Celia Kutcher

 92624
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From: edgar gehlert
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 2:55:54 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.
Must also be aware that you are causing (COAL) death's of many Chinese(WORST EVER POLLUTION in
CHINA) and further Climate Change.

Sincerely,

edgar gehlert

 37857
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From: Margaret L Mead
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 2:53:42 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

IF we allow these coal trains to go through, we are morally--if not criminally--responsible for increased
global warming and the eventual death of much of the Earth.  What happens in China and other Asian
countries who buy this coal affects ALL of the Earth

Sincerely,

Margaret L Mead

 97850
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From: Jerry Yeager
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 2:46:37 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. You need to consider these significant impacts in
the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula. Conduct an area-wide
Environmental Impact Statement to assess the cumulative impact of these proposals.

Jerry Yeager

 40206
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From: Ariane Goodwin, Ed.D.
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 2:44:37 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean.

The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest--
one of my favorite places in the USA-- by increasing congestion and noise (ick!) with more coal train
traffic, polluting the air (cough, cough) and local waterways, harming existing businesses (no ka ching!),
delaying emergency responders (yikes!) , and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds (bad
idea!) at the terminal site.

In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change.

Good heavens - with all of that... why on EARTH would you even consider the construction of a coal
export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington??? (unless,of course Big Coal has you in their back
pocket...)

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula. 

Therefore, I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact
Statement to assess the cumulative impact of these proposals BEFORE implementing any of them.

Praying you do the right thing,

Ariane Goodwin, Ed.D.

 01349
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From: Robert Hyer II
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 2:40:10 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

The Corps is lining the Mississippi River bottom with concrete so having them conduct an EIS is like
asking Ray Hunt to regulate Big Oil. Nonetheless, it's better than you feeding the fire of global warming
and the coal industry which is now clean coal like humanitarian white phosphorous on Easter morning.
Have a great day!

Sincerely,

Robert Hyer II

 36549
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From: Violet Sunderland
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 2:34:52 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

CBS news story this week about IMax CEO suffering from mercury poisoning because of eating fish
twice a day - he hasn't recovered fully and may never do so. If this isn't an indictment against coal, I
don't know what is and his experience will become an epidemic if all sources of mercury aren't stopped.
I wouldn't risk the publicity IMax can generate if this issue isn't handled wisely.

Sincerely,

Violet Sunderland

 97338
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From: Janet Strothman
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 2:34:26 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a port at Cherry Point.  It is a move in the wrong direction.

Our subsidies should be going to clean, renewable sources of  energy.

At most, we should be phasing out coal production, and transferring those jobs into clean energy jobs.

Sincerely,

Janet Strothman 

Sincerely,

Janet Strothman

 94708
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From: jak brewer
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 2:34:14 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.  YOU work for the american people, not large coal companies! 
The American  people orfind another job!pay your salaries, not the corporations (unless you are taking
bribes from them).  Do what the american people want

Sincerely,

jak brewer

 28698
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From: Violet Sunderland
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 2:33:18 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

CBS news story this week about IMax CEO suffering from mercury poisoning because of eating fish
twice a day - he hasn't recovered fully and may never do so. If this isn't an indictment against coal, I
don't know what is and his experience will become an epidemic if all sources of mercury aren't stopped.
I wouldn't risk the publicity IMax can generate if this issue isn't handled wisely.

Sincerely,

Violet Sunderland

 97338
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From: Mark Stevens
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 2:31:25 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

Who are the Public Officials authorizing this AND
what are their specific financial connections with the coal industry?

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Mark Stevens

 10075

mailto:l.stevens@earthlink.net
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Kara Kukovich
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 3:30:39 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

As a former resident of the San Juan islands in the Salish Sea, I strongly oppose the construction of a
coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport of strip-mined coal from Montana and
Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of coal by ship through the Salish Sea and
the Pacific Ocean.

The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by
increasing congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways,
harming existing businesses, delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and
fishing grounds at the terminal site. In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon
and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the
potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change.

 I urge you to consider these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.
There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Kara Kukovich

Kara Kukovich

 86301
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From: Susan Williams
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:42:42 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Mind you, this is not just a NIMBY (not-in-my-backyard) opposition; it is a not-on-our-only-planet
opposition. The climate change we export is the climate change we import. The wind from China blows
its dirt across the ocean to America every day. The coal-fired power plants in China give off the CO2
that heats, not just Beijing, but the whole Big Blue Marble.

Sincerely,

Susan Williams

 80214
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From: Dan Karney
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 2:31:21 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

Sincerely,

Dan Karney

 19380
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From: MR. & MRS. BRUCE REVESZ
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 2:31:15 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

MR. & MRS. BRUCE REVESZ

 07009
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From: Helen James
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 2:30:54 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. , salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, which has chocked it's cities and ports so that normal breating of the air is a health
hazard. Their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or the Columbia
River.Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide
Environmental Impact Statement to assess the cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Helen James
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From: laurie harris
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 2:28:01 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:
It's time to end the dirty coal business all over the world. Start caring about the future instead of the
money that rich oil barons can grab right now.  Using coal to produce heat is not worth destroying the
health of the human race or the health of our planet.  It's too destructive.
I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

laurie harris
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From: Edward Syrett
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 2:33:42 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport of
strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains across the Northwest and shipping of this coal
through the Salish Sea and across the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would
harm communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with more coal train
traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, hurting existing businesses, delaying emergency
responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site.  The proposal
would also threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the
Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean (and thus the potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills) and
escalate climate change. I urge you to include these significant impacts in the scope of the
Environmental Impact Statement.

The five coal export proposals now pending would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea.  All the ships from these proposed projects would
be bound for China, so their routes would impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Edward Syrett
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From: Mary J Martin
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:42:12 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

Please give your thoughtful consideration to my feelings on this matter:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Mary J Martin
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From: Vivianne Mosca-Clark
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 2:31:57 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

The lives on our planet needs to have a healthy environment.  Coal is a dirty, ill health causing item to
use for fuel.  We need renewable resources.  No more dirty energy.  Stop all coal from being dug,
transported, or used.

Sincerely,

Vivianne Mosca-Clark

 97544

mailto:vivianneglorian@yahoo.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: kathy Kron
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:40:22 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

Just say "NO!"  In the advent of wall street greed causing great anguish to millions of AMericans, even
the most conservative are beginning to "see the light" that not ALL business is GOOD business.  They
are beginning to realize that we must qualify positive vs negative business.   THe project mentioned
here, although providing a relatively small number of jobs to blue collar types, is mostly for the sake of
the few greedy CEO's that will reap all the profits.  THe WORLD cannot afford any more dirty energy
industry!   There are so many other alternatives that could provide clean energy as well as even more
jobs than this dirty coal endeavor.   It is up to you to protect our environment and wildlife - do not cave
like most of our federal agencies have been doing - you are paid with our tax dollars and we demand
that our will is done!!!!!

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

kathy Kron

 87108

mailto:kkron@salud.unm.edu
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Jasmine Villanueva
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 2:22:09 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by
increasing congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways,
harming existing businesses, delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and
fishing grounds at the terminal site. In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon
and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the
potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills. I urge you to consider these significant impacts in
the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Jasmine Villanueva

 85041

mailto:jasmine3sv@gmail.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Anthony Albert
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:39:24 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Peabody Coal Company has already more than its share of damage to the Earth and environment.
Enough!

Sincerely,

Anthony Albert

 97330

mailto:albert2910@msn.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Ward Hinds
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 2:04:45 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

Please know that I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point,
Washington, the transport of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the
Northwest and the export of coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed
Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect many residents in the Pacific Northwest by increasing
congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing
businesses, delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at
the terminal site. In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered Orca whales, salmon and
herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential
for serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these
very significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I believe it is
urgent for the Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to
assess the cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Ward Hinds

 98290

mailto:wardhinds@gmail.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Marilyn Wade
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:38:59 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

As a life-long resident of Washington state, I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal
at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains
throughout the Northwest and the export of coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean.
The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by
increasing congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways,
harming existing businesses, delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and
fishing grounds at the terminal site. In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon
and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the
potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to
consider these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Marilyn Wade

 98005

mailto:marilynw1@comcast.net
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: bernard kirtman
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 1:23:51 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
could negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal could threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk freighter
traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping accidents and oil
spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant possible impacts in the
scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea.  I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an
area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,
Bernard Kirtman

bernard kirtman

 93110

mailto:kirtman@chem.ucsb.edu
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Barbara McElheny
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:38:02 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

It is time to consider the ill-effects of our short-term thinking. 

Sincerely,

Barbara McElheny

 20008

mailto:lee.mcelheny@wfp.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Keith F. Voos
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 1:21:34 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I grew up in Washington and now live in New Jersey so that I have first hand experience of the
difference between a vibrant, ecologically diverse natural setting and a place where human activity has
reduced nature to a sickly shadow of its former self.  There are too many downsides for all the living
things of the Pacific Northwest for the Cherry Point goal terminal to be built.  A single company benefits
hugely and the number of jobs created is small.  Don't go forward with permissions to build until
strenuous investigation of ALL the negtives of this project is undertaken.

The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by
increasing congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways,
harming existing businesses, delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and
fishing grounds at the terminal site. In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon
and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the
potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to
consider these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Keith F. Voos

 08902

mailto:keithvoos@aol.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Wayne Paquette
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:36:12 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,
Wayne M. Paquette
16 Laurel Hill Road
Brooklyn, CT 06234

Wayne Paquette

 06234

mailto:wayne@quackingrassnursery.com
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From: Rabbi Paula Reimers
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 1:20:12 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I am a congregational rabbi in central PA, and my tradition mirrors the wisdom of Native Nations.
The Iroquois, when making any decision, were asked to consider its impact on the seventh generation.

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

I do not believe you have considered the impact of this proposal on the seventh generation (or even the
second and third), whom you will leave to clean up the damage this project will cause.

Sincerely,

Rabbi Paula Reimers

 17046

mailto:rabbireimers@verizon.net
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From: Sally Thomas
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:35:20 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

These proposals are irresponsible and lack the kind of "thinking forward" that we all need at this critical
time.

Sincerely,

Sally Thomas

 28209

mailto:sallymthomas@earthlink.net
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From: Jim Fellows
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 1:15:15 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the export of any of our national energy resources. I also strongly oppose the
construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport of strip-mined coal
from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of coal by ship through
the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect
communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with more coal train traffic,
polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying emergency responders, and
damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In addition, the proposal would
threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and
Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and escalate
climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental
Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Jim Fellows

 06457

mailto:jimfellows210@yahoo.com
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From: David Edwards
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:34:32 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

This being a form letter does not negate the fact that it represents my feelings.

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

David Edwards

 97404

mailto:david@riverbird.com
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From: Peggy La Point
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Thursday, January 17, 2013 8:32:15 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

All the ships from these proposed projects are bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the
San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along
Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide
Environmental Impact Statement to assess the cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Peggy La Point

 76205

mailto:tnplapoint@msn.com
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From: Lloyd zimmerman
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 2:17:11 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:
The Carbon Dioxide of burning in any country polutes the food chain with toxic waste that will come
back to us in many costly ways.
I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Lloyd zimmerman

 98248

mailto:zmanz@comcast.net
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From: Marsha Shaiman
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 12:40:35 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I have asthma and am very sensitive to particulates in the air so I strongly oppose the construction of a
coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport of strip-mined coal from Montana and
Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of coal by ship through the Salish Sea and
the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect communities in the
Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and
local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic
ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In addition, the proposal would threaten
endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific
Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate
change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact
Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Marsha Shaiman

 98122

mailto:meshaiman@hotmail.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Mary Hebblewhite PhD
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:33:52 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

WE - my FAMILY OF TEN VOTERS -  strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at
Cherry Point, Washington, the transport of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains
throughout the Northwest and the export of coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean.

We will be risking too too much in the area, AND WE  DO NOT NEED ANOTHER OUNCE OF CO2 IN THE
ATMOSPHERE OR ANOTHER DROP OF ACIDIFICATION IIN THE OCEAN OR ANOTHER DEGREE OF
CLIMATE/OCEAN WARMING.

Our fisheries are strained by overfishing, and on top of that acidification, mercury, and ocean warming
further hurt the fish populations....indeed, adicification (from the carbon emissions) weakens the reefs
and also the bones of fish!

Coal is the single biggest contributor to the US's share of global warming emission.

Let's get priorities straight...tipping our climate and surface lakes and oceans and streams... melting our
poles...spreading desertification,...'sending the agricultural belts north" ...parching Texas...etc....We
need sun and wind...not coal.

At the very least, examine the risks to the immediate environment very very thoroughly.  Americans
have had enough oil spills (the Gulf, Kalamzaoo, Exxon Valdez, other off shore accidents) and we know
better now than to just buy what these fuel companies say before they begin their projects
....Government exists to protect us from what corporations/capital enterprises are very very prone to
rush us into. Government has EVERY RIGHT AND RESPONSIBILITY to SLOW THIS DOWN and
SCRUTINIZE. There is no emergency.

The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by
increasing congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways,
harming existing businesses, delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and
fishing grounds at the terminal site. In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon
and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the
potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to
consider these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

The Davidson Family of Ten Voters: Dirk and Amanda, Eric and Jill (TN); Mary and Brad (WV), Bruce
and Wendy (MD), and Paul, Mary, and Rives, (GA)

Mary Hebblewhite PhD

mailto:maryhebblewhite@msn.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192
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From: Christine Holmes
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 12:28:56 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Not only that, but we shouldn't be supporting the use of coal, especially to countries where the air
pollution is already out of control.

Sincerely,

Christine Holmes

 94133

mailto:cholmes@baaqmd.gov
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Steve Carter
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:32:25 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

The dinosaurs are these good-ol'-boy corporations with no love or respect for nature!!

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Steve Carter

 02476

mailto:steve_carter@verizon.net
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Rachael Denny
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 12:28:46 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I am writing, this time, to comment on  the proposed construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry
Point, Washington, the transport of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout
the Northwest and the export of coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. There are
serious concerns that the proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect communities in the
Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and
local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic
ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In addition, the proposal would threaten
endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific
Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate
change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact
Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.  Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rachael Denny

 93426

mailto:stormdragon71@netscape.net
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Mimi Jennings
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:31:51 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I oppose construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, transport of strip-mined
coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and export of coal by ship through
the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect
communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with more coal train traffic,
polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying emergency responders, and
damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In addition, the proposal would
threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and
Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and escalate
climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental
Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Finally, In view of the understanding that coal burned is air polluted and life on earth threatened, we
shouldn't proceed with building what will prove to be of no future use.

Sincerely,

Mimi Jennings

 55108

mailto:mimijennings@world.oberlin.edu
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Anthony Wilson
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 12:09:14 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

With the Administration about to issue a clear warning about climate change, it would be flatly reckless
to proceed with construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport of
strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of coal
by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would
negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with more
coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying emergency
responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In addition, the
proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the
Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and
escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts in the scope of the
Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Anthony Wilson

 65203

mailto:theroofbroker@yahoo.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Daniel Belachew
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:31:20 PM

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean.

The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by
increasing congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways,
harming existing businesses, delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and
fishing grounds at the terminal site.

In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea.

All the ships from these proposed projects are bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the
San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along
Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide
Environmental Impact Statement to assess the cumulative impact of these proposals.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Daniel Belachew

 02139

mailto:DBelachew@lycos.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Grace Adams
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 11:26:35 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose fossil fuel.  I believe we should replace fossil fuel with renewable energy ASAP--even
though I realize that the only way that will be feasible is to massively bribe TOO BIG TO FAIL fossil fuel
firms with a plan to have federal government: 1) ask electric utilities what mix of utility-scale solar,
wind, geothermal, storage, and smart grid electronics they would prefer for replacing their fossil-fuel
fired generators, 2) buy that mix from as much as feasible MIC firms (our military leaders say they
would rather green our energy supply than continue with some of the pork they get now) and the rest
from green energy manufacturers spacing purchases over expected service life of components (15 years
for inverters, 20 years for large batteries, 30 years for wind turbines and solar, 6 years per set of hot
rock reservoirs for geothermal)  Please include CO2 captured by Global Thermostat with any order for
geothermal. 3) place equipment with utilities, 4) have utilities PAY fossil fuel firms for fossil fuel
displaced by renewable energy. 5) have fossil fuel firms make out deeds to fossil fuel as reserves paid
for by utilities and deliver to federal government.  By including replacement parts in the deal this
complex barter can be kept going until federal government has bought all fossil fuel reserves owned by
fossil fuel firms doing business in the United States.  The whole world dare not burn any more than 565
billion metric tons of carbon in fossil fuel for fear of throwing the world into a climate like that the
dinosaurs had.  So we should not EXPORT ANY FOSSIL FUEL.  Better we should export some renewable
energy equipment.

Sincerely,

Grace Adams

 06226

mailto:graceadams830@gmail.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Erna Luering
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:30:05 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement. We live on a big blue marble, and what goes
around comes around.  Adding more burning coal to the mix will doom this planet and life as we know
it.  We are on the precipice of destroying the global environment with this greed-induced proposal.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Erna Luering

 06360

mailto:ell36@comcast.net
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Michael Letendre
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 11:17:35 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

We need to wean ourselves off fossil fuels not promote their use.

Sincerely,

Michael Letendre

 03801

mailto:maletendre@comcast.net
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Holly Robbins
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:29:43 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

I also think it is strategically a problem to ship all our coal to China. We're just helping to grow their
economy. We're becoming the third world merely being exploited for our resources. Besides that, the
Chinese can barely breath as it is, with emissions from burning coal some 45 times the safe limit in their
air, air which then comes our way.

No. This can not happen. We must start doing better than this.

Sincerely,

Holly Robbins

 55419

mailto:hrobbins@bitstream.net
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From: John Fay
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 10:37:57 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping wrecks
and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant effects in the scope
of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will affect the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or the
Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the Army
Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the cumulative
impact of these proposals.

And just today we saw news that soot, much of it from coal, is even more responsible for global
warming than previously thought.  We should not be encouraging any country to use this material.

Sincerely,

John Fay

 20902

mailto:jhfay@verizon.net
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From: Rusty Gaidzik
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:29:34 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

Why ruin our natural wildlife resources just to ship coal to Asia? I believe the potential environmental
impact of the proposed terminal should be well understood before we take such a risk.

That is why I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington,
the transport of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and
the export of coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific
Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and
noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses,
delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal
site. In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Rusty Gaidzik

 90064

mailto:rustygaidzik@yahoo.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Phoebe Oaks
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 10:25:05 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I write in strong opposition to the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington,
the transport of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and
the export of coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific
Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and
noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses,
delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal
site. In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

Phoebe Oaks

 46237

mailto:peaceloveandart89@yahoo.com
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From: Damon Maguire
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:27:37 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

This has to be the worst idea I've heard of in decades. With what we now know about climate change,
it's insane.

Sincerely,

Damon Maguire

 95519

mailto:maguire@humboldt1.com
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From: Deborah Stephenson
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 10:16:41 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

A mountainless, coal-blackened planet is not MY vision for the future!

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Deborah Stephenson

 65627
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From: Marliese Bonk
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:27:10 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Th Army Corps of Engineers, as a US Government entity should not participate in the transportation of
BIG FILTHY COAL, an obsolete energy source that is killing people, wildlife, flora and fauna!

Sincerely,

Marliese Bonk

 15218
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From: Marcia Halligan
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 9:50:25 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

Currently five coal export proposals would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal annually 
through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects go to China,
meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or the Columbia River,
and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the Army Corps of Engineers
to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the cumulative impact of these
proposals.

Sincerely,

Marcia Halligan

 54665

mailto:cocoon@mwt.net
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From: James E Groff
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:25:34 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

Just within the past week, the people of Beijing were forced indoors because of choking smoke and
smog.  And where does all of that smoke and smog go?  It drifts across the Pacific and we breath it
later.  When will we learn to use better ways for energy.  We in the USA are gradually learning and it
will take the Chinese more time to learn.  The coal that we will ship will choke us!!!!!!

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

James E Groff

 98684
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From: Susan Bailey-Pruc
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Thursday, January 17, 2013 8:23:54 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

Why should Americans be put at risk with our health, safety and environmental well-being just so that
big coal can make money exporting coal.  This is not fair to the American people; it is not just.

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Susan Bailey-Pruc

 44333

mailto:Imexport1990@aol.com
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From: Bill Wheeler
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 2:12:54 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I like coal and I like the Corps.  Coal export--if we don't need it here--is a wonderful idea.  Go for it and
ignore all the tree huggers who are contacting you.  We need jobs.

Bill Wheeler
Springfield, IL

Bill Wheeler

 62704

mailto:alltv@yahoo.com
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From: Mitchell Dormont
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 9:39:27 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

We are seeing the results of China's aggressive coal powering, in their extreme pollution, and we need
to stop using coal as soon as possible, rather than kick its use up a notch!
Sincerely,

Mitchell Dormont

 08831
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From: William Fraser
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:23:46 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, based on the probable
environmental impact of the coal that will be sent through it.

But if you are going to allow this export terminal, at least charge a fee commensurate with its
environmental impact.  In other words, instead of measuring the Environmental Impact and merely
deciding that it is worth it, measure the Enviromental Impact and charge that as a fee.  In that way, we
can help level the playing field and allow other actors to based their decisions on the total costs of their
actions.

Sincerely,

William Fraser

 95060

mailto:bfraser@alumni.ucsd.edu
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From: Gail Nuckels
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:23:12 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

This kind of short-term thinking - all for a quick buck is the root of all our problems in this country -
both economicly and environmentally and must be stopped!  The writing is already on the wall - China
and other nations are rapidly moving away from coal and/or developing their own energy sources. All
we will be left with is its destruction.

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Gail Nuckels

 98333

mailto:thenuckels@aol.com
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From: Lois Kain
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 9:25:00 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I agree with everything in this letter. You cannot turn the Northwest into a giant stinking, polluted mess
from the transport of coal through our lands and coasts. Stop this madness before it starts.

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Lois Kain

 61801
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From: Michael Almon
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 9:16:45 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Climate disruption cannot be deminished by reducing coal use in the U.S. while at the same time
increasing coal burning elsewhere in the world.  The atmosphere will be adversely affected and human
life put in more peril.

Sincerely,

Michael Almon

 66044
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From: Ana Salinas
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:23:08 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology, and Whatcom County Council:

I do not live in the Northwest area that will be so adversely affected by the Gateway Pacific Terminal's
project of coal exporting, but I do stand with the people of that area in opposing such a dirty, polluting
project. 

I urge you who are in the position of approving or rejecting this environmentally disastrous plan to
REJECT it for the sake of the people and wildlife that live in that entire area.

Ana Salinas

 78737
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From: Nancy Dawley
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:19:21 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

No project of this magnitude should be approved without an in-depth impact study throughout the
entire range of  activities, including effects on communities and the environments.

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Nancy Dawley

 45243
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From: Sienna M Potts
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 9:13:00 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I lived in beautiful Washington for 10 years & I hate to think of what this will do to the beauty of the
Sound & the shoreline. Please do not allow this destructive business to come in & destroy your beautiful
state!

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Sienna M Potts

 95420
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From: Raven Cohan
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 8:43:41 AM

To whom it concerns... My opinion is No for Coal should be the Goal.  The cha cha dance has two steps
forward; three in place, two steps backward; three in place.
The coal, coal, coal dance is completely backwards!
Thanks, Raven Cohan

Raven Cohan

 33019
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From: Kevin Riley
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:19:09 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

A new study has found that 84% of all fish have unhealthy levels of mercury. Half of all mercury
emissions in the United States come from coal-fired power plants, and a quarter of mercury released
into the environment globally is from coal. Coal-fired power plants are responsible for half of all human-
caused mercury emissions annually in the US. The plants released 134,365 pounds of mercury in 2006
alone! Only 8% of plants have mercury-scrubbing capabilities in place. Concerned Scientists note that
“Just 1/70th of a teaspoon of mercury deposited on a 25-acre lake can make the fish unsafe to eat.”
There are some 600 coal plants in the United States, and they should all be shut down on grounds of
mercury pollution alone, but they also are the major contributor to global warming. They can now all
quickly be replaced by solar and wind installations, with some natural gas if absolutely necessary.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Kevin Riley

 37205
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From: Linda Andersson
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:19:06 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I honestly do not know anyone who is for Big Coal in Washington State.  Why are we not involved in
more forward-thinking pursuits instead?  It's our state.  We pay for it.

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Linda Andersson

 98039
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From: Polly Tarpley
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 8:32:51 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

With Climate Change/Global Warming already a given, the last thing our assaulted planet needs is more
filth and pollution! We would be continuing to dig and ship dirty coal, polluting the routes it follows and
the countries in which it is used for fuel.    We will also be continuing the health threats to all involved,
including innocent children. No one in good conscience can see any good coming of this path, except
those who's greed compels them to push and bribe for these actions.  The answer is and must be -----
NO-O-O!!!!

Sincerely,

Polly Tarpley

 98370
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From: Dominica LOrd-Wood
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:18:44 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals. This is a terrible idea for the environment, the First Nations tribes
who live in this area and all the other people who call this area home.
Please don't build the Terminal!

Sincerely,

Dominica LOrd-Wood

 04579
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From: Robert Sherman
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 8:27:17 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

ACOE- GET A CONSCIENCE FOR A CHANGE!

Sincerely,

Robert Sherman

 92352
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From: Colleen Krebs
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:18:42 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

As a Minnesota resident now experiencing marked effects of climate change, I strongly oppose the
construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport of strip-mined coal
from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of coal by ship through
the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect
communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with more coal train traffic,
polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying emergency responders, and
damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In addition, the proposal would
threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and
Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and escalate
climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental
Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Colleen Krebs

 55409
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From: Kelly McConnell
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 8:24:53 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

Stop selling off MY future, MY environment. NO COAL Terminals.

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Kelly McConnell

 97223
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From: Janice Lynne
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:18:28 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

The construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington to export coal to China from the
Powder River Basin is a no win for the public and environment -- and the Chinese.

The coal train traffic and damage to ecosystems and a way of life for Native Americans who have for
generations lived on and preserved the land this project will impact, not to mention the lives of other
long-term residents, is a travesty.

The air in Bejing is so polluted, people are dying from it.

And haven't we polluted the oceans enough, already turning oceans so acidic that shellfish can't grow
shells and sea life is dying?

Please have a heart, in addition to a brain, when you address this issue and take a look at what the
stakes truly are if you allow this project to go forward.

Sincerely,

Janice Lynne

 80521
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From: Kerry m
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 8:05:41 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals. 

Why should we ruin our environment for shipments to Asia?  They are the worst polluters and we
shouldn't be involved with coal or fossil fuels which will cause even more pollution.  Not a good idea. 

Sincerely,

Kerry m

 92084
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From: l osborn
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:18:11 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Have you been watching the news?? GLOBAL WARMING IS KILLING US.

Sincerely,

l osborn

 97068
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From: Manuel Correa
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 8:03:55 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

Please look deeeply at consequences, I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at
Cherry Point, Washington, the transport of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains
throughout the Northwest and the export of coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean.
The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by
increasing congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways,
harming existing businesses, delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and
fishing grounds at the terminal site. In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon
and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the
potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to
consider these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Manuel Correa

 3400

mailto:herejemayor@yahoo.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Dacelle Peckler
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 2:09:34 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I am a small business owner, farmer and veterinarian who is not exempt from the clean air and water
act, however these damaging and mega-profitable companies have already made an irreparable
damages to this state, this country, this ecosystem and have depleted the ozone faster than any other
industry outside of the oil industry. This must stop. Sustainable and low impact to NO impact energies
must be found. Every child knows, to leave it nicer than you found it so that others who come after you
may enjoy it too. A five year old knows to treat this planet more kindly, to be a better shepherd. Not a
single new plant needs to be built until a ZERO impact long term philosophy can be established.

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Dacelle Peckler

 40361
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From: Andrea and James Gutman
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Thursday, January 17, 2013 5:29:31 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

We are writing in opposition to the proposed construction of the coal export terminal at Cherry Point,
Washington, the transport of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the
Northwest and the export of coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. Pollution
including traffic congestion and The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect
communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, air
pollution and local waterways thereby, harming existing businesses, delaying emergency responders,
and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In addition, the proposal
would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish
Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and
escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts in the scope of the
Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely, Andrea and James Gutman

Andrea and James Gutman

 91040
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From: Paula Menyuk
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 7:57:19 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Paula Menyuk

 02446
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From: Vic Anderson
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:16:48 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Instead,
The Federal Water Pollution Control Act (of 1972) is amended to read as follows: 

                   TITLE I--RESEARCH AND RELATED PROGRAMS

  SEC. 101 [33 U.S.C. 1251] Declaration of Goals and Policy

   (a) The objective of this Act is to restore and maintain the chemical, physical, and biological
integrity of the Nation's waters. In order to achieve this objective it is hereby declared that,
consistent with the provisions of this Act--

   (1) it is the national goal that the discharge of pollutants into the navigable waters be ELIMINATED
by 1985.

STOP, NOW!

Sincerely,

Vic Anderson

 33880
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From: stephen wogan
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:16:44 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:
Be TOUGH for the planet, SCREW Big Coal. Don't feed Chinese industry.  Just Say NO.

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

stephen wogan

 78739
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From: Yvonne Hansen
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 7:41:34 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively impact communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. Enough harm to indicate clearly halting such a
terminal.  "Terminal" - get it?  Ending!

I strongly and fervently urge you to consider these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental
Impact Statement.

Currently five coal export proposals have been made that would transport as much as 150 million tons
of coal annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects
are bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca
or the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Yvonne Hansen

 78745
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From: E Bunting
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:14:27 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

I can't even believe you're considering these proposals when we all know exactly what needs to
happen.  This coal needs to stay in the ground if our children and grandchildren are going to have a
chance. You must stop putting our lives in peril for your short term profits.

Sincerely,

E Bunting

 54664
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From: Stephen Cardwell
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 7:21:12 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I am a Mechanical Design Draughtsman from the United Kingdom.

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Stephen Cardwell

 wa16 8le
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From: Doug Morse
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:12:06 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I oppose construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington for the transport of strip-
mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of coal by
ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean.

The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by
increasing congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways,
harming existing businesses, delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and
fishing grounds at the terminal site. In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon
and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the
potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to
consider these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are now five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. The ships from these proposed projects are bound
for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or the
Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess
the cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Doug Morse

 10012
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From: Marjorie R Trifon
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 7:19:59 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

WE DON'T NEEDa coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport of strip-mined coal
from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of coal by ship through
the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean.
PROPOSED Gateway Pacific Terminal WILL negatively affect  Pacific Northwest folks: IT WILL increase
congestion&noise ; IT WILL POLLUTE air & waterways; IT WILL HARMexisting businesses;
DELAYemergency responders& DAMAGE ecosystems of orcas, salmon& herring, i-- ALL INCREASES
accidents&spills potential&ESCALATES CLIMATE CHANGE.

WE MUST CONSIDER CLIMATE CHANGE--already upon us.

Sincerely,

Marjorie R Trifon

 29206
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From: Liz Amsden
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:11:18 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I personally feel that all coal mining, use and export should be suspended immediately.  We need to
stop killing people in the mines, causing the slow deaths of millions from smoke and particulate matter
released by burning coal and the rape of the land in extracting and transporting this dated fossil fuel to
market.

So I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the
transport of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the
export of coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific
Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and
noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses,
delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal
site. In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Liz Amsden

 90042
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From: James Stone
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 7:14:19 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:
Ruin environments for the profit of the few. NO!
I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

James Stone

 81611
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From: valerie peyer
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:10:03 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

Remember what our earth looked like before these corporations started ripping her apart.  Can she
repair herself?, Probably not.  The only think we as a society can do is change how we treat her. 

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

And finally try to remember earth is the only planet we can live on and it is time we take care of her
before we destroy everything beyond repair.

Sincerely,

valerie peyer

 53220
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From: Wayne Foote
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 6:55:46 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

How much destruction of our environment are we going to allow coal companies ??? Polluted once is
polluted forever.

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Wayne Foote

 11787
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From: Rick Siegfried
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:10:03 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Stop poisoning the Earth. Choose planet, animals and people over greedy, fascist, corporate profits. THE
PEOPLE will not stand for governmental collusion with corporations any longer. You are actively trying to
kill us us and the planet on which we depend, so self-defense is morally justified. Attack us, we will
attack you. You have been warned.

Sincerely,

Rick Siegfried
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From: Barbara Curtis
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 6:48:18 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

It also encourages more strip mining which explodes the tops off mountains and dumps the residue into
local streams and rivers, damaging the surrounding environment.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Barbara Curtis

 08831
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From: Alana Mawson
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:09:56 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Oil and Coal companies need to begin to look towards alternative energy as oil, tar sands, coal all have
devastating effects on humans and wildlife while destroying the environment.

Sincerely,

Alana Mawson

 00801
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From: Cynthia Lawton-Singer
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 6:19:30 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.
 It is time for our nation to turn towards developing renewable, sustainable sources of energy. Fossil
fuels should be phased out. This strategy will allow our children to inherit a livable world instead of our
current path toward self destruction.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Lawton-Singer

 01027

mailto:csingerdesgn@verizon.net
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Eric Broadbent
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:09:29 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

you know, if you have been paying attention, that coal burning is linked to increasing levels of pollution
and CO2 in our atmosphere, and leads to toxic waste dumps such as what inundated Kingston
Tennessee in 2008. 
The economic upside of this shipping facility will probably be touted as too great not to take advantage
of it.  This is always what happens whenever there are environmental tradeoffs at stake, because there
is no immediate value placed on clean air and water, a stable climate, and viable ocean ecosystems. 
Yet all of these things are threatened as we continue to extract, transport, and burn fossil fuels.  I could
argue that switching to renewable energy will bring far more jobs, and that's been documented, but my
guess is that this will not sway anyone involved in this decision without a concrete proposal which would
somehow bring jobs to this area, or some other tangible alternative.  Well, I can't offer that, so it comes
down to vision, leadership, and values.  If you honestly believe that this makes no difference to the
environment, then I'm sure you will approve it.  If however, you can see a connection between coal and
the air in Beijing or the warming of global temperatures and the rising sea levels, then you have a real
choice to make.  Let's hope it's one you can live with - and that future generations can live with as
well.  Thank-you for your consideration.

Eric Broadbent

 01451

mailto:ebroadbent@mac.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Kathleen McQuillan
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 6:09:46 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

More coal use? Oh our poor planet, it's just the wrong way to go!
Sincerely,

Kathleen McQuillan
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From: Sue McHenry
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 6:07:34 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the proposed terminal
site. In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula. 

The air we breathe is global.  Any increase in coal burning worldwide will come right back and affect
us.  Coal is dirty, there's no way around it, and we should not be shipping it around the world to
continue to pollute our atmosphere (the way we sell toxic chemicals abroad that are banned at home).

Therefore, I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact
Statement to assess the cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Sue McHenry

 80498
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From: Robert Hodge
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:09:26 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

This coal export concept is absolutely crazy!

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Robert Hodge

 97212

mailto:rhodge4477@msn.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Diane Conklin
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 2:09:06 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

As a University of Wyoming Law School graduate and as a person familiar with the work of the United Nations Framework for Climate Change
Convention (UNFCC), I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington.  I also oppose the transport of
strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of coal by ship through the Salish Sea and
the Pacific Ocean. 

I primarily oppose this plan because I know that the burning of more coal in Asia will only hasten global warming effects from increased
greenhouse gas emissions and speed up the general warming of the earth, which ultimately will cause the greatest global disruption ever
known in human history.

The plan to enrich shareholders and executives of mining companies at the expense of the environment is another example of the myopic
vision of the now over the future. Permission to carry out this proposal would create a moral hazard.  Such permission would signal to
shareholders and executives that the bet they will not pay the full environmental cost for their actions is a good one.  But that bet will deeply
affect future generations when the worst of global warming sets in.

The United States should get smarter about these kinds of issues.  We need a government that will weigh the costs and benefits of burning
coal both domestically and worldwide, and seek sustainable solutions to our dual needs for energy and a healthy environment.  At any rate,
we cannot continue to do what we are doing - pretending that there is no price to pay for our actions and that it will all work out in the end. 
Furthermore, we will never be able to lead the world in fixing the problem if we ourselves are fixated on the goodies that short term thinking
produces.

Presently I live in California.  There is a reason Californians do not want to buy Wyoming coal and burn it, even if the Chinese do.  That
reason is that burning coal is not healthy and burning even more coal through importation of American coal is unconscionable. 

If you doubt this, please inform yourself of the present air pollution crisis in Beijing. 

Here are some interesting links:  https://www.google.com/search?
q=beijing+pollution&hl=en&tbo=u&tbm=isch&source=univ&sa=X&ei=gMv1ULrgFsSTiQLeyICwAw&sqi=2&ved=0CEUQsAQ&biw=1024&bih=631;

http://www.npr.org/blogs/thetwo-way/2013/01/15/169422960/beijings-pollution-seen-from-space-in-before-and-after-photos;
http://www.aljazeera.com/news/asia-pacific/2013/01/201311363634198312.html

What happens in Asia is only one side of the story.  The plan to export massive amounts of coal to Asia will also detrimentally affect areas of
the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing
businesses, delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site.

Additionally, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and
Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. You must consider these
significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement, and for which no mitigation would solve the inherent problems of
this proposal.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal annually through the Northwest and
the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the
Strait of Juan de Fuca or the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula. 

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the cumulative impact of these
proposals.  A serious and honest examination of these plans would lead to one conclusion:  This project must be denied.

Sincerely,

Diane Conklin
Ramona, CA

Diane Conklin
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From: David Kleiman
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Thursday, January 17, 2013 5:07:30 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

You do not have to do the bidding of big industry. Do what is best for the country and the earth and do
not allow the port to be built.

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

David Kleiman
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From: Barbara Barton
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 6:04:52 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. Our country should be  in the forefront in
reducing the use of fossil fuels, the cause of Climate Change, not perpetuating their use. The proposed
Gateway Pacific Terminal would also negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by
increasing congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways,
harming existing businesses, delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and
fishing grounds at the terminal site. In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon
and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the
potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to
consider these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Barbara Barton
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From: Diane Luck
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:09:05 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I am writing to oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the
transport of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the
export of coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific
Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and
noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses,
delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal
site. In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change.
We do not need coal exports enough to risk the harmful and probably irreversible problems it would
cause.
Sincerely,

Diane Luck

 97212
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From: Barbara Smith
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 6:04:37 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

In addition to the above, please consider the massive smog being created in China from coal use and
how it will affect air quality and acid rain on our continent.

Sincerely,

Barbara Smith
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From: William Handley
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:08:54 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean.

Considering the negative potential impacts of speeding unit coal trains, coal dust, noise, endangerment
of marine life, and fire hazard I believe this terminal is a BAD IDEA.

Therefore, I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact
Statement to assess the cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

William Handley
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From: Winston Sims
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 6:00:00 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

Since I believe we should not be raping our lands and mountains to obtain coal for export, I strongly
oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport of strip-
mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of coal by
ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would
negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with more
coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying emergency
responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In addition, the
proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the
Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and
escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts in the scope of the
Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Winston Sims
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From: Barbara Novovitch
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:08:47 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Virtually all environmentalists and scientists agree that this leads to further climate disasters. Please
don't do it!

Sincerely,

Barbara Novovitch
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From: Stephanie McDowell
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 5:52:10 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I don't think it's wise to build a coal export terminal in Washington State. There aren't enough features
designed into the plans to protect the environment from potential pitfalls such as damaged coal tankers
or pollutants released into the air during the transportation process.

It's also important to take into consideration that coal is a nonrenewable fossil fuel and there are only
limited long term benefits to investing into an energy resource that isn't sustainable. If we consider how
much pollution is released both in the manufacturing and transportation stage along with the harmful
gases released when coal is burned, it seems imminently obvious that it is not in our best interest to rely
or utilize this fuel.

This proposal is accompanied by far too many potentially harmful drawbacks and has only limited short-
term benefits. Please do not allow the construction of the Gateway pacific Terminal to proceed.

Sincerely,

Stephanie McDowell

Stephanie McDowell
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From: Jeffrey Spencer
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:08:37 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest, and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. Here's why:

The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by
increasing congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways (dust
from the coal and emissions from the train engines), harming existing businesses, delaying emergency
responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds along the train route and at the
terminal site. In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon, and herring, increase
high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious
shipping accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant
impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca, or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey Spencer
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From: Larry Lambeth
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 5:47:45 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Remember that coal is a heavy emitter of greenhouse gases which have significant adverse impacts
worldwide no matter where they are combusted.

Sincerely,

Larry Lambeth
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From: Mayukh Chakrabarti
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:07:45 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Mayukh Chakrabarti
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From: Carol Atkins
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 4:51:58 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. 

I urge you to consider the impacts on all these areas in the scope of the Environmental Impact
Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. 

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess
the cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Carol Atkins
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From: Karen Wagner
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:07:39 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals. 
   Why is this coal being exported for private profit?  It should be kept in the United States, at least.  At
best the American people should benefit from THEIR natural resource, not private corporations!

Sincerely,

Karen Wagner

 60008

mailto:mathtee@aol.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: CharlesA Bowsher
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 4:44:49 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

Please do not approve the coal export terminal in Washington State.  Since most of the coal will likely
be going to China it is time we cut them off since they have no intention of using adequate
environmental controls.  Add to that the fact that the coal is probably being stripped out thus destroying
our environment here as well. 

Wakeup! We live on a limited resource in the middle of nowhere!  Let's start acting that way. Charles A.
Bowsher
I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

CharlesA Bowsher
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From: Nancy Schick
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:07:35 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

As a quick refresher: C (carbon, as in coal) + O2 (as in oxygen) = CO2. That's high school chemistry
101. What's so tough to understand about the end product, that causes such disasters in acquisition?
Coal mining, coal exports, coal imports: all are B-A-D.

You have to do a better job of protecting us from this stuff.

Sincerely,

Nancy Schick
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From: Daniel Spilman
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 4:31:31 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

Unfortunately the effects of projects like this are no longer seen as local.  The final product of this
terminal, the ability to burn more coal in Asia, will affect the next several generations.  Our Earth can
not absorb the result of this facility coming on line.

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Daniel Spilman
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From: Paula Yates
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:07:28 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

We MUST find a better replacement for coal, and definitely a better replacement for nuclear power
plants. PROTECTION of our health, lives and planet is a priority for our very survival while searching for
better approaches to producing  power that we have come to depend upon...

Sincerely,

Paula Yates
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From: Marian Kelner
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 3:46:40 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean.

The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by
increasing congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways,
harming existing businesses, delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and
fishing grounds at the terminal site.

 In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess
the cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Marian Kelner
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From: Terry Cok
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:07:25 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

Short term profits for one corporation should not trump long term destruction of sensitive ecosystems
and human health.

Thus, I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the
transport of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the
export of coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific
Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and
noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses,
delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal
site. In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Terry Cok
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From: Gary Jones
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 3:22:57 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

P.S. King Coal is on the way out, thanks to competition from cheap gas -- among other    things. As far
as I'm concern, the sooner the better. Nothing produces toxic waste and puts carbon in the air quite
like coal. Maybe Peabudy can switch to something a bit more sustainable and renewable than digging
up dead dinosaurs.

Gary Jones
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From: Alyson Hurlbutt
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:07:22 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

Please take a minute to read this letter. I know you've seen it before, have skimmed it, deleted it
instead of reading it again... Please read it one more time.

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Alyson Hurlbutt
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From: Terrance Hutchinson
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Thursday, January 17, 2013 2:37:42 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

If the Gateway Pacific project is allowed to go forward, the orcas, marine mammals, birds and valuable
salmon, herring and other fish who make the Salish Sea their home will be at greater risk from oil and
coal spills, as well as more noise, air and water pollution. Coal ships, some twice the size of oil tankers
allowed to call on Washington ports, carry up to 2 million gallons of bunker fuel, don't have tug boat
escorts or double hulls and have the worst maritime safety records.

Even more, the millions of pounds of coal would be transported by train between the terminal and the
Powder River Basin, barreling through cities and towns in Oregon, Washington, Montana, Wyoming and
Idaho, leaving a cloud of harmful coal dust in its wake. This doesn’t even account for the catastrophic
climate impacts from burning that coal.

Sincerely,

Terrance Hutchinson
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From: Wendy Ebersberger
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 2:06:33 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

This is to express my strong opposition to the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point,
Washington, the transport of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the
Northwest, and the export of coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean.

The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by
increasing congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways,
harming existing businesses, delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and
fishing grounds at the terminal site. In addition, the proposed operations would threaten endangered
orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and
thus the potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you
to consider these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All of the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals. Please do not destroy this beautiful region of our country for the
sake of coal company profits.

Sincerely,

Wendy Ebersberger
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From: Gary Jones
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 3:22:24 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

P.S. King Coal is on the way out, thanks to competition from cheap gas -- among other    things. As far
as I'm concern, the sooner the better. Nothing produces toxic waste and puts carbon in the air quite
like coal. Maybe Peabudy can switch to something a bit more sustainable and renewable than digging
up dead dinosaurs.

Gary Jones
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From: Barbara Kantola
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:07:16 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals. 
STOP DESTROYING OUR MOUNTAINS!  ONCE THEY ARE GONE, THEY ARE GONE FOREVER.

Sincerely,

Barbara Kantola

 49120
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From: Linda Walters
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 3:14:45 AM

Linda Walters

 23462
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From: Robert Andrews
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:07:10 PM

Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I oppose the coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington.  There is no clean coal and there is no
clean way to extract coal, transport coal, or use coal.

Sincerely,

Robert Andrews

 06365
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From: K Hindall
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 3:12:55 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

It's time to stop using fossil fuels and the expense of the environment. We are going to have to seek
other fuel sources eventually; we might as well bite the bullet and do it while we still have some wildlife
left! Forget this awful terminal.

Sincerely,

K Hindall

 14850

mailto:kkh2@cornell.edu
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Charlotte Fremaux
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:05:05 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

It is appalling to every citizen who knows that climate science, not the petroleum industry, is right about
our need to curtail our carbon emissions to maintain a sustainable planet.  This is the uncomfortable
truth. 

It is an outrage that we keep investing in unsustainable energy production.  Keep the coal in the ground
and the planet alive.

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Charlotte Fremaux

 20910
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From: Phillup Brinkman
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 2:37:27 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

The Final Battle
by Chris Hedges
Over the past year I and other plaintiffs including Noam Chomsky and Daniel Ellsberg have pressed a
lawsuit in the federal courts to nullify Section 1021(b)(2) of the National Defense Authorization Act
(NDAA). This egregious section, which permits the government to use the military to detain U.S.
citizens, strip them of due process and hold them indefinitely in military detention centers, could have
been easily fixed by Congress. The Senate and House had the opportunity this month to include in the
2013 version of the NDAA an unequivocal statement that all U.S. citizens would be exempt from
1021(b)(2), leaving the section to apply only to foreigners. But restoring due process for citizens was
something the Republicans and the Democrats, along with the White House, refused to do. The fate of
some of our most basic and important rights—ones enshrined in the Bill of Rights as well as the Fourth
and Fifth amendments of the Constitution—will be decided in the next few months in the courts. If the
courts fail us, a gulag state will be cemented into place. (Photo: AP/Alex Brandon)
Sens. Dianne Feinstein, D-Calif., and Mike Lee, R-Utah, pushed through the Senate an amendment to
the 2013 version of the NDAA. The amendment, although deeply flawed, at least made a symbolic
attempt to restore the right to due process and trial by jury. A House-Senate conference committee led
by Sen. John McCain, R-Ariz., however, removed the amendment from the bill last week.

“I was saddened and disappointed that we could not take a step forward to ensure at the very least
American citizens and legal residents could not be held in detention without charge or trial,” Feinstein
said in a statement issued by her office. “To me that was a no-brainer.”

The House approved the $633 billion NDAA for 2013 in a 315-107 vote late Thursday night. It will now
go before the Senate. Several opponents of the NDAA in the House, including Rep. Morgan Griffith, R-
Va., cited Congress’ refusal to guarantee due process and trial by jury to all citizens as his reason for
voting against the bill. He wrote in a statement after the vote that “American citizens may fear being
arrested and indefinitely detained by the military without knowing what they have done wrong.”

The Feinstein-Lee amendment was woefully adequate. It was probably proposed mainly for its public
relations value, but nonetheless it resisted the concerted assault on our rights and sought to calm
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nervous voters objecting to the destruction of the rule of law. The amendment failed to emphatically
state that citizens could never be placed in military custody. Rather, it said citizens could not be placed
in indefinite military custody without “trial.” But this could have been a trial by military tribunals.
Citizens, under the amendment, could have been barred from receiving due process in a civil court. Still,
it was better than nothing. And now we have nothing.

"Congressional moves concerning the NDAA make it clear that Congress as a whole has no stomach for
the protection of civil liberties,” said attorney Bruce Afran, who along with attorney Carl Mayer has
brought the lawsuit against President Obama in which we are attempting to block Section 1021(b)(2).

The only hero so far in this story is U.S. District Judge Katherine B. Forrest of the Southern District Court
of New York. Forrest in September accepted all of our challenges to the law. She issued a permanent
injunction invalidating Section 1021(b)(2). Government lawyers asked Forrest for a “stay pending
appeal”—meaning the law would go back into effect until the Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit
issued a ruling in the case. She refused. The government then went directly to the Court of Appeals and
asked it for a temporary stay while promising not to detain the plaintiffs or other U.S. citizens under the
provision. The Court of Appeals, which will hear oral arguments in January, granted the government’s
request for a temporary stay. The law went back into effect. If the Court of Appeals upholds Forrest’s
ruling, the case will most likely be before the Supreme Court within weeks.

“President Obama should never have appealed this watershed civil rights ruling,” Mayer said. “But now
that he has, the fight may well go all the way to the Supreme Court. At stake is whether America will
slide more toward authoritarianism or whether the judicial branch of government will stem the decade-
long erosion of our civil liberties. Since 9/11 Americans have been systematically stripped of their
freedoms: Their phone calls are monitored under [George W.] Bush and Obama’s warrantless
wiretapping program, they are videotaped relentlessly in public places, there are drones over American
soil and the police control protesters and dissenters with paramilitary gear and tactics. As long as
Obama and the leadership of both parties want the military to police our streets, we will fight. This is
unacceptable, un-American and unconstitutional.”

We knew the government would appeal, but we did not expect it to act so aggressively. This means, we
suspect, that the provision is already being used, most likely to hold people with U.S. and Pakistani dual
citizenship or U.S. and Afghan dual citizenship in military detention sites such as Bagram. If the
injunction were allowed to stand during the appeal and U.S. citizens were being held by the military
without due process, the government would be in contempt of court.

Judge Forrest’s 112-page opinion is a stark explication and condemnation of the frightening erosion of
the separation of powers. In her opinion she referred to the Supreme Court ruling Korematsu v. United
States, which declared constitutional the government’s internment of 110,000 Japanese-Americans
without due process during World War II. The 2013 NDAA, like the old versions of the act, allows
similar indefinite detentions—of Muslim Americans, dissidents and other citizens.

Section 1021(b)(2) defines a “covered person”—one subject to detention—as “a person who was a part
of or substantially supported al-Qaeda, the Taliban, or associated forces that are engaged in hostilities
against the United States or its coalition partners, including any person who has committed a belligerent
act or has directly supported such hostilities in aid of such enemy forces.”

The section, however, does not define the terms “substantially supported,” “directly supported” or
“associated forces.” The vagueness of the language means that the plaintiffs, including those who as
journalists have contact with individuals or groups deemed by the State Department to be part of
terrorist organizations, could along with others find themselves seized and detained under the provision.

The corporate state knows that the steady deterioration of the economy and the increasingly savage
effects of climate change will create widespread social instability. It knows that rage will mount as the
elites squander diminishing resources while the poor, as well as the working and middle classes, are
driven into destitution. It wants to have the legal measures to keep us cowed, afraid and under control.
It does not, I suspect, trust the police to maintain order. And this is why, contravening two centuries of
domestic law, it has seized for itself the authority to place the military on city streets and citizens in
military detention centers, where they cannot find redress in the courts. The shredding of our liberties is
being done in the name of national security and the fight against terrorism. But the NDAA is not about



protecting us. It is about protecting the state from us. That is why no one in the executive or legislative
branch is going to restore our rights. The new version of the NDAA, like the old ones, provides our
masters with the legal shackles to make our resistance impossible. And that is their intention.

© 2012 TruthDig.com

Sincerely,
Phillup

Phillup Brinkman

 49805



From: Maggie Wineburgh-Freed
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:04:25 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess
the cumulative impact of the proposal to:
a) construct a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington,
b) to transport strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and
c) to export coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean.

The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by
increasing congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways,
harming existing businesses, delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and
fishing grounds at the terminal site.

In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Maggie Wineburgh-Freed

 90041
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From: Richard Frazin
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:04:11 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

In this era of ever-more-obvious effects of climate change and pollution, we much change our
relationship to fossil fuels.

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Richard Frazin

 48108
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From: Meaghan Simpson
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 2:32:50 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

DANGER!!! URGENT!!! CAUTION!!! WARNING!!!
WE CAN DO A WHOLE LOT BETTER THAN THIS!!
LET'S UNITE WITH CREATIVE HEALTHY OPTIONS
THAT YEILD REAL PROSPERITY WITH LEGACY OF CARE AND PRUDENT RESPONSIBILITY SUCH AS IS
OUR DUTY TO CARE FOR EACH OTHER AND OUR EARTH HOME!!!

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

BEWARE!!! LIVES ARE ON THE LINE DUE TO THE OVERWHELMING CRISES FROM POISONING OUR
EARTH, OUR WATER, OUR AIR, OUR FOOD!!!

STOP COAL DESTRUCTIONS COMMITTING CRIMES AGAINST HUMANITY AND ALL LIVING THINGS!!!
THIS COAL DEAL IS AWFUL BAD WRONG SICK UNHEALTHY UNSAFE UNSUSTAINABLE. PERIOD.
EVERYTHING ABOUT PACIFIC COAL TERMINAL
AND WHERE THE COAL COMES FROM STINKS FILTHY DIRTY BAD UGLY BUSINESS DESTROYING
MOTHER NATURE AND MAKING KILLER POISONS REEKING DISEASE IN THE COMMUNITIES WATER,
AIR, SOIL AND FOODS!!!  

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I URGE the
Army Corps of Engineers TO HEAR OUR DEMANDS to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact
Statement to assess the cumulative impact of these proposals.

I RECOMMEND FORMATION OF FULL CIRCLE OBJECTIVE MULTI-PARTY INDEPENDENT REVIEW
OF HOW INSANE USA IS TO DESTROY OUR NATION IN MISGUIDED MISSION TO FILL CHINA'S
BOTTOMLESS PIT HUNGER FOR RESOURCES!!!

THIS IS NO HEALTHY LEGACY TO LEAVE FOR OUR CHILDREN AND GRANDCHILDREN!!!

Sincerely,

Meaghan Simpson

 95540
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From: Payam Minoofar
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:03:42 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I fully agree with this form letter. No expansion should be allowed until a complete national energy
policy has been implemented.

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Payam Minoofar

 93001
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From: FRANKLIN KAPUSTKA
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 1:17:35 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Perhaps a more environmentally friendly way to ship coal is to bag it.  Bags could fit into existing
shipping containers or simply set into a ships hold.  This way, there is an extremely small amount of
coal dust and therefore very little environmental impact.  Shipping containers often go back to Asia
empty.  Sending them back with full sealed coal bags inside only changes the shipping weight.  If the
coal is bagged at the mine inside shipping containers, there is no need for any additional export
terminals.

Sincerely,

FRANKLIN KAPUSTKA

 97006
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From: Fred Dodge & KarenYoung & family Dodge, MD & Young, NP
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:02:22 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Fred Dodge & KarenYoung & family Dodge, MD & Young, NP

 96792
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From: David Addison
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 12:58:03 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology
and Whatcom County Council: 

Before giving rubber-stamp approval to this project,
an unbiased Environmental Impact Statement of the
entire area is merited.  The very negative impacts
that the transport of strip-mined coal from Montana
and Wyoming will cause should be considered by
themselves.  The adverse effects experienced by the
humans at the proposed portal end on a 24/7 basis
must not be ignored.

Currently, five different coal export proposals are
on the table.  Somehow, the negative effects have
been conveniently swept under the nearest rug.  Until
sensible reasoning exists in the review process,
table every single on of them.  Quick approval of
any one of them will be felt for years.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this
matter.

Sincerely
David Addison

David Addison

 22205
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From: sandra bell
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 12:58:01 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

And my final question is:  Why are we sending all our precious resources out of the country?  We
pollute our land to extract and transport elsewhere.  It makes no sense.  Our country is being run into
the ground by greedy, short-sighted lunatics.
Sincerely,

sandra bell

 91356
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From: vicky lockwood
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 1:00:10 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:
As a Montana resident very disturbed by the coal impacts of transport,burning,health issues,climate
change :
I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

vicky lockwood

 59715

mailto:ranchosanmiguel@aol.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: JAMES P. SCHMIDT
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 12:59:32 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

WHY is, BIG COAL bribing the GOP with millions of dollars to do their bidding?

Sincerely,

JAMES P. SCHMIDT

 21740

mailto:jamespschmidt@earthlink.net
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: John Nester
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 12:46:28 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

There are no redeeming qualities to the use of coal. It's filthy and it's removal often means the end to a
mountain top.

Sincerely,

John Nester

 94131

mailto:jtnester2000@comcast.net
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Honora Kraemer
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 12:59:11 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I urge you to read carefully the contents of this letter and know that I ask as a citizen of the United
States.
 I
I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Honora Kraemer

 53560

mailto:honorak@weccusa.org
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Sakura Vesely
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 12:28:28 AM

Sakura Vesely

 94553

mailto:jellybelly_11@hotmail.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Charles F
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 2:05:32 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

If we want any kind of livable future, coal must be left safely underground where it belongs, not in the
atmosphere where it warms the planet dangerously. This is obvious.

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Charles F

 87507

mailto:cfox@aviandesign.net
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Sally Picciotto
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Thursday, January 17, 2013 2:28:47 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. Furthermore, as an environmental epidemiologist,
I consider it my duty to inform you that particulate matter air pollution from the burning of coal in China
actually drifts across the Pacific Ocean and affects the health of people living on the West Coast of the
United States. I urge you to consider these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact
Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Sally Picciotto

 94618

mailto:sallypicciotto@yahoo.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Pamela Anne Lowry
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 12:24:04 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of the proposed coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington,
transport of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and
export of coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean.

If the proposal were to be adopted it would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest,
pollute the air and local waterways, harm existing businesses, and delay emergency responders. In
addition, it would damage aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site as well as
threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and
Pacific Ocean, not to mention increase the potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills and
further contribute to the escalation climate change.

Please consider the above significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement. And
if all of the above does not convince you to do so, please consider this as well: There are currently five
coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal annually  through the
Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are bound for China, meaning
their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or the Columbia River, and then
Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.

All of this makes it imperative for he Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental
Impact Statement to assess their cumulative impact.

Sincerely,

Pamela Anne Lowry

 94704

mailto:aynlowry@yahoo.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Sheri Kuticka
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 12:57:18 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport of strip-
mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of coal by
ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would
negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with more
coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying emergency
responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In addition, the
proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the
Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean and the potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills and escalate
climate change.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  I urge the Army Corps of
Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the cumulative impact of
these proposals.

Sincerely,

Sheri Kuticka

 94518

mailto:kyti1653@aol.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Stan Stanfield
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 12:13:15 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean.

The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by
increasing congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways,
harming existing businesses, delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and
fishing grounds at the terminal site. In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon
and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the
potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to
consider these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Plus, we simply must start moving away from coal as an energy source per se.  Coal-fired power plants
wreak terrible environmental damage, including mercury contamination of the air and waterways. 
Mercury is associated with autism rates in the surrounding areas.  The list of damages from coal usage
goes on. 

Please draw a line under this usage for its environmental impact in a numbers of ways.

Sincerely,

Stan Stanfield

 90802

mailto:s.stanfield@hotmail.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: R. D. Harden
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 12:56:35 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. It is not in the best interests of the American
public.  The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific
Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local
waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic
ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In addition, the proposal would threaten
endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific
Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate
change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact
Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

R. D. Harden

 80538

mailto:hardenrr@msn.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Sally Mikkelsen
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 10:55:48 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. There is also the issue of the terrible
environmental impact of strip mining for coal which should be banned; a coal export terminal only
encourages even more damage to our already beleaguered environment .I urge you to consider these
significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Sally Mikkelsen

 08540

mailto:sally.mikkelsen@gmail.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Elaine Mayer
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 12:55:41 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport of strip-
mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of coal by
ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess
the cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Elaine Mayer

 55901

mailto:eljomayer@hotmail.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Susan Chandler
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 10:26:49 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

China is choking.

Coal is over.

So is oil. So is natural gas. So is nuclear.

This is the 21st Century. We have the technology to produce enough clean, renewable energy to power-
up the planet.

Your sociopathic selling-out of every living thing on the planet must end this moment.

Sincerely,

Susan Chandler

 34946

mailto:studio8@infionline.net
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Mary Leitch
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 12:55:37 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the acquiring of coal in the USA - we do not want dirty, cancer causing energy forms
FOR CORPORATE PROFITS!!

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Mary Leitch

 19147

mailto:maleitch@live.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: John Goeckermann
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 10:05:55 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

FKKKKKIN BAD IDEA AND YOU KNOW IT, YOU SOLD OUT MONEYGRUBBING GREEDHEAD
ENVIROCRIMINALS
I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

John Goeckermann

 97528

mailto:misterg@wizzards.net
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Dane Bowen
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 12:52:28 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

Energy independent doesn't mean sell our resources to other countries at the cost of our own country.

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Dane Bowen

 28227

mailto:dbowen5@carolina.rr.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Dale McCart
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 10:01:59 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

 Paradise                 written by John Prine

 When I was a child my family would travel
 Down to Western Kentucky where my parents were born
 And there's a backwards old town that's often remembered
 So many times that my memories are worn
 
 And daddy won't you take me back to Muhlenberg County
 Down by the Green River where Paradise lay
 Well I'm sorry my son but you're too late in asking
 Mister Peabody's coal train has hauled it away
 
 
 Well sometimes we'd travel right down the Green River
 To the abandoned old prison down by Adrie Hill
 Where the air smelled like snakes and we'd shoot with our pistols
 But empty pop bottles was all we would kill
 
 repeat #2
 
 Then the coal company came with the world's largest shovel
 And they tortured the timber and stripped all the land
 Well, they dug for their coal till the land was forsaken
 Then they wrote it all down as the progress of man
 
 repeat #2

 
 When I die let my ashes float down the Green River
 Let my soul roll on up to the Rochester dam
 I'll be halfway to Heaven with Paradise waiting
 Just five miles away from wherever I am
 
 repeat #2 

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal

mailto:dmccart@aol.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Dale McCart

 92620



From: Marcie Keever
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Monday, January 14, 2013 7:40:30 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. Therefore, I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to
conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the cumulative impact of these
proposals.

Sincerely,

Marcie Keever

 94116

mailto:marcekeever@hotmail.com
mailto:/O=USACE EXCHANGE/OU=NWD Admin Group/cn=Recipients/cn=G3ODRRJP21442192


From: Louise Palmer
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 9:54:57 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals. as well as to how much it would increase climate change.

Sincerely,
Luisa Palmer

Louise Palmer

 95927

mailto:lpalmer@igc.org
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From: Lisa Stone
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Monday, January 14, 2013 2:03:34 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. Therefore, I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to
conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the cumulative impact of these
proposals.

Sincerely,

Lisa Stone

 22203

mailto:lisammstone@gmail.com
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From: Betty J. Van Wicklen
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 9:53:00 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas and other cetaceans, salmon and herring,
increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for
serious shipping accidents and oil spills. Finally, it will escalate climate change due to the diesel fuel
used in shipping by train and ship a fuel source which is the dirtiest climate change fuel we use.

I urge you to consider these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula. This includes some of the
most valuable fisheries in the Pacific northwest.  We cannot afford to risk them with pollution of any
kind.  Furthermore, shipping coal to China will only exacerbate air pollution in the largest air polluter in
the world, which is certainly contrary to avoiding further climate change.

Therefore, I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact
Statement to assess the cumulative impact of these proposals.

Thank you for your attention.

Sincerely,

Betty J. Van Wicklen

 12189
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From: Adam Russell
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Monday, January 14, 2013 1:59:57 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. Therefore, I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to
conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the cumulative impact of these
proposals.

Sincerely,
Adam Russell

Adam Russell

 21042
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From: Hugh Curtler III
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 9:39:46 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest, and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site.

In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean---and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills---and escalate climate change.

I urge you to consider these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula. Therefore, I urge the Army
Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the cumulative
impact of these proposals.

Thank you for your time and consideration of this matter.

Sincerely,

Hugh Curtler III

 55443

mailto:curtler3@aol.com
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From: Meredith Sheane
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 9:30:25 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

Have you all completely lost your minds?

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Meredith Sheane

 59802

mailto:mbsheane@yahoo.com
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From: Ralph Sanders
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Thursday, January 17, 2013 2:24:54 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

 My mother said, Just because you can (do something) doesn't mean you should.  You have a bad track
record of doing things just because you can, not because you should.  Please do what you should.

Sincerely,

Ralph Sanders

 90304

mailto:treebear@pacbell.net
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From: Kim Rutty
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 2:04:59 PM

Army Corps, please tread carefully and slowly on our common environment. Business is not always the
answer!

Thank you.
Kim Rutty

Kim Rutty

 02563
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From: Jean Standish
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 9:28:12 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Jean Standish

 10003

mailto:jestandish@hotmail.com
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From: Sydney Lee Berner
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 9:25:15 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

Use the money for this project on research and development of clean sources of energy instead of
continuing to fund the use the dirty medieval coal technology.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Sydney Lee Berner

 91722

mailto:snowpear@charter.net
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From: Fred Coplin
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 9:17:41 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I presume profit supersedes keeping reserves of what ever energy sources the U.S has. This writer is
not as concerned about local pollution as the petition is, adding to world pollution(coal) via this port  is
worth considering.  

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Fred Coplin

 33703

mailto:fec34@msn.com
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From: Scott Hicks
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 8:48:03 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing small businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,
Scott W. Hicks

Scott Hicks

 94618

mailto:swhicks@yahoo.com
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From: Paul Franzmann
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 8:47:46 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. This is a bad idea whose time is long past.

The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by
increasing congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways,
harming existing businesses, delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and
fishing grounds at the terminal site. In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon
and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the
potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to
consider these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Paul Franzmann

 99362
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From: Susan Crockford-Peters
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 8:38:14 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

Is it possible that we just don't need to facilitate the transportation of fossil fuels any more, especially if
the end user is not in the US?

Imagine that as a nation we turn all the thought, energy, effort and investment that go with this project
toward only wind and solar projects.

What I really want to ask you to do is stop this project now.

If that is not possible...

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean.

I urge the Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess
the cumulative impact of these proposals. Furthermore,  I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

1)   The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific
Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local
waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic
ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site.
2)   The proposed activities would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change.
3)   There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of
coal annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.

Sincerely,

Susan Crockford-Peters

 06405

mailto:cpxchckr@sbcglobal.net
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From: d goldsmith
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 8:22:42 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I urge you to thoroughly study all impacts, short, long term and cumulative of the proposed coal export
project from mines to the east of us to the proposed burning in Asia where they are currently suffering
the effects of highly toxic smog.  The mining, shipment, stockpiling and reshipment of coal will have
deleterious effects on human communities, plant, animal, fish, reptile, amphibian and insect life.  Stress
on infrastructure includes weight, noise, pressure, heat, traffic delays and vibration.  All of these should
be studied in the widest possible environmental impact study.

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

d goldsmith

 97225
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From: Mary Stamp
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 8:18:18 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

I am also concerned about the pollution from coal dust and diesel from additional trains passing through
Spokane.  In Spokane, the added train traffic would cause delays at crossings for people on their way
to and from work, shopping, appointments and daily activities, plus it would impede access of
emergency vehicles.  Our area would be affected by possible derailments that could damage our aquifer
and only source of drinking water.  In Spokane, it would impede business and jobs, especially detracting
from the area's draw of nature, wildlife and beauty.  If all five ports are built 30 more one- to two-mile
trains a day would come through carrying coal and 30 more returning empty.

Coal is a dirty, outdated, toxic fossil fuel.  It's a boom - bust commodity.  The market is volatile.  It does
not make sense to invest in such infrastructure rather than developing clean, sustainable energy sources
and job that would keep our area healthy and safe.

There is much more at stake than the immediate environment around the proposed Cherry Point port.   
The full impact of developing each of the proposed ports throughout the region needs to be taken into
account for an Environmental Impact Statement.

Sincerely,

Mary Stamp

 99202
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From: Dr. Linda Silversmith
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 8:14:03 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

It's really scary how the environmental factors add up when you take a good look.

Consequently, I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington,
the transport of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and
the export of coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific
Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and
noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses,
delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal
site. In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Dr. Linda Silversmith

 20850
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From: lynn Fitz-Hugh
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 8:05:08 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:
At the hearing which I  went to, those supporting it were trying to claim that it would be illegal for you
to consider climate change because you were only to consider effects to the site.  Well I don't think that
the effects you have to take into consideration are immediate but also long term.  (When an animal is
put on the endangered species list we do not say exactly when it might go extint - only that it will.)

Well Climate science suggests that if we go on unabated (which selling all this coal to China would
actually make it worse.) that in about a 100 years we will make the planet unliveable for humans and
most forms of life.  Therefore, I think the "site" most certainly will be effected and I request you
consider Climate change in the scope of your study.
What do you want for your grandchildren?
Sincerely,
Lynn Fitz-Hugh

lynn Fitz-Hugh

 98125
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From: David DeRemus
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Friday, January 18, 2013 3:48:30 AM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

The continued usage of coal and other fossil fuels  is killing our planet.

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

David DeRemus
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From: Ben Mullen
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: Stop the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 2:27:14 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, destroying the land by displacing the topsoil and shattering the underlying rock,
polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying emergency responders, and
damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In addition, the proposal would
threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and
Pacific Ocean, thus multiplying the chances for serious shipping accidents and oil spills and escalating
climatic change. All of those effects must be viewed within the scope of the Environmental Impact
Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from those proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative effects of the aforementioned proposals.

Instead of looking to profit from ripping up our countryside and sending more of a filthy sourse of
energy to the one place on Earth that is spewing the most soot, ash, toxic fumes and heavy metals into
our planet's atmosphere from the burning of that same stuff, those corporations that want to do that
need to chart a new course within the scope of their business interests, diversifying into clean , green,
renewable ways of generating electricity, keeping the coal underground and the earth above it intact.
It's much better to make the inevitable change to better ways of powering our activities in this world
before such ventures are begun -- and, like it or not, the change IS inevitable -- if we want to maintain
Earth's beauty and the health of all the life on it: and that includes, not least of all, ourselves.

Sincerely,

Ben Mullen
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From: Kathryn Sonenshine
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: STOP the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 2:51:55 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean.

I STRONGLY URGE the Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact
Statement to THOROUGHLY assess the CUMULATIVE impact of these proposals ON OUR environment
(air, water and ecosystems), fish and wildlife, AND  on Climate Change issues!!!

The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would NEGATIVELY AFFECT communities in the Pacific
Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local
waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic
ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In addition, the proposal would threaten
endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific
Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate
change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts in the scope of the Environmental Impact
Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Kathryn Sonenshine
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From: Francis Schilling
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: The Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal is a BAD Idea!
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 7:20:53 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I have had my breath taken quite literally away so many times in my life by the natural beauty of our
nation's beautiful mountains, forests and coastlines.  No picture, no video, no second hand account and
no great numbers of them could prepare one for the grandeur and the sheer immenseness of the
beauty and majesty of those places.  Those moments and that pristine majesty are priceless!  What
does it say about a country and its people that they would treat these natural shrines with such cavalier
disrespect by allowing their wholesale destruction just to quench the insatiable thirst of outrageous
greed? 

There is absolutely no justification for destroying more of these natural treasures to obtain and
distribute more of a filthy resource that is both sufficiently abundant elsewhere and on its way to
irrelevance as we understand more and more about its combustion's destructive effects on our planet. 
Add to that the waste choked, poisoned streams, oceans and aquifers and the human cost is utterly
unacceptable!

Thus, I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the
transport of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the
export of coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific
Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and
noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses,
delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal
site. In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Francis Schilling
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From: Steve Dickman
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: The Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal is Bad for America
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 2:27:18 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

The little good that this coal export terminal will bring the local economy is more than outweighed by
the harm it will do to our country's welfare. 

I strongly oppose the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport
of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of
coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal
would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with
more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying
emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In
addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Steve Dickman
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From: Ian Freeman
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: The Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal must be stopped
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 3:19:04 PM

Dear Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I am opposed to the construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the transport of
strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the export of coal
by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific Terminal would
negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and noise with more
coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses, delaying emergency
responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal site. In addition, the
proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk freighter traffic in the
Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping accidents and oil spills -- and
escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts in the scope of the
Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Ian Freeman

Ian Freeman
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From: Stefan Durham
To: Perry, Randel J NWS
Subject: WE DON"T WANT the Gateway Pacific Coal Terminal
Date: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 4:09:24 PM

To the Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Whatcom County Council:

I am outraged at the suggested construction of a coal export terminal at Cherry Point, Washington, the
transport of strip-mined coal from Montana and Wyoming on trains throughout the Northwest and the
export of coal by ship through the Salish Sea and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed Gateway Pacific
Terminal would negatively affect communities in the Pacific Northwest by increasing congestion and
noise with more coal train traffic, polluting the air and local waterways, harming existing businesses,
delaying emergency responders, and damaging aquatic ecosystems and fishing grounds at the terminal
site. In addition, the proposal would threaten endangered orcas, salmon and herring, increase high-risk
freighter traffic in the Salish Sea and Pacific Ocean -- and thus the potential for serious shipping
accidents and oil spills -- and escalate climate change. I urge you to consider these significant impacts
in the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement.

There are currently five coal export proposals that would transport as much as 150 million tons of coal
annually  through the Northwest and the Salish Sea. All the ships from these proposed projects are
bound for China, meaning their routes will impact the San Juan Islands, the Strait of Juan de Fuca or
the Columbia River, and then Unimak Pass along Alaska’s Aleutian Peninsula.  Therefore, I urge the
Army Corps of Engineers to conduct an area-wide Environmental Impact Statement to assess the
cumulative impact of these proposals.

Sincerely,

Stefan Durham
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