
Public Comment on the Millennium Coal Facility DEIS 


My name is Lisa Waldvogel. I live and work in Longview as an attorney. 

My comments are intended for Cowlitz County, as well for the 
Department of Ecology. I grew up in Joliet, Illinois and as a young child 
spent summers swimming in an abandoned strip mine and saw first­

hand the barren landscape it left behind . After law school I moved to 
Washington for the lure of outdoor adventure and fresh air. I've settled 

in Longview, and thanks to Millenium, my dreams of clean and green 
are being threatened. A coal export terminal would be unsightly, bring 

filth into our community and bring demise to the health of children, the 

elderly and those who are medically fragile. The greatest impact from 
the mill would be felt along our multi-directional downwind zones both 

in the river industrial worksites and among all the adjacent residential 
neighborhoods. Here multicultural residents already endure poverty 
and discrimination to which grit and dust would only add to their 

burdens. 

While the DEIS is insufficient in some areas, it offers enough proof that 
Millennium does not meet state and local standards. All we need to do 

is look at the industry's track record and see what citizens in other coal 
export towns are saying. Residents complain of things such as black 
grime in their neighborhoods, on their homes, and on their fishing 

boats, increasing asthma rates and coal dust blacking their local 
waterways. (I obtained this information from a Sightline article dated 

April 29 of this year .. I will submit that with my statement). The final EIS 
should look harder at real world examples of coal dust pollution in 
terminal communities. 

I am requesting the No Action Alternative. Coal Export Facilities Make 

Bad Neighbors. 
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Documenting the spread of coal dust at export tern1!nals. 


Author: Erk de Piace and Derk Gruen 
(@Eric_deP) on April 29, 2016 at 3:00 pm 

L 
 This article is part of the series Northwest Coal & Oil Exports 


Several West Coast communities are considering whether to roll out the welcome mat for new 

coal export terminals. In evaluating the merits of these proposals in places like Oakland, 

California, and Longview, Washington, it's useful to examine the industry's real-world track 

record. As one study of coal port operations put it, "coal terminals by their nature are active 

sources of fugitive dust." 

Seward9Alaska 
In Seward, Alaska, residents sued the local coal port in 2009 because debris coming from the 

terminal's loading systems regularly coated nearby fishing boats and neighborhoods with black 

grime. The residents' suit stated, among other things, that _he convey r system for loading ~·hips 

dropped coal dust into Sevvard'~ sce:iic ha rbc. r, violating the US Clean Water Act. In 2010, the 

state of .A.!asi<a flm:d the . al!n:;;:id company th:Jt delivers coc:i l to the terminal $220,000 for failing 

to adequately control dust, but ci iegai r~sol ud.:.n was pa1n f~! ly s!...vv, and the terminal operators 

resisted at every turn. 

The case finally settled in December 2015 after the 9th Circuit Court of Appeals found that coal 

falling into the bay was not allowable under the company's general stormwater discharge permit 

and the US Supreme Court opted not to hear an appeal. The settlement still allows the coal 

terminal operators to discharge "incidental" coal during the ship-loading process as long as they 

are following guidelines issued in a state permit. The companies involved were released from 

any admission of violations, as well as from liability in civil lawsuits. T~ . _ · Jit E;r:d settLnLnt ..mly 
covere(J the t (,a· terminal 's loading sy:.;terr, however, and local advocates still hope to find a way 

to prevent the spread of coal dust from the delivery trains and on-site coal stockpiles. 

British Columb,ia 
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Britisti Columbia's Westshore coal terminal, which ships about 24 million metric tons per year, 

, sits on a peninsula jutting into the Strait of Georgia. Some residents of Point Roberts, a 

beachfront community three miles away, complain that coal dust blz-1ckens tt·,eir home:·, patio 
furn iture, ond boats moor ::.~j ir. the lorn! m, rlna. A 2001 comprehensive study of coal dust 

pollution in Canada found that the Westshore Terminal emits roughly 715 metric tons of coal 

dust per year. A separate study recently conducted by researchers at the University of British 

Columbia found that the concentrations of coal du~-r j · : t hD vicinlty of rhe ei"mina! had dcubled 
duri!lg the period from 'I.;,77 to 1999. 

Find this article interesting? Please consider making a gift to support our work. 

In northern British Columbia, the coal export terminal at Prince Rupert is such an active source of 

dust that the facility's operators regularly send out contractors to powerwash the dust frnm 

horn .ow ner's propertie~'· 

The American Southeast~ and beyond 
The Lamberts Point Coal Terminal in Norfolk, Virginia, which ships 28 million tons of coal 

annually, is k.g -i!~ 1..ermitt:ed to ~e lease u .~ to 50 tons of coal dust: into ~he ;:;ir each year. Black grit 

from the coal piles commonly coats cars, windowsills, and plants in neighboring communities. 

Neighbors worry that the' ust is resp ·1r::s ib._ fo r tl.e .'icl. dty's ele rated asthma rate<.:. 

In Newport News, Virginia; Charleston, South Carolina; and on the Mississippi River, : en! dust: 

:out:inely blankets neighborhoods t.1nd local waten•{c.y_,. And Sightline has documented that coal 

dust is also widespread near terminals in Austra!la, india, and South .Africa . 

.An un\Nelcon1e neighbor 
The scale of likely dust pollution at the export facilities planned for the West Coast is unclear. 

Project developers are promising to install mitigation devices that they say will control dust, yet 

it's highly unlikely that the coal dust can be contained entirely. Huge piles of coal will stand 

outdoors in wind and weather and frequently be shoveled into new positions by giant bulldozers, 

stacker··rec!airner;;, and other machinery. 

Coal dust problems plague export facilities across North America and around the world. Because 

these facilities require port operators to store coal in large uncovered piles at terminals, these 

piles can feed prolific quantities of dust to the wind, especially when terminal machinery are 

loading and unloading the fuel. The grime is a nuisance for nearby property owners, a potential 

threat to local wildlife, and maybe even a risk to human health. In forthcoming articles, Sightline 

will take a closer look at what scientists say about the impacts of coal dust. 

Vie are a comrnL]nity~sponsored resource and \Ne can't do this work 
witI'"'1out you! 
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P!i;ase rnake a donation today and help keep us running. 
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